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JONATHAN TURLEY
.(btms:Ujonathanturley.&..rg().
Res ipsa loquitur - The thing itself speaks
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Criminal law (htti,:;;lijonathanturley:.org!categg_ry/criminal-law/).

Academics (htt12s://jonathanturlel(.org/categQ.ry/academics/).

Mfiltia.(htti,:;;lijonathanturleyprglcategQ.ryL!l:Jfil;!jgf).

Bizarre ChttQs:1/jonathanturley.org{&a!ggQ.ry/bizarreD.

f>olitiQ(htti,:;;[[jonathanturleyprg/categQ.ryjP-!)litics/)

llie..S~(htt!l£f/jonathanturley.Q.rgl!;ag~~l

Science (l)tti,:;;[!jonathanturley.,o_rg/categQ.ry/science/).

Torts (htti,:;;lijonathanturley:.org!categQ.ry/torts!)

~(htti,:;;lijonathanturley.orgt.i;ategQ.~\

CONGRESS (HTTPS;//JONATHANTURLEY.ORG/CATEGORY/CONGRESS/l. CONSTITUTIONAL LAW
{HTTPS;//JONATHANTURLEY.ORG/CATEGORY/CONSTITUTIONAL-LAWl}, LAWYERING
(HTTPS;//JONATHANTURLEY.ORG/CATEGORY/LAWYERINGJ). fO!.!I!CS
(HTTPS://JONATHANTURLEY.ORG/CATEGORY/POLITICSl}
~•..lJ211l..(/JJJrimjonathanturley.q_rg/2019/10/09/white-house-issues-defi_ant-letter-reffilfflg-to-coqperate-in-

!mP..eachment-proceeding,!l

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

2

White House Issues Defiant
Letter Refusing To Coonerate In
Imgeachment Proceeding~
( httP-S ://jo nat ha ntu rley:.org/2019/1 0/09/wh ite-hou se-issu es-defiant-letter-refusing-to!:QQP-erate-i n-i m P-eac hme nt-p roceed ing~)

The White House continued along its ill-considered
strategy of refusing to cooperate in an impeachment
inquiry. I have previously written that Speaker Nancy:
Pelosi has made a fundamental error
(http_s:.$jonathanturley&rg/2 019/10/07/casual-orcowardly..::pelosi-takes-dangerous-road-toimpeachment/) in not securing a vote of the House
to commence an impeachment investigation. However, the letter issued by~
White House counsel
(bttps: 4::'.www.nY-times.com/interactive/2019 /10 /08 /us/politics/white-houseletter-impeachment.html\) further undermines the case for executive privilege
arguments and could reinforce obstruction allegations in any final articles of
impeachment.
The letter rightfully raises concerns over the lack of a House vote of the body and
the secrecy of proceedings. The Democrats have limited Republicans in their effort
to question witnesses and secure material. However, that is not a legitimate basis for
refusing to cooperate or supply clearly material evidence.
The letter emphasizes a lack of due process in the proceedings. The Constitution
does not guarantee such rights as confrontation. Indeed, it does not expressly
require anything other than a vote of the House on impeachment and a majority
threshold for any referral of the matter to the Senate for trial.
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Once again, past impeachments (like the one that I handled) have allowed for
witness examinations and some adversarial process. That should be the case here.
There is clearly an effort by Democrats to prevent serious questioning of witnesses
by Republican members. That is not a good practice and undermines the
impeachment investigation.
However, none of that justifies the position of the White House. This is a
constitutional function of the highest order for Congress. There is a legitimate basis
for congressional investigation under both its oversight and impeachment authority.
If proven, these allegations of self-dealing could be a basis for articles of
impeachment. A President cannot simply pick up his marbles and leave the game
because he does not like the other players. A refusal to cooperate with a
constitutionally mandated process can itself be an abuse of power.
Worse yet, the letter again undermines the executive privilege arguments that will
be key to any court fight. I discussed Y-esterday:
(b.ttps;_p'jonathanturley..org/2019/10/08/trump-tweet-undermines-privilege.::.
claims-for-barring-testimony,L) how Trump's tweet about wanting an ambassador to
testify (but blocking him because he does not trust the committee) is the death knell
for a privilege claim. A president cannot withhold material evidence because he does
not like the other party in control of a house of Congress. It must be based on a
claim that disclosure, even to a co-equal branch, would undermine national security
or diplomatic relations or essential confidential communications. This letter repeats
that flawed premise for refusing to cooperate. It is a curious move since tweets by
Trump could be dismissed (as the Justice Department did in the immigration
litigation) as not reflective of the real position of the government. Now, the White
House counsel himself has embraced those same arguments.
The letter is another avoidable self-inflicted wound by a White House that seems
intent on counter-punching itself into an impeachment. There are defenses here as
well as viable privilege arguments. This letter however is eviscerating those defenses
with a reckless abandon.

Shamthis:
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"# Twitter ( https:/ljonatha nturley,org/2019I1 0/09/whlte-house-lssues-defia nt-letter-refusi ng-to-cooperate-in-impeachmentproceedingsRshare=twitter&nb=1)

@ Reddit (https:Iljonatha nturley.org/2019I1 0/09/whlte-house-issues-defia nt-letter-refusing,to-cooperate-in-impeachment•
proceedings!?share=reddit&nb= 1)

In Face book (https:l1onathanturley.org/2019/10/09/white-house-issues-defla nt-letter-refusing-to-cooperate-inimpeachment-proceedingsRsha re=facebook&nb=1)

Likethls:
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■■
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cooJ,1erate-i n-i mJ,1eachment-P-roceedings/#comments)
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Tlaib Calls For Banning Facial Recognition After Detroit Police Chief Calls Her
Earlier Comments Racist
(bllP-£L!jonathanturley,org/2019/10/09/tlaib-calls-for-banning-facial-recognition-after-detroitpolice-chief-calls-her-earlier-comments-racist/l
NEXT POST-+
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367 thoughts on "White House Issues Defiant Letter Refusing To Cooperate In Impeachment
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,- OLDER COMMENTS
(HTTPS://JONATHANTURLEY.ORG/2019/10/09/WHITE•
HOUSE-ISSUES-DEFIANT-LETTER-REFUSING-TOCOOPERATE-IN-IMPEACHMENT·
PROCEEDINGS/COMMENT-PAGE-3/#COMMENTS)

Karen S says:

One of the attorneys for the "whistleblower" admitted that his client had met
with currrent presidential candidates. While the attorney claimed that all of his
client's accusations have been verified, in fact, some of them have already been
disproven.
When's the book tour coming?
https: //www.foxnews.com/politicsjwhistleblower-lawyer-acknowledge.s=.
client-had-contact-with-presidential-candidates
(https://www.foxnews.com/politics/whistleblower-lawyer-acknowledgesclient-had-contact-with-presidential-candidates)

Anonymous says:
~ . 2019 at 9·25 AM (!Jttll£ll.jonathanturley&rgl2019/10/09/white-house-issues-defiant-letter-refusing:tQ:
&29perate-in-impeachment-proceed1ngs/comment-page-4/#comment-1889898).

One of the attorneys that assisted the anonymous "whistleblowers" accusing
President Donald Trump of conspiring with foreign leaders to interfere in the
next U.S. presidential election used to report directly to former director of
national intelligence James Clapper.
https: 1/thefederalist.corn /2019 /10/09/anti-trurnp-w:histleblower-attorney.=.
worked-directly-for-james-clapper/
(https:,4'.'.thefederalist.com/2019/10/09/anti-trump-whistleblower-attorney.=.
worked-directly.-for-james-clap_per/)
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Loading, ..

Wally says:

New Fox poll just released this morning (10/10) shows 51 % of respondents want
trump impeached and removed from office.
Loading .. ,

Re.ply.->

Paul C Schulte says:
~ . 2019 at 9·17 AM (btt~onathanturley...Q[g/2019/10/09/white-house-issues-deflant-letter-refusing::t.Q::
coo!Jerate-in-im!Jeachment-P-roceed1ngs/comment-P-age-4/#comment-1889895)_

Wally - I heard the poll was +15 Democrats and they didn't modify the poll
for that. However, what is really interesting is the internals of the poll, very
few Republicans and Independents are split.

*

Loading ...

YNOTsays:
October 1O. 2019 at 11 :26 AM (htt!JS:l/jonathanturley.,,Q[g/2019/10/09/white-house-issues-deflant-letter-refusing:
to-cooP.erate-in-im!Jeachment-P-roceedings/comment-!l§ge-4/#comment-1889926)_

Cite, cite, just more BS from the schoolteacher.

*

Loading...

ReP-lY.->

Karen S says:
October 10, 2019 at 12:36 PM (htt!Js://jonathanturleY.,org/2019/10/09/white-house-issues-deflant-letterJ:lllifilOg::l:Q:l;QQperate-in-impeachment-pr.ocefilll!lgS/comment-!l§ge-4/#comment-1889957l
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Paul is absolutely right. Here is a link to the actual poll.
(https:,fwww.scribd.com/document/429534764/Fox-News-Pollresults-October-6-8-2019
(hitps:p'jyWW.scribd.com/document,/429534764/Fox-News-Pollresults-October-6-8-2019))
1003 randomly selected respondents.
48% Democrat
33% Republican
12% Independent

*

Loading ...

Paul C Schulte says:
October 10, 2019 at 6:47 PM (!mgg{jonath nturle)"..org/2019/10/09/White-house-issues-defiant-letterrefusing-to-cooperate-i n-im pea chment-procee ings/comment-page-4/#comment-1890093).

Karen S - thanks for having my back.
*Loading...

lin says:
October 10, 2019 at 8:18 PM (https:1/Jonathanturley.org/2019/10/09/White-house-issues-defiant-letter-refusing-toi;Qoperate-in-impeachment-p~gs/comment-Pllge-4/#comment-18901271

Thank you for pointing this out. I have been disappointed in the good
professor's failure to discuss the reality of "polls" as well as "poll-herding"
and failures to disclose the ratio/numbers of political affiliations of those
polled.
*Loading...

Wally World says:
October 11, 2019 at 4:26 AM (https://jonathanturle)"..org/2019/10/09/White-house-issues-defiant-letter-refusing-toi;QOJ;>erate-in-impeachment-p~gs/comment-Pllge-4/#comment-18902091
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That Wally is an impersonator...
Just sayin'
Loading...

Wally World says:
October 11, 2019 at 3:37 AM (https:l/jonathanturle)(.org/2019/10/09/White-house-issues-defiant-letter-refusing-tol:.QOperate-in-impeachment-~gs/comment-page-4/#comment-18902081

Wth is this
Hey buddy, no taking names.
*Loading ...

David B. Benson says:
October 10, 2019 at 3:22 AM (http:;://jonathanturleY..org/2019/10/09/white-house-issues-defiant-letter-refusing-to&QP.perate-in-impeachment-~ngs/comment-page-4/#comment-18898581,

Stuff on Informed Comment is worthwhile.
*Loading...

Anonymous says:
October 10, 2019 at 1:49 AM (l]ttps;l/jonathanturle)(.org/2019/10/09/white-house-issues-defiant-letter-refusing-tocooP-erate-ln-imP-eachment-P-roceedings/comment-P-age-4/#comment-18898541

Prof. Turley
What is Trump's goal ?

If you think that his objective is to win an impeachment conflict by using the
law to sheild as much as possible from Congress - then you might be right.
But I do not think that Trump really cares that much about keeping documents
etc. from Congress.
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I think his goal is not a legal one, but a political one.
The house can impeach on any grounds it wants.
But the more partisan and more hysterical the house sounds the less ability it
has to impeach and the less meaningful impeachment is if it occurs.
I think Trump's objective is to discredit the media, the left, and the democrats.

And I think he his happy to use this faux impeachment to do so.
Democrats are not playing by the rules - Trump is not playing by the rules.
More and more stories come out each day - most do not get much airplay on
the MSM but some do. More damaging allegation about Biden with each day,
more information that undermines the whistleblower with each day.
Guliani was bragging that he is happy to go on CNN or MSNBC to have some
host or another try to beat him up. He openly threatened to drop some new
document or damaging story with every single interview.
Alot of what is occuring seems to resemble the Project Veritas Accorn Sting.
The story starts quiet and PV releases just enough to get the MSM, the Left, etc
to commit to some counter story - and then PV releases a bit more to discredit
that, and a new counter story and a new drip.
We learn today that Mueller likely lied to congress. We learn that Corney was
spying on Lynch. We learn that Ukriane has been investigating Biden since
February - long before the Trump Selensky Call. We learn .... it is hard to keep
up.
Look arround neither Trump nor Gulliani are acting as if they have been
knocked back on their heels. To a large extent they are acting as if they are
relishing this fight.
Put simply. I do not think Trump cares about the executive privilege argument
that you are fixated on.
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He will work to thwart house democrats - for the purpose of frustrating them
and getting them to act like fools - and they are obliging.
While I was more impressed with the WH letter - even legally than you are. I do
not think the purpose is legal.
Trump and the media and the left and the democrats and the "deep state" have
been playing a gigantic game of high stakes poker since before Trump was
elected.
The "argh! Trump" hand is pretty simple - the little damaging they currently
have on Trump, Plus what they can spin of anything they can get someone to
testify and the hope that Trump is hiding something.
Well the media, the left and democrats have been telling us there is some great
damaging story about Trump in hiding for 3 years, and it has not yet surfaced
This whole mess is the boy who cried wolf on an epic scale.
Conversly we do not know Trump's hand.
The Ukraine story has damn near taken Biden out of the race, it is unlikely he
will recover - and democrats are doing this to themselves - unless you think
the Whistleblower is a secret Trump supporter.
It looks like Trump is facing Warren - and that has to be his dream opponent.
More damage was done to Trump politically be withdrawing from Syria than
this whole Impeachment nonsense.
*Loading ...

Prairie Rose says:
October 10, 2019 at 6:28 AM (htt~jonathanturley.&rgl2019/10/09/White-house-issues-defiant-letter-refusing1Q:
.&.Q.operate-in-i mpeachment-~gs/comment-page-4/#comment-1889867l

Well said.
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*

Loading ...

V Whitaker says:
October 1o, 2019 at 6:36 AM (!mr;i:;:/{jonathanturleY..org,'.2019/10/09/white-house-issues-defiant-letter-refusing-tocooP-erate-in-imP-ea chment-P-roceed1ngs/comment-J,lilge-4/#comment-1889868).

This is a narrative I see a lot among those that support this president; the
idea that he is, knowingly, directing happenings to his advantage. The
supposition being that President Trump understand the ins and outs of
political machinations and is going to 'beat them at their own game'. I don't
see it. What I see is a man that is ill suited for the office making absurd
statements and - as Turley and others have observed - continue to selfinflict wounds that are the result of unfiltered hubris.
Had Trump not insisted on a personal interview at the beginning of the first
investigation into 'Russian influence' (Mueller) and admitted the truth about
why he dumped Corney that situation would most likely have lost steam way
before it did. Trump just can't help himself because his ego refuses to allow
anyone to appear to 'one-up-him'. He has to have the last word - even if that
'word' is severely detrimental to his position.
Having watched Donald Trump's career since he became a name in NY, I am
always stunned at the folks that believe him or anything that he says. He
speaks 'off-the-cuff, or, as he likes to portray it 'his gut',his statements are
littered with euphemisms, '.. .like never been seen before~ 'believe me', '...a lot
of people don't know this but.. .', 'I was told by a good friend .. .' OR, 'I was told
by someone who is an expert...'
The Democrats may look like fools - frankly, ALL of Congress is looking
pretty foolish and self-serving to me - but they aren't alone; the president
seems to be just as foolish. In my mind, any speculation that Donald Trump is
somehow orchestrating this situation to his benefit seems to be an example
of forcing the facts to fit a narrative that makes him appear more savvy than
he actually is. He is, however, good at attempting to divert attention from
whatever debacle he's engaged in - now we have the unexpected withdrawal
of the US support of the Kurds.
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Trump set the tone for his Administration during his campaign; he simply
labels everything that is critical of him as 'fake news', 'witch hunt' or throws
out some dismissive insult. His parrot, Guliani can't keep his 'facts' straight
and I suspect that Tump throws him at the Press just to muddy the waters.
Rudy is so off his game its embarrassing to watch him attempt a coherent
interview. But, then he's useful to Trump for that very reason.
The Democrats may be gunning for this President; but he's the one that
insists on wearing a target on his back.
*Loading ...

Prairie Rose says:
October 10. 2019 at 9·11 AM (!Jtt~:Ioonathanturley..Qrgt2019I10/09/white-house-issues-defiant-letter-refusing:to:
coogerate-in-imgeachment-1,roceed1ngs/comment-1,age-4/#comment-1889892).

VWhitaker,
Considering they despise Trump and are mad Hillary lost, and, and, they
have essentially run witch hunts against people like Jordan Peterson, I am
inclined to think part of this at minimum is a witch hunt.
I didn't even vote for Trump and what I see is vicious partisanship by the
media and others.
It does look like a palace coup. Matt Taibbi ain't no conservative, and that's

what he sees.
I am also gravely concerned about such things as this:
"There have so far been two hearings in the House Democrats' effort to
impeach President Trump over the Ukraine matter. Both have been held in
secret. One was Thursday, the other Friday, and the public does not know
what was said in either. Two more are scheduled for this week and will be
held behind closed doors, too.
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The hearings are part of an effort to remove the president from office.
There could not be a matter of more pressing public concern. There could
not be a matter in which the American people have a greater stake. And yet
the public has no idea what is being discovered.
Last week's sessions weren't just secret. They were super-secret. The first
hearing, in which the witness was former Ukraine special envoy Kurt
Volker, was held in what is known as a SCIF, which stands for sensitive
compartmented information facility. It is a room in the Capitol built to be
impervious to electronic surveillance so that lawmakers can discuss the
nation's most important secrets without fear of discovery.
The second hearing, in which Intelligence Community Inspector General
Michael Atkinson testified, was also held in the SCIF;'
Scott Adam's has spoken on the matter of Trump and persuasion, as well as
Trump and the Ukraine. This is no simple matter of 'Trump is a buffoon:

*

Loading ...

Re.ply.-+

Karen S says:
October 10. 2019 at 12:28 PM (b.ttRS.;taonathanturley..m:g/2019/10/09/White-house-issues-defiant-letterrefusing-to-cooP-erate-in-i mQeachment-Qroceedings/comment-P-age-4/#comment-1889952).

PR - not only were they secret, they were partisan. Republicans were
not allowed to call witnesses. It is my understanding that by not having a
vote, Pelosi has more control of the process.
My Dad used to work at times with classified information in a SCIF.
There was a red sign over the door that read, "Feeling lonely tonight?
Want to talk to someone? Then forget to lock your safe;' They were
dead serious about security, and put the fear of God into anyone who
touched classified information. That is why it was shocking to see Hillary
lie about her secret server in her bathroom, where she uploaded
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classified information to the Cloud, and people with no clearance had
access and .. .it was all fine. She should have been in some oubliette that
required a series of FOIAs just to discover her whereabouts.
Loading...

V Whitaker says:
October 1o, 2019 at 6:39 AM (httP.:;://jonathanturley.org,(2019/10/09/white-house-issues-defiant-letter-refusing-to.1&operate-in-impeachment-~gstcomment-page-4/#comment-18898691

I do agree with you on the "...Warren being his dream opponent". He should
be careful though, she could also be his nightmare. Possibly, a nightmare for
all of us.
*Loading ...
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Prairie Rose says:
~ . 2019 at 9:12 AM (bttps;t1onathanturley.org/2019/10/09/white-house-issues-defiant-letter-refusing::to:
cooperate-in-Im peachment-proceedmgs/comment-page-4/#comment-1889893).

VWhitaker,
"Possibly, a nightmare for all of us;'
I agree.
*

Loading ...
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Karen S says:
October 1o. 2019 at 12:29 PM (https://jonathanturleY..org/2019/10/09/white-house-issues-defiant-letterrefusing-to-cooperate-in-impeachment-~ngs/comment-page-4/#comment-18899531

Her rhetoric that punishes employers and the rich, promising to give
goodies to voters, is very popular. That's how Stalin rose. It was all going
to be for the good of the people.
Loading ...
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Mr Kurtz says:
October 10, 2019 at 8:38 PM (htti,s://jonathanturleY..org/2019/10/09/white-house-issues-defiant-letterrefusing::l;Q:!;Q.operate-in-im pea chment-pLQ£ee.Qings/comment-page-4/#comment-1890133l

Oh, she's no Stalin. Hillary had the makings of a tryant but Liz is a cut
below.
The Dem party likes WEAK candidates_ They are too "diverse" to unite
strongly behind any one leader. There are too many factions. Look at
that field right now. Their best candidate just got tossed under the bus
in favor of a pantsuit.
Among the two parties, the one with a more coherent base, can bring
forth a stronger candidate than a big tent operation. FDR was such a
candidate. The strongest president in American history. Right now
Republicans are a far more focused party than they were before.
Donald's populism has proven its worth and he's brought them along
by the nose.
This will be the permanent disadvantage of the Democrat party
moving forwards.
*Loading...
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lin says:
October 10, 2019 at 8:23 PM (httP..s:/{]onathanturle)(.org/2019/10/09/White-house-issues-defiant-letterref!.!slog:.to:c.oQperate-in-impeachment-pr~gs/comment-page-4/#comment-1890131 l

So do I.
Loading ...
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David B. Benson says:
October 10, 2019 at 1:30 AM (httP-s://jonathanturley...Q[g/2019/10/09/White-house-issues-defiant-letter-refusing-toi;,QQl,)erate-in-im~~gs/comment-f,)?ge-4/#comment-1889853)

Do Looney Tunes come from the Looney Bin?
*Loading...

Anonymous says:
Qcto.tlerJ.Q. 2019 at 3:24 AM (]Jttf,)S;[!jonathanturley...Q[g,'.2019/10/09/White-house-issues-defiant-letter-refusing::to:
J;OOP-erate-in-imP-eachment-woceed1ngs/comment-P-age-4/#comment-1889859).

Yep, Bugs Bunny, my favorite tranny.
Or many a bunny-eared Playboy
::throws up a baphmet sign::
Jokes. Pp!. Jokes.

*
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Pingback: Lfg~xperts weigh in as White House oQjects to impeachment inquiry.
- News Daily (http:,fyhitelighttv.com /2019/10/09 /legal=.experts-weigh-in-aswhite-house-objects-to-impeachment-inquiry.,I)
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Feldman has written that Trump is not actually impeached until the articles of
impeachment are transferred to the Senate. I disagree and believe that Feldman is
conflating provisions concerning removal with those for impeachment. Trump Stands
Impeached. jonathanturley.org/2019/12/20/tru .. .

Trump Was Impeached: A Response To Noah Feldman
In the House Judiciary Committee, I had some fundamental disagreements with myfriend Professor
Noah Feldman on issues ranging from the basis for impeachment on the basis of specific crimes
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ABC News' Oval Office interview with President Trump - ABC News
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ABC News' Oval Office interview with
President Trump
A transcript ofABC News' George Stephanopoulos' Oval Q[Jice interview.
By ABC News

11

~

Ill

Trump reacts to being down In internal polls, Don Jr testifying with Senate Committee
The president told ABC News' George Stephanopou/os in an exclusive interview, "There's no way he /Biden]
beats me in Texas ... my polls show that I'm winning everywhere."
ABC News

Over the course of two days, ABC News' Chief Anchor George
Stephanopoulos spent 30 hours with President Donald Trump, flying on Air
Force One to Iowa, traveling in his armored vehicle called "The Beast,"
greeting him in his West Wing residence, embedding in the Oval Office for a
day of meetings, and sitting down for a one-on-one interview in the White
House Rose Garden.
https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/abc-news-oval-office-interview-president-dona!d-trump/story?id=63688943).
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During an interview Wednesday morning in the Oval Office, President
Trump opined on the Russia investigation, telling Stephanopoulos he would
consider accepting damaging information about his political rivals from
foreign nations.

+ (MORE: EXCLUSIVE: Trump says he would listen if foreigners offered dirt on
opponents)
Below is a complete, unedited transcript of that portion of the president's
exclusive interview with ABC News.

+ (MORE: Trump lashes out about being down in internal polls)
Tune in next week for an hour-long ABC News special, only on ABC -- including
"ABC News Live," the 24/7 streaming news channel available 011 abcnews.com,
Roku, Hulu, Anwzon Fire TV and Apple TV.

ABC News Chief Anchor George Stephanopoulos: You're a fighter. You, you,
it feels like you're in a constant kind of churn.

+ (MORE: EXCLUSIVE: Trump reveals historic redesign of Air Force One)
President Donald Trump: Yeah, uh, my life has always been a fight. And I
enjoy that I guess, I don't know if I enjoy it or not, I guess -- sometimes I
have false fights, like the Russian witch hunt. That's a false fight. That's a
made-up hoax. And I had a fight that -Stephanopoulos: --the first line of his report says they had a systematic
attempt at interfere in our elections.
President Trump: They did, but not me. And they also said, okay, that we
rebuffed them. Okay?
Stephanopoulos: Well they said you're-President Trump: --that the Trump campaign. Excuse me. The campaign,
the Trump campaign rebuffed them. We had nothing to do with Russia.
https://abcnews.go.com/Po!itics/abc-news-oval-office-intervlew-president-donald-trump/story?id=63688943).
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Hillary Clinton had much more to do with Russia than anything having to
do with our campaign. It said very specifically that, not only we didn't have
to do, but we rebuffed them. Now, anything having to do with Russia had
nothing to do with our campaign.
Stephanopoulos: Well, Paul Manafort.
President Trump: Paul Manafort, they have Paul Manafort on taxes and
many other things. Nothing to do with our campaign.
Stephanopoulos: Giving polling information to the Russians.
President Trump: I don't know anything about that. What difference does

polling information make? It doesn't matter. He was maybe trying to do
something for an account or something. Who knows? But they said
specifically that there was nothing to do, and we, in fact, rebuffed them-Stephanopoulos: --they said there were hundreds-President Trump: It's a phony-Stephanopoulos: --what they said is that-President Trump: They also said that there were bloggers in Moscow and
they said specifically, about the bloggers in Moscow, had nothing to do with
Trump, had nothing to do with the--and there were like 32 or 36 bloggers.
We have nothing to do with bloggers in Moscow. I'll tell you, you talk about
collusion, take a look at the collusion with the Democrat party and
Facebook and Google and Twitter. That's called collusion, that's called real
collusion. Not where somebody buys some ads and the other thing, having
to do with Russia, they were also helping the Clinton campaign, you know
that? It wasn't just Trump. And Putin, I will say this: if he had it, it was up to
him. He would much rather have Hillary Clinton be president right now.
And all of these countries would rather have Biden or anybody else but
Trump.
https://abcnews.go.com/Po!itics/abc-news-oval-office-interview-president-donald-trump/story?id=63688943).
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Stephanopoulos: He said he was trying to help elect you. He said that
explicitly.
President Trump: Well he might've said that after I won because it's a smart
thing to say, okay? Because franklyStephanopoulos: And Mueller says that he's trying to do that.
President Trump: Mueller said that we rebuffed Russia, that we pushed
them away, that we weren't interested. Read the report.
Stephanopoulos: I have read the report. On that though, your son Don Jr. is
up before the Senate Intelligence Committee today, and again, he was not
charged with anything. In retrospect though, do you thinkPresident Trump: --I mean not only wasn't he charged, if you read it, with
all of the horrible fake news, I mean, I was reading that my son was going to
go to jail. This is a good young man. That he was going to go to jail and all of
these horrible stories. And then the report comes out and they didn't even
say--they hardly even talked about him.
Stephanopoulos: But should he have gone to the FBI when he got that
email?
President Trump: Okay, let's put yourself in a position: you're a
congressman, somebody comes up and says, "Hey I have information on
your opponent." Do you call the FBI?
Stephanopoulos: Ifit's coming from Russia you do.
President Trump: You don't-- I'll tell you what. I've seen a lot of things over
my life. I don't think in my whole life I've ever called the FBI. In my whole
life. I don't--you don't call the FBI. You throw somebody out of your office,
you do whatever you doStephanopoulos: Al Gore got a stolen briefing book. He called the FBI.
https://abcnews.go.com/Po!itics/abc--news-oval-office-interview-president-donald-trump/story?id=63688943).
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President Trump: Well, that's different. A stolen briefing book. This isn't--

this is somebody who said, "We have information on your opponent." Oh,
let me call the FBI. Give me a break, life doesn't work that way.
Stephanopoulos: The FBI Director says that's what should happen.
President Trump: The FBI Director is wrong. Because, frankly, it doesn't

happen like that in life. Now, maybe it will start happening. Maybe today
you think differently. But two or three years ago, if somebody comes into
your office with oppo research-- they call it oppo research--with
information that might be good or bad or something, but good for you, bad
for your opponent, you don't call the FBI. I would guarantee you that 90
percent, could be 100 percent, of the congressmen or the senators over
there, have had meetings--ifthey didn't they probably wouldn't be elected-on negative information about their opponent. They don't-Stephanopoulos: From foreign countries?
President Trump: Possibly. Possibly. But they don't call the FBI. You don't
call the FBI every time you hear something that maybe--now, you see the
people. The meeting, it also sounds to me--I don't know anything about
that meeting--but it sounds to me like it was a big nothing. That meeting
was a big nothing. But I heard about my son, who is a great young man,
going to jail over a meeting where somebody said, "I have information on
Hillary Clinton." She's the one that should be in jail. She deleted 33-Stephanopoulos: She should be in jail?
President Trump: She deleted 33,000 emails from--sent by the United
States Congress. They gave a subpoena to Hillary Clinton for 33,000 emails.
After the subpoena was gotten, she deleted them. That's called obstruction.
And her lawyer should also be looked at because her lawyer--she's got to
have the greatest lawyer on earth because she does that, he did the deleting,
supposedly. Not only did they delete, but they acid washed them.
Stephanopoulos: That's been investigated.
https://abcnews.go.com/Po!itics/abo-news-oval-office-interview-president-donald-trump/story?id=63688943).
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President Trump: Now, that's called the-- no, no. No, no. It's being
investigated I assume now.
Stephanopoulos: It's been investigated.
President Trump: I don't know, I stay uninvolved. I stay totally uninvolved
and I don't talk toStephanopoulos: You haven't asked the Justice Department to take a look
into Hillary Clinton?
President Trump: We have a great attorney general now. I don't talk to my
attorney general about that, but I'll tell you what: when you send 33,000
emails-- they requested 33,000 emails. She got the request. They deleted
every one of them. Okay? If you did that, you would've been put in jail.
Stephanopoulos: Your campaign this time around, if foreigners, if Russia, if
China, if someone else offers you information on opponents, should they
accept it or should they call the FBI?
President Trump: I think maybe you do both. I think you might want to
listen, there's nothing wrong with listening. If somebody called from a
country, Norway, "we have information on your opponent." Oh, I think I'd

want to hear it.
Stephanopoulos: You want that kind of interference in our elections?
President Trump: It's not an interference, they have information. I think I'd
take_it. If I thought there was something wrong, I'd go maybe to the FBI. If I

thought there was something wrong. But when somebody comes up with
oppo research, right, they come up with oppo research. Oh, let's call the
FBI. The FBI doesn't have enough agents to take care of it, but you go and
talk honestly to congressmen, they all do it, they always have. And that's
the way it is. It's called oppo research.
Stephanopoulos: Mr. President. Thank you.
https://abcnews.go.com/Po!itics/abc-news-oval-office-interview-president-donald-trump/story?id=63688943).
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President Trump: Thank you. Okay. Fine.
S

Comments (110)

Before You Go
Affordable All-Inclusive Vacations That Are Simply Astonishing!
Caribbean Vacation I Search Ads I Sponsored

How To Entirely Empty Your Bowels Every Morning - Top Surgeon Explains
How
Gundry MD I Sponsored

Check Out The Latest RVs. Search For Affordable RV Deals.
RV Deals I Search Ads I Sponsored

Luxury Senior Living Near Arlington Is Actually Affordable. Search For Senior
Living Communities
Senior Living/Assisted living ISponsored

This New Pocket Knife Will Leave You Speechless !
My Deejo ISponsored

Signs And Symptoms Of Psoriatic Arthritis. Research Psoriatic Arthritis Support
Psoriatic Arthritis I Yahoo! Search I Sponsored

ID of Alabama Boy Missing for 13 Years Revealed After He Tried to Validate
Social Security Number

James Bond star Roger Moore dead at 89 after 'battle with cancer'

https://abcnews.go.com/Po!ltics/abc-news-oval-office-intervlew-president-dona!d-trump/story?id=63688943).

AB

39-405

719

01/18/2020

29
ABC News' Oval Office interview with President Trump - ABC News

1/3/2020

3 Dangerous Foods People Feed Their Dogs (Without Realizing It)
Dr. Marty ProPower Plus Supplement I Sponsored

Shut the Front Door! These Luxury Vehicles Cost Under $50k!
Auto Enthusiast I Search Ads ISponsored

Play this for 1 minute and see why everyone is addicted
Vikings: Free Online Game I Sponsored

8 Incredible New 2020 Cars Under 20K!
Cars Under 20K I Search Ads I Sponsored

These New German Hearing Aids are Crushing the Market
hearing-aid-advice I Sponsored

Aspen Heiress Murder Case Ends With Guilty Plea

26 dead, 20 injured in massacre at rural Texas church in worst mass shooting in
state's history

Affordable All-Inclusive Vacations That Are Simply Astonishing! Research
Galapagos All-inclusive Vacations
Vacations I Sponsored

U.S. Cardiologist: It's Like a Pressure Wash for Your Insides
Gundry MD Total Restore Supplement I Sponsored

If You Have Gutters You Have To Try This To Avoid Cleaning Gutters For Life!
lea/Filter Partner I Sponsored

https://abcnews.go.com/Po!itics/abc-news-oval-office-interview-president-donald-trump/story?id=63688943).

AB

39-405

8/9

01/18/2020

30
ABC News' Oval Office interview with President Trump - ABC News

113/2020

ABC News Network

I Privacy Policy I Your CA Privacy Rights I Children's Online Privacy Policy I
Interest-Based Ads

I Tenns of Use I Contact Us

Copyright© 2020 ABC News Internet Ventures. All rights reserved.

https'.//abcnews.go.com/Po!itics/abo-news-oval-office-interview-president-dona!d-trump/story?id=63688943).

AB

39-405

919

01/18/2020

31
11312020

FBI director pushes back on debunked conspiracy theory about 2016 election interference

FBI director pushes back on

debunked conspiracy theory
about 2016 election
interference
"We have no i11formatio11 that indicates that Ukraine interfered,"

Wray said

~
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Top Stories
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about 2016 election interference
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FBI director addresses inspector general report
Director Christopher Wray remarked that a number of elements highlighted in the
report fell "well short of the standard of conduct Bnd performttnce~ hf expects of his
employees,
Jacquelyn Martin/AP

FBI Director Christopher Wray on Monday undercut a
theory pushed by President Donald Trump and some of his
Republican allies that the government of Ukraine meddled
in the 2016 election.
"We have no information that indicates that Ukraine
interfered with the 2016 presidential election," Wray told
ABC News in an exclusive broadcast interview on Monday.

https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/fbi-director-pushes-back-debunked-conspiracy-theory-2016/story?id=67609244
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+ (MORE: FBI Director Chris Wray reacts to DOJ watchdog
report on Russia investigation: Exclusive
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Wray is the most senior, currently serving, government
official to undercut the claim -- pushed as recently as
Sunday by Sen. Ted
R-Texas, in an interview about
the ongoing impeachment inquiry.

24/7 coverage of breakmg news and live events

+ (MORE: Testimony and texts: How the Trump-Ukraine
allegations fit together in a timeline)

"Here's the game the media is playing. Because Russia
interfered, the media pretends nobody else did. Ukraine
https://abcnews.go.com/Potitics/fbi-director-pushes-back-debunked-conspiracy-theory-2016/story?ld=67609244
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blatantly interfered in our election," Cruz said Sunday on
NBC's "Meet the Press."
When asked about the claim, Wray urged Americans to be
cautious about their sources of information.

+ (MORE: The facts behind GOP claims about Ukraine and
2016 likely to surface this week)

"Well, look, there's all kinds of people saying all kinds of
things out there. I think it's important for the American
people to be thoughtful consumers of information, to think
about the sources of it and to think about the support and
predication for what they hear," he said. "And I think part
of us being well protected against malign foreign influence
is to build together an American public that's resilient, that
has appropriate media literacy and that takes its
information with a grain of salt."

B

FBI Director Christopher Wr.ty sp~aks with ABC News' Chief Justice
Correspondent Pierre Thomas in an exclusive interview on Dec. 9, 2019.
Luke Barr/ABC News

+ (MORE: DOJ watchdog finds Russia investigation not
improper, despite missteps

In a call with Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskiy,
Trump requested he look into claims about "CrowdStrike,"
referencing a debunked conspiracy theory that claims
https://abcnews.go.com/PoHtics/fbi-director-pushes-back-debunked-conspiracy-theory-2016/story?id=67609244
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Ukraine, not Russia, hacked into the Democratic National
Committee's computer networks in 2016.
Asked about that theory, Wray didn't directly respond to
the president's claim but underscored that the FBI has no
evidence to support such a claim.

+ (MORE: Before working with Giuliani, Ukrainian official
hired Trump-linked lobbyist to relay anti- Bi den claims in
US)

"As I said, we at the FBI have no information that would
indicate that Ukraine tried to interfere in the 2016
presidential election," he said.
In addition, Wray said that he didn't speak with Rudy
Giuliani, the president's personal attorney, about any
investigation into the Bidens.
"I haven't had any conversations with Rudy Giuliani," Wray
said.
Wray also cautioned that election interference is still a
concern moving into 2020.
"Well, as far as the election itself goes, we think Russia
represents the most significant threat to the election cycle
itself," he said.
"But we certainly know that other nation states, China,
Iran, others have an interest in influencing our democracy
in other ways through different forms of engagement,
different types of malign foreign influence. So we are trying
to make sure that we're working hard with others to protect
America against all those threats," Wray added.
S

Comments (146)
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President Trump's former national security advisor 'deeply
disturbed' by Ukraine scandal: 'Whole world is watching'
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Tom Bossert was Trump's homeland security adviser until
April 2018.
By
Chris Francescani
September 29, 2019, 3:34 PM
11 min read

5:42
'I'm deeply disturbed' by whistleblower complaint: Former Trump adviser Former Trump
homeland security adviser Tom Bossert reacts to Ukraine controversy on "This
Week."Bloomberg via Getty Images
President Donald Trump's first Homeland Security and counterterrorism adviser, who
resigned after a year in the office, said on "This Week With George Stephanopoulos" on
Sunday that he is "deeply disturbed" and "frustrated" by the "entire mess" that began in July
with Trump's phone call with a young Ukrainian president and suddenly this week sparked a
firestorm of calls in Congress to impeach the president following the disclosure of an
extraordinary whistleblower complaint.
'The whole world is watching'
"I'm deeply disturbed by this as well, and this entire mess has me frustrated," said former
Homeland Security advisor Tom Bossert, now an ABC News contributor.

Tom Bossert walks out of the White House campus September 28, 2017 in Washington, DC.
Tom Bossert walks out of the White House campus September 28, 2017 in Washington, DCBrendan
Smialowski/Afp Contributor/AFP/Getty Images

"You and I lived through the impeachment of President [Bill] Clinton and saw how
frustrating and dividing it could be and I just spend the week overseas and I'll tell you, the
whole world is watching," Bossert said, gesturing to Stephanopoulos.
115
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(MORE: Rudy Giuliani fires back at former White House aide who accused him of spreading
'completely false' theory)
"You saw how frustrating and dividing it could be. The whole world is watching this. The
removal of a president is a big and serious deal, but the removal of a president -- in not only
a democracy but the biggest democracy -- is really a weighty matter and I hope that
everyone can sift through the evidence and be careful, as I've seen a lot of rush to
judgement this week," Bossert said.
But Bossert described the allegations against Trump as extremely serious.
(MORE: Trump to be held 'accountable' in wake ofwhistleblower complaint: Committee

£biilll.
"That said, it is a bad day and a bad week for this president and this country-- if he is asking
for political dirt on an opponent," said Bossert.

President Donald Trump and Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskiy looks on during a meeting in New
York on September 25, 2019, on the sidelines of the United Nations General Assembly.
President Donald Trump and Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskiy looks on during a meeting in New
York on September 25, 2019, on the sidelines of the United Nations General Assembly.Saul
Loeb/AFP/Getty Images

"But it looks to me that the other matter, that's far from proven, was whether he was doing
anything to abuse his power and withhold aid, in order to solicit such a thing," Bossert said,
referring to a Ukrainian investigation into political rival Joe Biden and his family. "That
seems, I think, far from proven and it's going to be the focus -- I think -- of our Congress for
the next year."

'Completely debunked' theory
Bossert was sharply critical of Trump personal lawyer Rudy Giuliani, who was also a guest
on the show. He expressed a combination of frustration and bewilderment that some
members of the Trump team continue to spout debunked conspiracy theories about the
hack of the Democratic National Committee [DNC] computer servers during the 2016
election campaign.
"It's not only a conspiracy theory, it is completely debunked. I don't want to be glib about
this matter but last year, retired former Senator Judd Gregg wrote in The Hill magazine Five
Ways or Three Ways to Impeach Oneself and the third way was to hire Rudy Giuliani."
"At this point, I am deeply frustrated with what he and legal team are doing in repeating that
debunked theory to the president. It sticks in his mind when he hears it over and over again.
And for clarity here, George, let me just repeat here, again, that it has no validity."
215
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In this file photo taken on September 23, 2019 US President Donald Trump speaks during a meeting with
Polish President Andrzej Duda on the sidelines of the UN General Assembly in New York.
In this file photo taken on September 23, 2019 US President Donald Trump speaks during a meeting with
Polish President Andrzej Duda on the sidelines of the UN General Assembly in New York.Saul
Loeb/AFP/Getty Images

"The United States government reached its conclusion on attributing to Russia the DNC
hack in 2016 before it even communicated it to the FBI. And long before the FBI ever
knocked on the door at the DNC. So a server inside the DNC was not relevant to our
determination to the attribution. It was made up front and beforehand. And so while
servers can be important in some of the investigations that followed, it has nothing to do
with the U.S. government attribution for the DNC hack."
Later in the program, Giuliani told Stephanopoulos: "Tom Bossert doesn't know what he's
talking about."
Bossert, when asked to characterize his own interpretation of the call, said he read more
into it than most observers because he spent a year discussing such matters with Trump, as
his core responsibilities were election security and coordinating the response to Russian
interference in the 2016 U.S. presidential elections.
"I didn't see, like others have seen, pressure in this call," Bossert said. "I understand why
people are interpreting it that way, [but] I've spent a lot of time with this president, and I can
easily see other reasons for why this president might have delayed aide to Ukraine and
those Javelin missiles. As you know President [Barack] Obama considered this deeply and
decided not to provide lethal military support. President Trump and I and others spent quite
a bit ohime talking about this. In fact, in the call itself -- although there are a lot of reasons
he alludes to -- one that is quintessential Donald Trump. That is his frustration with Angela
Merkel, the German nation member of NATO [North Atlantic Treaty Organization'] is doing
nothing to help Ukraine, and he expressed some lamentation over that fact."
'Pound of flesh'

Still, Bossert said, he has some sense of the thinking in the White House.
"I honestly believe this president has not gotten his pound of flesh yet from past grievances
on the 2016 investigation," Bossert said. "I believe he and his legal team probably even prior
to Joe Biden announcing that he would run for president, and they are continuing to focus
on everything they can in their belief -- understandably in this case -- that the president was
wrongly accused of colluding with Russia the first time around. But George, if he continues
to focus on that white whale, it's going to bring him down."
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Bossert resigned from the administration in April 2018, one day after then Trump national
security advisor John Bolton began his new role in the White House. Earlier this month,
Trump said he ousted Bolton from the position over "very big mistakes" and policies
disagreements, including decisions concerning the Middle East.
Bolton has countered that he offered to resign the previous day, but the president waved
that offer away.
Bossert's comments come amid what is shaping up to be an exceptionally swift launch of a
presidential impeachment inquiry.
(MORE: Trump again questions whistleblower account. asks if it's from 'spy' or 'partisan' l
House Intelligence Committee Chairman Adam Schiff told reporters Friday that his
committee is mapping out potential hearings, depositions and subpoenas for its
impeachment probe in the weeks ahead, as Democrats issued the first subpoena in an
effort centered on President Trump's phone call with the president of Ukraine and a related
whistleblower complaint.

Tom Bossert, assistant to U.S. President Donald Trump for the U.S. Department of Homeland Security,
speaks during a White House press briefing in Washington, D.C., U.S., on Friday, Sept. 8, 2017.
Tom Bossert, assistant to U.S. President Donald Trump for the U.S. Department of Homeland Security,
speaks during a White House press briefing in Washington, D.C., U.S., on Friday, Sept. 8, 2017.Bloomberg
via Getty Images

Nearly two-thirds of Americans believe President Trump's encouragement of a foreign
leader to investigate Trump's political rival and his family is a serious problem, but only 17%
said they were surprised by the president's actions, according to a new ABC News/lpsos poll.
/MORE: Read the transcript of Trump's call with the Ukraine president l
The poll, conducted by lpsos in partnership with ABC News, asked Americans about a July
phone call between Trump and Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskiy in which Trump
urged his Ukrainian counterpart to work with his personal attorney Rudy Giuliani and U.S.
Attorney General William Barr to investigate former Vice President Joe Biden and his son,
Hunter, according to a memo released by the White House.
The high-velocity push toward an impeachment inquiry has jump-started Democratic
consensus and unified a party long torn between what many observers see as political
necessity and moral imperative, with a devastating but ultimately inconclusive report from
the Mueller investigation in their rear view mirror and the snow-soaked cornfields of
February's Iowa caucuses just up the road.
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Trump has openly acknowledged that he discussed Biden in a call with Ukranian president
but has characterized the call as perfectly acceptable presidential behavior. Yet, the growing
appearance that a U.S. president sought to enlist a foreign in nation in investigating his
political rivals has sharply -- and swiftly -- shifted the political dynamic in the nation's capital.

Editor's Note: A prior version of this story incorrectly reported that George Stephanopou/os served
in the Clinton White House during his impeachment. Stephanopou/os left the White House in
1996, two years prior to the impeachment proceedings.
ABC News'John Santucci and Katherine Fau/ders contributed to this report.
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Over the cournc of"two d<01ys, ABC Ncvvs' cl1fc[t.mcl10r(;corgc Steplwnopoulos

spent 30 ho1~rs with_P,rc~icfcnt pom1ld Trun!P· flyinp; 011/i.ir For~·c_Onc to Iowa,

traveling in his 11rmorccf vchiclccnllccl "The lJcasr, .. grecring !11111 in his ivcst
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+

(MORE: I'op ,:; takeaways of President Trnmp·s interview with George
Stcpl1anopoulos)

Below arc the unedited tnmscripts ottl'le president'.':> exclusive interview 'With
AfJC News from "The J?et1st" hcnvccn events in lowft the 1valk to and in the Owll
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+
+
+

(MORE: EXCLUSIVE: Trump dlcs lessons from Nixon, says he 'was never going
to /he Mueller')
(MORE: l'ntmp reveals historic redesign of Air Force One: EXCUlSIVE)
(MORE: Trump hiL'> Bidcn on policy flips: 'He has recalibrated on everything')
ABC News Live

IN 'THE BEAST',

ABC NEWS' GEORGE STEPHANOPOULOS: It's a good event?

https://abcnews.go.com/Po!itics/transcript-abc-news-george-stephanopoulos-exclusive-intervlew-presldent/story?id=63749144
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PRESIDENT DONALD 1RUMP: Good event. Nice event.... (inaudible)
ethanol in there. Great crowd, great people. Great people.
STEPHANOPOULOS: This was-- you feel like this is your (inaudible)?
1RUMP: Yeah,!-- I do. I feel it's really-- really a great part of the country for
us. Yeah.
STEPHANOPOULOS: This was the first state you ever (inaudible).
1RUMP: That's right. And I came in second. Should have come in first. But
this was a caucus state. It was a whole different thing.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Organization.

1RUMP: In the-- (inaudible). And I learned more in Iowa because we
actually should have won Iowa easily by anywhere from five to 10 points.
But caucus is different. People walk in. You talk to them. You know, it's-- it's
like-(0\/Jilff4LK!

STEPHANOPOULOS: And they have to show up that night-1RUMP: Look at the people. These are the people that couldn't get in, by
the way. These people couldn't get in. Great people. It's a lot of-- Look at
the-- look-- look at the people. They can't get in, George. A little different
than my competitors.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Well, you don't have a real competitor. Just Bill Weld
on the Republican side.
1RUMP: No, I'm talking about competitors, just generally.
STEPHANOPOULOS: So you feel good about Iowa right now?
TRUMP: Yeah, feel great about Iowa. Feel great about I think virtually every
state that we're competing in. I think Iowa's great. 1 think Ohio and Florida,
North Carolina, South Carolina. Pennsylvania I feel really good about. You
know, we won-STEPHANOPOULOS: You're saying-TRUMP: --Pennsylvania. And it was interesting because Pennsylvania's
always been tough to win, but we won it. And-- I think we should be doing
great because of steel and all of the jobs that we've produced. They're
having the best year they've had in I think 40 or 50 years.
STEPHANOPOULOS: You said Vice President Bid en's making a mistal.;:e not
telling people what you're for. I take that point. What-- elections are about
tomorrow, not yesterday. When you go to voters over this next year, what is
the big unfinished piece of business you're going to say, "This is what we're
going to get done?"

https://abcnews.go.com/Po!itics/transcript-abc-news-george-stephanopoulos-exclusive-intervlew-president/story?ld=63749144
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TRUMP: So we almost had health care done. Health care's a disaster,
Obamacare. But we've managed it much better than they managed it. So
we've made it serviceable, but it's not great. We almost had it done. We were
one vote off, as you know. You know that whole story. And that was a very-unfortunate situation. We would have had great health care. So we're going
to do that if we win the House. If we win back the House, we're going to
produce phenomenal health care. And we already have the concept of the
plan, but it'll be less expensive than Obamacare by a lot. And it'll be much
better health care-STEPHANOPOULOS: Don't you have to tell people what the plan is?
TRUMP: Yeah, well, we'll be announcing that in about two months. Maybe
less. So, yeah, sure you do. But-- but, again, that's-- that's subject to winning
back the House, Senate and the presidency. You need the three. But we are-

STEPHANOPOULOS: Because that was one of the big issues that the vice
president-- former vice president took on today. He said on health care
you've called-- gone to the courts and said, "We've got to overturn
Obamacare." That's abandoning people with preexisting conditions.
TRUMP: Well, no. Preexisting conditions-- I was for preexisting conditions.
And I still--you know, I'm very much for preexisting conditions. But
Obamacare has been a disaster. Look what-(OVH/?1'.~f,K)

STEPHANOPOULOS: --get charged higher under your plan, right?
TRUMP: No, much lower. Under my plan, they'll be much lower. You'll see
that in a month when we-- when we-- introduce it. We're going to have a
plan. That's subject to winning the House, Senate, and presidency, which
hopefully we'll win all three. We'll have phenomenal health care.
STEPHANOPOULOS: And you're g-- so you're definitely introducing a plan
before the election?
TRUMP: Before the election, yes. We'll be having a plan much before the
election. Soon. Fairly soon. It's almost-STEPHANOPOULOS: How about the-·
TRUMP: --complete.
STEPHANOPOULOS: How about the economy? Where do you-- how-- how
do you read it right now?
TRUMP: Well, I think the economy is fantastic, George. How does-(inaudible). You have the best unemployment numbers we've had in 51
years. You have-- industrial numbers-- that are phenomenal. You look at
GDP, 3.2 percent in the first quarter. People were shocked to see that. And
that's despite the fact that I have various trade deals going on, which you
have to do. I mean, I could f-- it would be much easier for me just to let
https://abcnews.go.com/Po!itlcs/transcript-abc-news-george-stephanopou!os-exclusive-lnterv1ew-presldent/story?!d=63749144
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China and all these countries continue to rip off the United States, but I
can't do that. I don't want to do that.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Any concern about the softening job numbers over

the last couple months-TRUMP: No, none-- none-- really none. Ifwe pull off the trade deals, which
I think I will, we have a lot of power. With respect to trade, we have a lot of
power. And-- we have great numbers. The companies are very strong.
They've very liquid. Frankly, if we had a different person in the Federal
Reserve that wouldn't have raised interest rates so much, we would have
been at least a point and a half higher. I mean, three-STEPHANOPOULOS: He's your pick.
TRUMP: --3.2 percent is good. He's my pick. I agree. But, you know, we also
have people in there that weren't my pick. But he's my pick. And-- I
disagree with him entirely. As you know, it's independent.
STEPHANOPOULOS: I was going to ask you about that. What do you make
of the critics who say it's just inappropriate for you to be talking about the
Fed chairman-TRUMP: Well, I'm allowed to. And, y--you know, in the old days, they used
to speak to the head of the Federal Reserve often. And it was a part--very
much a part of the administration from the standpoint as they'd talk and
they'd-- (inaudible) settle. You have no idea how important it is. But I'm not
happy with what he's done. I'm not happy with the fact that they've done
quantitative tightening. Now, he doesn't mal,e that decision himself. But I
would think that the head of the Federal Reserve has quite a bit of power.
No, I'm not happy. Now, if-- ifwe-STEPHANOPOULOS: Do you have any concern you're putting him in a box-

TRUMP: Let-- let me explain. Yes, I do. But I'm going to do it anyway
because-- I've waited long enough. If he did the interest rate increases half
as much, if he didn't do tightening-- tightening means taking money out of
the-- out of the till so that people can't use it for doing what they're doing.
We call it quantitative tightening. If he didn't do tightening-- if he did
nothing or perhaps even loosened, we would be in my opinion, just an
opinion, 10,000 points higher than already a very high number. You know,
we're-- from the time I got elected, we're about-- we're almost 50 percent up
with the stock market. But ifhe didn't do the tightening and ifhe didn't do
so much of an in-- it's okay to raise interest rates a little bit. But so much, it
would have been-- it would have been even better.
STEPHANOPOULOS: But you're not worr-TRUMP: And-- and I'll-- and I'll tell you something. What! don't like is
when you raise the interest rates, there's no inflation-- there's virtually no
inflation. When you raise interest rates, that means you're paying more in
debt. And I inherited almost $21 trillion in debt. I inherited that. President
https://abcnews.go.com/Po!itics/transcript-abc-news-george-stephanopoulos-exclusive-interview-presldent/story?ld=63749144
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Obama and Eiden, they doubled the debt during their eight years. You
know that. And-STEPHANOPOULOS: It's been going up on-TRUMP: -·I inherited-·
STEPHANOPOULOS: --on your watch, too-TRUMP: Sure. But I have to rebuild the military. They doubled the debt,
and they didn't do anything. They doubled the debt on nonsense. I took
over a military that was totally depleted. I have to rebuild it. The good
news, we're rebuilding it here. We're building America. Everything's made
in the U.S.A., and it's great. But I-- you know, it's one of those things. I have
to rebuild the military. Otherwise, I mean, what's more important--than
our military? Especially in these days where you have such problems. And I
think the stronger we are, the less likely it is that we use the military. Vie're
close to being very, very strong. We're close to being stronger by far than
ever before. But I took over a totally depleted military. And you know that.
The planes were old. They talk about the grandchildren of pilots were flying
the same plane as they were flying many years ago. We have beautiful new
F-35s and F-18s and new-- rifles, new uniforms. In the case of the Army, we
have the new uniforms that everybody's wanted for years. They're an
expensive-- job. You know, you-- it doesn't sound it, but it is. And-- we have- we have spent a tremendous amount of money on our military. And we
did the right thing because we had to rebuild our military. It was totally-- it
was in very bad shape. And you can see that when the military sees me. I
fixed the vets. The vets-- the VA was in horrible shape. Now, they have
choice. And nobody could get choice. John McCain couldn't get it. Nobody
could get it. They tried for years. They couldn't get it. I got choice for the
vets so that now instead of waiting in line for many, many weeks in some-you know, in some cases they would wait for months to see a doctor. They
died from waiting in line. Now, our vets have choice where they can go out,
get a doctor, and we pay for the doctor. And it's-STEPHANOPOULOS: In prep-TRUMP: --a great thing.
STEPHANOPOULOS: In preparation for this trip, we went out and talked to
a lot of voters here in Iowa, supporters of yours. And a lot of them say they
voted for you, they're proud of you, they're going to vote for you again, most
of them. Not all of them.
TRUMP: Yeah. But we'll-STEPHANOPOULOS: But will vote for you-1RUMP: --we'll take in new ones, too-STEPHANOPOULOS: But-· but this is what I want to ask you. Here's the
concerns that some of them raise. Number one, we did hear a lot about
tariffs. That the back-- that the-- farmers are especially concerned that your
https://abcnews.go.com/Po!itics/transcript-abc-news-george-stephanopoulos-exclusive-lntervlew-pres1dent/story?id=63749144
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threats of tariffs are-- are going cost them their jobs, are going to cost them
their livelihood.

TRUMP: Just wrong. The tariffs are what is allowing us to make great trade
deals. Ifwe didn't have tariffs, I couldn't have even spoken to Mexico. You
understand that because you saw something that very few people saw. And
I wouldn't have even been able to speak to Mexico. If we didn't have tariffs
as-- it's a somewhat punitive measure. But if we didn't have tariffs, we
wouldn't be able to speak to China. And I'm taking-- out of the billions of
dollars that China's paying, I'm taking $16 billion out to give to farmers
because that's what they lost because of China. And I'm making it up. And
I'm taking it-- it all comes out of the tariffs that I'm collecting. So the tariffs-

STEPHANOPOULOS: Well. Americans are paying those tariffs.
TRUMP: No, they're not. Because China subsidizes their product in order to
keep people working. And the companies-- most of the companies, many of
the companies are moving out of China to areas that are tariff free, where
they're non-tariff. So there is no tariff. And many of them are coming back
to America. People don't understand tariffs, but I understand them. And I
also understand the power of tariffs. And because of that, the farmer is
going to be a big beneficiary in the end. But we gave $16 billion to the
farmers. And all of that money came out of tariffs that we got from China.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Are you going to have to impose the Chinese tariffs?
TRUMP: I don't mind doing it. I mean, it's a tremendous amount of money.
We have-- right now, we're getting 25 percent on $250 billion. And in the
end, we're going to get probably 25 percent or so. And it could be even
increased. But25 percenton$550-$585 billion. That's hundreds of billions
of dollars coming into our country. We never got 10 cents-STEPHANOPOULOS: But if it's Americans-TRUMP: --from China.
STEPHANOPOULOS: --who are paying it-TRUMP: No, it's not. George, China is subsidizing their product so that the
product stays competitive so that they can keep selling. Not that they want
to, but that's the way they're going to sell it. So if you tal.-::e a look at inflation,
inflation's hardly risen. I mean, har-- inflation is very low. That's one of the
things I have against the Fed. With a low inflation, they should have kept
interest rates where they were or just a small increase instead of raising
them so much. He made a mistal<e. The Fed made a mistake. Despite that,
we're doing phenomenally well. Despite everything I said, we're doing
phenomenally well.
STEPHANOPOULOS: The other thing-TRUMP: The tariffs have been very beneficial.
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STEPHANOPOULOS: The other thing we're hearing from these-- again,
these are voters who support you, still say they're proud of you. They wish
you'd cut back on the tweets.
TRUMP: You know, I have it both ways. I have a very unfair press. It's a fake
news. It's a corrupt news. I have people that are so dishonest. I mean, I had
a case of it recently with the New York Times where they're writing things
knowing it was wrong. Knowing. If! don't put it out-- I don't call it tweets. I
call it social media. IfI don't use social media, Ido not get the word out. I
have some people that do say that, but I have far more that say-- just today
in the-- in the speech I had a woman, "Please don't stop t.vveeting. Please.
That's the only way you're getting the message out." I have so many people
that would go-- that would be very unhappy if I ever stopped. And it's not
tweet. It's social media. I put it out, and then it goes onto your platform. It
goes onto ABC. It goes onto the networks. It goes onto all over cable. It's an
incredible-STEPHANOPOULOS: So for you, it's just-TRUMP: --way of communicating.
STEPHANOPOULOS: --a tool you're never going to give up?
1RUI\11.P: Well, it's-- it-- how can I communicate like that? I put one out this
morning. And as soon as I pressed the button, they said, "We have brealdng
news." Every network, every station. "We have brealdng news." They read
my tweet. Why is that bad? And when I'm treated badly by the press-- and
nobody's ever been treated badly like me. When I'rn treated so badly-STEPHANOPOULOS: You know that every president says that.
1RUMP: 1-- I disagree. Look, it's been acknowledged. Although they do say
Abraham Lincoln was treated really badly. I must say that's the one. If you
can believe it, Abraham Lincoln was treated supposedly very badly. But
nobody's been treated badly like me. And this way I can fight the dishonest
media, the corrupt media, the fake news.
STEPHANOPOULOS: And could do--what they're talking about though is
you calling people names. It's demeaning-1RUMP: Well, you know what? I'll bet they do like it. They may tell you that,
but I'll bet they like it, you know? We've gotten great poll numbers recently.
Tremendous poll numbers. And a lot of people don't want to talk about it,
but they're all Trump voters. They're going to be Trump voters. And that
happened in the elections. I mean, one of the things that just happened
recently in our election in 2016-- and, by the way, even in the 2018 for
Senate, people didn't want to talk about it. They just voted. They voted for
Trump people. Now, I campaigned for senators because, you know, you-STEPHANOPOULOS: And you got hit hard in the House.
1RUMP: Well, I didn't campaign for the House. Remember this also. I
wanted to say, "I'm running. I'm running. I'm running." But I wasn't
running. There's a big difference when I run and when I just say, "Hey, I
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hope you vote for somebody." But look at Senate. We had 51. They thought
they were going to take over the Senate, and we took it from 51 to 53. And
we have some incredible new senators right now-STEPHANOPOULOS: I did see-TRUMP: --in the Senate. And we didn't get credit for that.
STEPHANOPOULOS: I did see a positive-TRUMP: We never got credit for that.
STEPHANOPOULOS: --poll number for you today. Quinnipiac Poll showed
your approval rating was up 42 (inaudible).
TRUMP: 42 percent?

STEPHANOPOULOS: And-- and before you fight me over the number, let

meask-TRUMP: No, no. But let me just tell you that Rasmussen just came out
today. I'mat50 percent.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Yeah, that-- that-- Rasmussen has been-TRUMP: And b-- franl<ly-STEPHANOPOULOS: --consistently higher for you. That's-- that's true-TRUMP: But Rasmussen-- well, I don't know c-- Quinnipiac has never been
accurate for me. Rasmussen was them-- one of the most accurate polls.
There were three of them to be exact. One of the three was Rasmussen for
the election itself. They called it almost perfectly. Rasmussen today was at
50 percent. And they also say that new people that (inaudible) involved and
stay involved in polls, those people are voting for (inaudible).
STEPHANOPOULOS: Here's the thing. Everyone looks at it (inaudible) got
to go beyond (inaudible) House races in-(OVhR'/i\LK)

STEPHANOPOULOS: How do you do it?
TRUMP: We're having the same conversation (inaudible) announced that I
was running (inaudible). And guess what?
(OVhR'/>1/,K)

TRUMP: No, I'm just telling you I'm going to do it the same way I did it the
first time. A lot of people don't talk. Even the day of the election, they came
out with the exit poll. And everyone sald, "Oh, Trump's going to be
((inaudible)." (inaudible) He's a very talented political (inaudible). He sald,
"You're going to win big tonight. You're going to get maybe three out of six
in the college." He said, "You're winning Florida You're winning North
Carolina. We think you're going to win Pennsylvania. You're winning South
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Carolina tremendously. You're winning Ohio. We think we're going win-Wisconsin and Michigan." And you know what it was? They walk out and
they say, "We don't want to talk to you." They say, "Who are you voting for?"
"We don't want to talk to you." Almost everyone who said that voted for
Trump. They didn't understand it.
STEPHANOPOULOS: I know you have to go. What's your pitch to the swing
voter on the fence?

1RUMP: Safety, security, great economy. And, you know, for women-- as
you know, I did very well with women last time. I was hearing I wouldn't
have. I'd say. "Why? Why? Explain." I did very well with women-STEPHANOPOULOS: But you didn't win women.
1RUMP: Well, I got 52 percent. And I will tell you-- in my opinion I might
have won women. 1-- I think that-- hey, Hillary Clinton focused on women,
and I did phenomenally well. l\fany, many, many points above what they
thought. Frankly, I think we're going to do tremendously now with African
Americans, with Asians, with Hispanics because they have the lowest
unemployment numbers they've ever had in the history of the country.
STEPHANOPOULOS: So that's the pitch?

TRUMP: No, I--I have no pitch. You know what I have? The economy is
phenomenal. We've rebuilt our military. We're taking care of our vets. We're
doing the best job that anybody's done probably as a first-term president. I
think I've done more than any other first-term president ever. I have a
phony witch hunt, which is just a phony pile of stuff. Mueller comes out.
There's no collusion. And essentially a ruling that no obstruction. And they
(inaudible).
(OVIiR7M,K)

1RUMP: They found no collusion. And they didn't find anything having to
do with obstruction because they made the ruling based on his comments
and (inaudible).
(STEPJiliNOPOUI.OS: (i1wudible)

TRUMP: Are you trying to say now that there was collusion even though he
said there was no collusion?
STEPHANOPOULOS: He didn't say that.

TRUMP: He said no collusion.
STEPHANOPOULOS: He said (inaudible)-(OVHRlMK)

TRUMP: George, the report said no collusion.
STEPHANOPOULOS: (inaudible)
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TRUMP: Yes, I did.
(OVHR7:1J,K)

TRUMP: You should read it, too, George.
THE WALK TO AND IN THE OVAL OFFICE:
STEPHANOPOULOS: Good morning, Mr. President.
TRUMP: George.
STEPHANOPOULOS: How are you? Have a good night?
TRUMP: Very good night. Had a good day and a good night.
STEPHANOPOULOS: How much sleep?
TRUMP: Probably I average four or five hours or something like that. I
actually got back last night - you were with us - it was very interesting. I

came home and worked a little bit and then-STEPHANOPOULOS: Are you a big breakfast guy?
TRUMP: Uh I'm not a breakfast guy at all, fortunately. I like the lunches but
the dinners is what I really like. And I think you're going to be staying

around for this. This is-STEPHANOPOULOS: Yeah, looking forward to this.
TRUMP: This is going to be something today.
STEPHANOPOULOS: You know. this colonnade. I remember I was with
President Obama. in one of his final days in office, he said in some ways this
was his favorite part of the White House, where he really made some of his
big decisions, what does it mean for you?
TRUMP: It's an incredible part of the White House, it is and you see it all of
your life and you know you see president's walking back and forth with
others. This is an incredible place. And you have a ramp over there, and the
ramp you can see was put in and it actually doesn't qualify under. .. because
it's supposed to be more gradual-STEPHANOPOULOS: For ADA?
TRUMP: But that was put in for FDR. He didn't want anybody lifting him
with the wheelchair. So you have ramps throughout certain areas of the
White House. But, uh this one over here was, uh, it's pretty tough to walk
down it, actually. I'm always a little bit careful walking down that ramp, it's
steep.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Do you feel the weight of the office when you're
walking down this colonnade?
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TRUMP: I think about the office walking down. This is a ... I - just because
you've grown up looking at this colonnade, look there are the cameras in
another hour from now we have a ceremony on Poland. But you'll see
hundreds of cameras out there and this is what they're looking at. See you
grow up looking at it and you say "wow, I'm now a part of it." It's a very
special house. The whole White House is a special place.
STEPHANOPOULOS: It's a long way from corning down that escalator, four
years ago.
TRUMP, It is, it's a long way. It's been actually a lot fun. Highly competitive.
the world is highly competitive, but I think we're doing a great job. I don't
think anybody has done more in two and a half years than what I've done
with regulation, with taxes, with ... actually believe it or not with world
events. We get along with a lot of countries that people don't understand
but they respect us again.
STEPHANOPOULOS, What's the most fun part of the job?
DONALD TRUMP: I think just the accomplishment of doing a lot of good
things for a lot people. We're~
STEPHANOPOULOS, Hardest part?
TRUMP: We're handling the vets, you lmow, we have choice, you've seen
that and so many others things we've been able to do for the vets. The
hardest is usually the Congress, I find Congress more difficult than frankly
than many of the foreign leaders.
STEPHANOPOULOS, Why is that?
TRUMP: Because they have their own views, you never know exactly but
they have their own views and-STEPHANOPOULOS, But that's democracy, isn't it?
TRUMP, Yeah, I guess it is, but. .. And I... so many things like the border, the
border should be done, George. The border... The Democrats should come
in and 15 minutes to an hour we can have it all solved. It's so simple.
STEPHANOPOULOS, But that would mean you'd have to give some stuff as
well.
TRUMP, Well, but it's not even giving sniff. The things that we're talldng
about you shouldn't have to give. It's so-- there are three and four loopholes
you solve those loopholes you no longer have a problem at the border. They
should want to do it. But they don't want to do it because of political
reasons.
STEPHANOPOULOS, Is that your big-TRUMP: That's why if we can take over the House, we will have things done
like never before.
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STEPHANOPOULOS, ls that your biggest unfinished piece of business? I
remember we spoke on that first day in June of 2015 you were talking about
the border, you were talking about the wall, more people crossing the
border than ever before right now.
TRUMP: Well, that's because the economy is so good, they try to come into
our country. We have many more people wanting to come in and they come
for economic reasons, they not coming for asylum... asylum is a way-STEPHANOPOULOS, Many are facing violence
TRUMP, Really, they're coming though ... most of them for economic

reasons, and the country is doing better economically than ever before and
everybody wants to crack in. I think we've done a great job on the border.
We're apprehending more people than ever before under our new Mexico
plan. That's going to help a lot because, you know, you're going to see the
numbers go way down. But really we should be able to do it much easier
than that. If the Democrats sat down for fifteen minutes we could work it
out.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Last time we here, I guess you were sitting, what, in
this? Was it in that office what with Nancy Pelosi and Chuck Schumer on
the infrastructure? What happened there?
TRUMP, Ah, very basic, I very calmly said "Listen, I just heard you talking
about something that's not the appropriate thing for you to be talking about
and then we had a meeting afterwards so let's just talze a pass." It was a very
simple statement, given very calmly. I then came out and made a press
conference ...
STEPHANOPOULOS, I remember.
TRUMP, --on something unrelated. Totally unrelated, but, uh, wasn't a big
deal. Then they walk out and say "he was stomping and romping and
slamming the table ..." These people are not honest people.
STEPHANOPOULOS, We're about to walk into the Oval Office, where do you
malze your biggest decisions? Is it in there? Is it upstairs? Is it in your study?
TRUMP: I really - all over. It's in the plane sometimes going to a country. It's
in the strangest places. But uh, the Oval Office.
STEPHANOPOULOS, It just hits you?
TRUMP, Ok, the Oval Office is such a special place. I have the biggest people
- yesterday I had some of the biggest business people in the world in my
office and they have beautiful offices perhaps more beautiful than the Oval
Office, although to me there is nothing more beautiful because of what it
represents. But they walk into the Oval Office for the first time and they just
- they just want to look around. It's a special place.
STEPHANOPOULOS, Show us around ... Famous desk.
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TRUMP: So, that's a very famous desk. It's the resolute desk and that was
Ronald Reagan, that was-STEPHANOPOULOS: JFK.
TRUMP: JFK, and there's a very famous picture of John-John right here.
STEPHANOPOULOS: President Clinton nsed that as well.
TRUMP: President Clinton used it, a number of great presidents used it and
frankly I had my choice -- you have your choice of seven desks. They have
seven desks and that was the one that immediately -- that was the one that I
liked.
STEPHANOPOULOS: How do you -- I mean, do they give you a catalog?
TRUMP: They acrually do. They give you pictures of desks. They give you
pictures of carpet. This is the Ronald Reagan carpet. They give you pictures
of the drapes. You see the drapes? They say - I think we have 12 sets of
drapes we can use and I chose those drapes. But, uh... It's really
something...
STEPHANOPOULOS: What's the biggest personal touch you've put on the
office?
TRUMP: I put a lot of them. The flags. You didn't have flags to any great
degree. You had an American flag, but for the most part you didn't have
flags. Uh, it's quite a bit different than President Obama. Uh he had some
fairly modern paintings, a couple. We didn't want that. We brought it back
to Lincoln, Andrew Jackson, Benjamin Franklin, Thomas Jefferson,
Hamilton, George Washington, very famous picture of George Washington
and I like that.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Do you actually do -- do you actually do work in here?
Or is it all for meetings?
TRUMP: I do work in here, I have most of the meetings in here. People like
to be in the room. It's very comfortable, and back there I have a tremendous
amount of work. In fact, you'd see it's a much different uh, effect. You can't
have - every time we have pictures everyone wants a picture, you don't
want to take all things off your desk so I have a desk back here that I
actually use much more.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Do you find you can use the power of this setting to
get your way? You're talking to those CEOs coming in here ...
TRUMP: I don't think about it. I don't really uh, you know, I don't focus on
that, but I think probably it's true. If somebody is sitting here and you're in
the Oval Office for the first time which most people aren't, it amazes me, I
go into a meeting and we'll have twenty five really big executives. I said
how many, and they've been here for a long time, how many seen the Oval
Office, nobody raises their hands and I say you've never been in? And the
heads of royal companies and car companies and other presidents did not
make the oval Office easily available and I do. I - You know when I have
https://abcnews.go.com/Po!itics/transcript-abc-news-george-stephanopoulos-exclusive-interview-presldent/story?id=63749144

AB

39-405

13136

01/18/2020

53
11112020

Transcript: ABC News' George Stephanopoulos' exclusive interview with President Trump - ABC News

heads of corporations, and by the way people that are not doing so well
also, people that are having problems with life, I bring them in also. So I
make it, you know, it's really a very inspiring place.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Tell us about the first time you sat down at that desk
as president, I imagine is that where you read the letter from President
Obama?
TRUMP: I did. I read the letter there, I don't know if you ever seen the letter.
Have you ever seen the letter?
STEPHANOPOULOS: I can't remember actually.
TRUMP; He actually wrote a very beautiful letter, and uh, it's uh, it's very
interesting what's happened it's very interesting, but he wrote me a letter
which is a custom and he put it right in the drawer, the center drawer and I
opened it and I saw the letter I read it and I thought it was very nice and I
have it. Uh, right there that's more judges I'm signing, we've signed a 107
judges since I'm in, and I'll get a 145 plus two supreme court judges which
we already have and the numbers should be quite a bit higher than that.
Ultimately, the judges will go, I inherited almost 145 judges, which is
shocking. But they couldn't get them through or something happened at
the last two or three years of the Obama administration where he was not
getting judges. I'm not talking about Supreme Court judges, which
happened also with Merrick Garland. I'm talking about regular judges and
court of appeal judges, federal judges. but I had 145, that's a shocking
number.
STEPHANOPOULOS: You think that-TRUMP: So, that's going to be a big percentage of the judiciary. And there
are those that say, because of that this will be a big part of the ...
STEPHANOPOULOS: Well that's what I was going to ask you, you also have
two Supreme Court justices do you think that could be your most lasting
impact?
TRUMP: Well it could, I mean people have said thaL I don't think of it that
way. Because we've given the biggest tax cut in history, we have Al\-rwR, we
have, uh, the biggest regulation cut by far.
STEPHANOPOULOS: The tax cut come and go, judges mal,e decisions for
generations...
TRUMP: They do and they do and regulation cuts come and go, but the
reason the economy is so good and the reason that so many people are
pouring up through Mexico and wanting to come into our country,
including people from Mexico is because economy is so powerful. It's so
good. So, that's all important, but there are those that say the thing I've
done best is judges, and we'll see.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Before you got here, you-TRUMP: Considerably a big -- it's certainly a big number.
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STEPHANOPOULOS: --already sent out three tweets this morning. I'm
usually at my desk betw"een 6:30 and 7 when they start to come in, and it
seems like you're very conscious of kind of -you're going to set the news for
the day before all ofus do.
TRU,\iP: No, I don't think of it that way. It obviously didn't work because I
watched your show this morning. I watched Good Morning America and
they had something about the polling, and it's really suppression polling.
It's fake polling, but in that case it was just made up polling, and I had--

STEPHANOPOULOS: Made up?
1RUMP: I had the same thing and-- made up, I mean, they give you phony
numbers, they give you numbers, they said that they have access to
numbers, which I don't believe they have access to. But-but I went through
it in 2016, I was going to be tied in Texas, it was going to be very close, I won
by a lot. I was going to be tied Utah, I won by a lot now I was going to lose
Pennsylvania, I won it. I was going to lose North Carolina, I won it. I mean it
was all phony polling. It's actually phony polling and I believe it's
suppression. They suppress, they want to suppress the minds of people so
they don't bother going out and voting.
STEPHANOPOULOS: But you think there's a real conspiracy?
1RUMP: No, I just think it's just a bad group of people, and it shouldn't be
allowed, but that's no different than the fal<e news and the fake news is at a
level that it's never been at before.
STEPHANOPOULOS: You and I, we know we disagree about that, but we
have a whole day ahead to go on this. Before we go, one of the things you
have as president is access to all the information all the mysteries out there
I was just struck in the last couple weeks, we're reading more and more
reports of navy pilots seeing lots and lots of UFOs. Have you been briefed
on that?
1RUMP: Yeah, I have-- I have.
STEPHANOPOULOS: What do you make of it?
1RUMP: I think it's probably, uh, I want them to think whatever they think,
they do say, I mean, I've seen and I've read and I've heard, and I did have
one very brief meeting on it. But people are saying they're seeingUFO's, do
I believe it? Not particularly.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Do you think you'd know if there were evidence of
extraterrestrials?
1RUMP: Well, I think my great pilots-- our great pilots would know. And
some of them really see things that are a little bit different than in the past,
so we're going to see, but we'll watch it. You'll be the first to know.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Mr. President, thank you. Have a good day.
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TRUMP: Thank you, George.... Different things. Judges get things like this
too, these are also other positions .... United States-STEPHANOPOULOS: I still have mine framed somewhere

1RUMP: These are ambassadors. That's really something, isn't it? Secretary
of the Interior. This is, uh, let's see, United States district judge of the
Eastern District of .Missouri. Great state, Missouri.
STEPHANOPOULOS: You won that pretty well.
TRUMP: I won it well. I won it well. This is...United States District Judge,
Western District of North Carolina, great state. But you see, all the judges
and many of these President Obama just, something happened, he didn't...
STEPHANOPOULOS: He ran into Mitch McConnell, didn't he?
TRUMP: I don't know, I mean, perhaps. But I ended up with 145 judges,
nobody has ever had anything like that happen.
STEPHANOPOULOS: The difference a Senate can make.
1RUMP: It's a tremendous difference. United States District Court; Utah.
Another great one, right? Utah.
STEPHANOPOULOS: You know, this just made me think of something.
Several of even your Republican senators when you came in where kind of
skeptical of you. And now it seems like they are 100 percent in line, what
happened?
1RUMP: I have a great relationship-- hey, they found out I am very smart
and I know what I'm doing. You know, they didn't know I was never a
politician before. I had, what, 15 debates and we won every debate.
According to every poll, I mean I can only tell you by the polls. But every
poll, they had many polls, doing many debates, I never lost one poll I think
they've gained a certain respect.
STEPHANOPOULOS: And respect for your base.
TRUMP: And they respect my base. I respect my base. I think I have the
greatest base in the history of politics because they are not believers in false
things. Now, I have to explain it and that's one of the great things about
social media. If you do a bad story, I can explain it away. For instance, on
Good Morning America today they had that phony polling information. I
explained to you last night that it was phony, but you didn't do anything
about it. You should have, but it was late in the evening and perhaps you
didn't get a chance.
STEPHANOPOULOS: I didn't see the piece this morning. I've listened to,
I've studied those polls, I've heard the explanations-1RUMP: Ultimately, it doesn't matter.
STEPHANOPOULOS: But, why does it bother you so much?
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TRUMP: Because, it's untrue. I like the truth. I'm actually a very honest guy.
]fl thought they were correct, I wouldn't be complaining at alL I
understand that. It's like the witch hunt that goes on. No collusion with
Russia, there was no collusion. And what bothers me-~
STEPHANOPOULOS: As you know, that's not what-TRUMP: You know, can I, it's what it says--

STEPHANOPOULOS: That's not what Robert Mueller found.
TRUMP: That's what it says. It said no collusion. You know what, nobody
even brings Russia up anymore. They talk about phase two but it's a total
phony deal. If it weren't, if! colluded with Russia, it wouldn't bother me
nearly as much. What bothers me, is when you did nothing wrong and they
have a phony witch hunt. That bothers me. And Mueller, who hates Trump,
he is a never Trumper and then he puts-STEPHANOPOULOS: What evidence do you have that he hates you?
TRUMP: George, I know he hates me. And then he puts 18 people on who
are Democrats.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Not all Democrats.
TRUMP: Well, they are very close. And they were contributors to Hillary
and some of them even worked for Hillary Clinton.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Robert Mueller is a Republican.
TRUMP: And Weissmann was a bad guy. And they put all these people on.
So I am being judged by 18 people that truly dislike Donald Trump. I mean
in many cases hate. Weissmann was at Hillary Clinton's, it was supposed to
be a party, it turned out to be a wake. It turned out to be a funeral. But,
Weissmann was there.
STEPHANOPOULOS: You called Robert Mueller honorable, why the switch?
1RUi\1P: I'm not switching or anything. I would hope he is honorable. But
you know what, he gave us no collusion and that was a very big thing.
STEPHANOPOULOS: He did not say that.
TRUMP: And frankly, frankly, he did say that. He said there was no
collusion. George, read the report.
STEPHANOPOULOS: He said he explicitly didn't look at collusion-- I did.
He said there was insufficient evidence that said there was a conspiracy. I
read every page.
1RUMP: Excuse me, read the report, read the conclusion of the report, just
read it. Ok, I mean look you are one that said Donald Trump is not going to
win and then you smiled when I got into the race, and you laughed. You
and Maggie Haberman would laugh 'haha' that was so funny and I will give
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your deputy chairman of the DNC credit. Because he looked at the two of
you and said, sorry to tell you but Donald Trump is going to win.
STEPHANOPOULOS: And you are President of the United States today.

TRUMP: And you laughed because you thought it was ridiculous and
Maggie Haberman of the New York Times who knows nothing about me, by
the way, I rarely speak to her, she laughed and thought it was so funny. The
people that didn't thinl< it was funny were the people that voted for me.
STEPHANOPOULOS: And you are here right now. You are President of The
United States.
1RUMP: I am, I am, that's true.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Yet it seems like you just feel this need to push back
at perceived enemies.
TRUMP: No. At false stories, at fake news. Because nobody has any idea
how corrupt the media is. They are corrupt. Not all of it, fortunately. But the
media is corrupt.
STEPHANOPOULOS: You word it all by continuing to say that the media is
corrupt, that this is all fake news but when you need the media at a time of
national crisis we're not going to have the kind of unity we need.
TRUMP: I'm not worried about it, no. I'm not worried about it. We are doing
very well and we are going to be just fine. I am just saying, I know stories, so
I know what I did, what I didn't do. When I have someone writing a story
that is so opposite the facts, and a lot of the people out there now they
believe me~ the media has gone way, way down in terms of approval
numbers. I think they are lower than Congress right now. And you know
what, when they started, I think they were in the 90s, now they are in the
teens.
STEPHANOPOULOS: I'm not sure the media has ever been in the 90s, but
to keep talking about the truth and we are trying to stay on the facts as well
and you know you have been cited many times for not telling the full tmth
with Robert Mueller, he didn't look at collusion, he found 126 contacts
between your campaign and Russia, said it was not a conspiracy, that is
true.
1RUMP: Excuse me, what about Hillary Clinton? Hillary Clinton conspired
with Russia. She had somebody that came out of Russia. They got
information from Russia. Excuse me. Hillary Clinton was totally involved
with it. That's the one - if you talk about collusion with Russia take a look at
Christopher Steele, all his contacts with Russia which by the way she paid
for, and turned out to be a phony deal, which everyone is now admitting
that. No George, all I want is the truth. All I want is fairness.
STEPHANOPOULOS: But you say that for example you were pursuing a
Trump Tower in Moscow during the campaign and denying any
relationship with Russia.
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TRUMP; George, let me tell you: I didn't even do a deal in Moscow, do you
know we, I don't even think they had-STEPHANOPOULOS: You were pursuing iL
TRUMP: Excuse me, excuse me. Pursuing, what does pursuing mean? You
know because someone walks in, says, "Hey we're looking at..." Do you
know that I don't even think: they had a site? I don't even think they knew
who was going to do the deal. It was a concept of a deal, more of a concept
than anything else. It was a concept of a deal someplace in Russia, probably
in Moscow, and I was looking at places all over the world-STEPHANOPOULOS: But didn't voters have a right to know that?
TRUMP: I wouldn't mind telling them. There's nothing wrong with it-STEPHANOPOULOS: But if you-TRUMP: In fact I was, I didn't consider that pursuing a deal when you don't
even have a site. Do you know how many people, how many things I look
at? You didn't even have a site in Moscow, they didn't know what they were
doing in Moscow, there was virtually no work done on it by me certainly, by
me. By the way, by my son, by Don. And, I'm looking at things all over the
world. When you will see my financial statement, at some point I assume
it's going to be released, you'll be very impressed by the job I've done.
Much, much bigger, much, much better than anybody-STEPHANOPOULOS: Which financial statement?
TRUMP: Uhh, they're after my financial statemenL Now, they should be
after everyone else's financial statement but, uhh, they are after, the
Senate, they'd like to get my financial statement. At some point, I hope they
get it-STEPHANOPOULOS: You going to turn it over?
TRUMP: No, at some point, I might, but at some point I hope they get it
because it's a financ--, it's a fantastic financial statement. It's a fantastic
financial statement. And let's do that over, he's coughing in the middle of
my answer.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Yeah. Okay.
TRUMP: I don't like that, you know, I don't like that.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Your chief of staff.
1RUMP: If you're going to cough, please leave the room. You just can't, you
just can't cough. Boy oh boy. Okay, do you want to do that a little differently
thanuhh-STEPHANOPOULOS: Yep, thank you.
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TRUMP: So at some point--so at some point, I look forward to, frankly, I'd
like to have people see my financial statement because it's phenomenal-STEPHANOPOULOS: It's up to you-TRUMP: No, ifs not up to me. It's up to lawyers, it's up to everything else.
But they're asking for things that they should never be asking for, that
they've never asked another president for. They want to go through every
deal that they've ever done, they've--what they're doing is a disgrace.
STEPHANOPOULOS: You know other presidents have turned over their tax
returns.
1RUMP: They're trying to do: step, step, step. They want to keep it going as
long as possible to try to demean and hurt as much as possible so they can
possibly win the presidential election. They're not going to win the
presidential election. Nobody's done, in two and a half years, the job I've
done as president. The economy is one of the best in the history of our
country. Taxes are lower than they've been, almost ever, almost ever,
certainly in the last fifty years. We've done a job with the vets. We've done a
job with just about everything, even Obamacare, it was almost terminated,
except for one vote by John McCain, but it was almost terminated. If it
would've been terminated, we would have great-STEPHANOPOULOS: Most of (inaudible) wanted (inaudible) to be
terminated-TRUI\11P: No, people hate Obamacare. It's too expensive, it's not good, but if
we win the House, we win the Senate, we win the presidency. You're going
have the greatest healthcare that anybody's ever had.
STEPHANOPOULOS: And you said, yesterday you told me, you're going
have a plan, in what, the next couple of weeks?
TRUMP: I'm going have a plan over the next month-STEPHANOPOULOS: Month-1RUMP: --for healthcare. And it's going be a great plan. Now, that's all
subject because the Democrats won't vote for it. It's not their kind of a
thing, because it's too good, but we're going have a great healthcare plan,
but we have to win the House, we have to win the Senate, we have to win
the presidency.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Mr. President, thank you.
1RUMP: Thank you very much. Do you agree with the cough? I hate to have
a cough in the middle of a (inaudible) .... No, but don't you agree with that?
Some (inaudible) .. .look, here's another judge. Here's a, uh, an intelligence
advisor board. It's pretty amazing. (inaudible) three or four judges pretty
much every other day.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Pretty satisfying part of the job?
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TRUMP: I love it. And these are great people. Uh, we're going --we're very
careful in judges. We're, umm, getting phenomenal--in fact, we have very
good marks on the judges we've appointed. And they're not judges you
might like, but they're judges that a lot of folks that like me, they like them
alot-STEPHANOPOULOS: You're a fighter. You, you, it feels like you're in a
constant kind of churn-TRUMP: Yeah, uh, my life has always been a fight. And I enjoy that I guess, I
don't know if I enjoy it or not, I gue--sometimes I have false fights like the
Russian witch hunt. That's a false fight. That's a made-up, uh, hoax. And I
had to fight that-STEPHANOPOULOS: The first line of his report says they had a systematic
attempt at interfere in (inaudible) relations.
TRUMP: They did, but not me. And they also said, okay, that we rebuffed
them. Okay?
STEPHANOPOULOS: Well they said you're (inaudible).

TRUMP: That the Trump campaign. Excuse me. The campaign, the Trump
campaign rebuffed them. We had nothing to do with Rnssia. Hillary Clinton
had much more to do with Russia than anything having to do without
campaign. It said very specifically that not only that we didn't have to do,
but we rebuffed them. Now anything having to do with Russia had nothing
to do with our campaign.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Well, Paul Manafort-1RHMP: Paul Manafort, they have Paul Manafort on taxes and many other
things. Nothing to do with our campaign.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Giving polling information to the Russians-TRUMP: I don't know anything about that. What difference does polling
information make? It doesn't matter. He was maybe trying to do something
for an account or something. Who knows? But they said specifically that
there was nothing to do, and we in fact rebuffed them-STEPHANOPOULOS: They said there were hundreds (inaudible)-TRUMP: It's a phony-STEPHANOPOULOS: --what they said is that-1RUMP: They also said that there were bloggers in Moscow and they said
specifically about the bloggers in Moscow, had nothing to do with Trump,
had nothing to do with the--and there were like 32 or 36 bloggers. We have
nothing to do with bloggers in Mo--in Moscow. I'll tell you, you talk about
collusion, take a look at the collusion with the Democrat party and
Facebook and Google and Twitter. That's called collusion, that's called real
collusion. Not where somebody buys some ads and the other thing, having
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to do with Russia. They were al.so helping the Clinton campaign, you know

that. It wasn't just Trump. And Putin, I will say this: if he had it, it was up to
him. He would much rather have Hillary Clinton be president right now.
And all of these countries would rather have Eiden or anybody else but
Trump.
STEPHANOPOULOS: He said he was trying to help elect you. He said that
explicitly.
1RUMP: Well he might've said that after I won, because it's a smart thing to
say.Okay?
STEPHANOPOULOS: And Mueller says that he's trying to do that-1RUMP: Mueller said that we rebuffed Russia, that we pushed them away,
that we weren't interested. Read the report.
STEPHANOPOULOS: I have read the report. On that though your son Don
Jr. is up before the Senate Intelligence Committee today, and again, he was
not charged with anything. In retrospect though-TRUMP: I mean not only wasn't he charged, if you read it, with all of the
horrible fake news, I mean, I was reading that my son was going to go to jail.
This is a good young man. That he was going to go to jail and all of these
horrible stories. And then the report comes out and they didn't even say,
they-they--hardly talked about him.
STEPHANOPOULOS: (inaudible) going to the FBI when he got that email.

TRUMP: Okay, let's put yourself in a position: you're a congressman,
somebody comes up and says, "Hey I have information on your opponent."
Do you call the FBI?
STEPHANOPOULOS: (inaudible) if it's coming from Russia you do.
1RUMP: I'll tell you what: I've seen a lot of things over my life. I don't think
in my whole life I've ever called the FBI. In my wbole life. You don't call the
FBI. You throw somebody out of your office, you do whatever you-STEPHANOPOULOS: Al Gore got a stolen briefing book. He cailed the FBI.
1RUMP: Well, that's different. A stolen briefing book. This isn't a
(inaudible). This is somebody who said "We have information on your
opponent." Oh, let me call the FBI. Give me a breal<, life doesn't work that
way.
STEPHANOPOULOS: The FBI Director says that's what should happen.

TRUMP: The FBI Director is wrong. Because, frankly, it doesn't happen like
that in life. Now, maybe it will start happening. Maybe today you think
differently, but two or three years ago, if somebody comes into your office
with oppo research--they call it oppo research--with information that might
be good or bad or something, but good for you, bad for your opponent, you
don't call the FBI. I would guarantee you that 90 percent, could be 100
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percent of the congressmen or the senators over there, have had meetings,
if they didn't they probably wouldn't be elected, on negative information
about their opponent--

STEPHANOPOULOS: From foreign countries?
1RUMP: They don't pro--possibly, Possibly, But they don't call the FBL You
don't call the FBI every time some--you hear something that maybe--. Now,
you see the people. The meeting, it also sounds to me, I don't know
anything about that meeting, but it sounds to me like it was a big nothing.
That meeting was a big nothing. But I heard about my son, who is a great
young man, going to jail over a meeting where somebody said I have
information on Hillary Clinton. She's the one who should be in jail. She
deleted 33-STEPHANOPOULOS: She should be in jail?
1RUMP: She deleted 33,000 emails from, sent by the United States
Congress. They gave a subpoena to Hillary Clinton for 33,000 emails. After
the subpoena was gotten, she deleted them. That's called obstruction. And
her lawyer should also be looked at because her lawyer, she's got to have the
greatest lawyer on earth because she does that, he did the deleting
supposedly, not only did they delete, but they acid washed them,
STEPHANOPOULOS: That, that's been investigated,
1RUMP: Now that's called the--no, no, No, no, It's being investigated I
assume now.
STEPHANOPOULOS: It's been investigated,
TRUMP: I don't know, I stay uninvolved. I stay totally uninvolved--

STEPHANOPOULOS: You haven't asked (inaudible) to tal<e a look into-TRUMP: --and I don't talk to, I don't talk to. We have a great attorney
general now, I don't talk to my attorney general about that, but I'll tell you
what: when you send 33,,,They requested 33,000 emails, She got the
request, They deleted every one of them, Okay? If you did that, you
would've been put in jail--

STEPHANOPOULOS: Your campaign this time around, if foreigners, if
Russia, if China, if someone else offers you information on opponents,
should they accept it or should they call the FBI?
1RUMP: I think maybe you do both, I think you might want to listen, I
don't, there's nothing wrong with listening. If somebody called from a
country, Norway, "We have information on your opponent." Oh, I think I'd
want to hear it.
STEPHANOPOULOS: You want that kind of interference in our elections?
TRUMP: It's not an interference, they have information. I think I'd take it. If
I thought there was something wrong, I'd go maybe to the FBL If! thought
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there was something wrong. But when somebody comes up with oppo
research, right, that they come up with oppo research. Oh, let's call the FBI.
The FBI doesn't have enough agents to take care of it, but you go and talk
honestly to congressmen, they all do it, they always have. And that's the
way it is. It's called oppo research.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Surprising. Thank you.
TRUMP: Thank you. Okay. Fine.
ONE-ON-ONE SIT-DOWN IN THE ROSE GARDEN:

STEPHANOPOULOS: So I was listening to you introduce the first lady in

there. And it made me think of this: How is Barron doing?
TRUMP: Barron's doing fantastically. He's here. He likes soccer. He's doing
a great job.

STEPHANOPOULOS: He likes the White House?

'IRUMP: He likes the White House. Likes it.
(OVTiRD\LK)

TRUMP: --it. it's not too tough.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Not too shabby. We-- we've spoken on a lot of the big

moments over the last few years-'IRUMP: George, are we on now?
STEPHANOPOULOS: Yeah. we're on.
TRU1'1P: Oh, okay.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Yeah. One year ago today. we were in Singapore right
after your meeting with Kim Jong Un. And you told me that you trust him.

And you also put out that tweet. "There's no longer a nuclear threat from
North Korea." But they-- there is a nuclear threat today, isn't there-1RUMP: Well, it could change. I would say not much. There's been no
testing, no anything. But it could-STEPHANOPOULOS: But they have stockpiles.
TRUMP: --change, George. It could change. And when it changes, I'll let you
know. But right now-- I will actually show you the letter. But-- I'd show it to

you a little bit off the record. But it was-- a very nice letter. But I've received
many very nice letters. And he's a very tough guy. He's a very smart person.
He doesn't treat a lot of people very well, but he's been treating me well.
Now, at some point that may change. And then I'll have to change, too. But
right now, we have a very good, you know, relationship. We have a really
very strong relationship-STEPHANOPOULOS: So you still trust him?
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1RUMP: Well, look, 1-- I don't-- I-- first of all, if! didn't, I couldn't tell you
that. It would be very insulting to him. But the answer is, yeah, I believe
that he would like to do something. I believe he respects me. It doesn't
mean it's going to get done. This has been going on for many, many decades
with the family. But I get along with him really well, I think I understand
him, and I thinlc he understands me. And there's never been a relationship

with him or his family. And that was at his choice and their choice. They
never wanted to have a relationship with us.
STEPHANOPOULOS: But there have been these cycles, as you know, with
the family, with North Korea-- with President Clinton, with President
George W. Bush.
{OVERTi\IK)

1RUMP: And everybody gave him a lot. President Clinton gave him billions
and billions of dollars and got nothing. I've given nothing. Now-STEPHANOPOULOS: But do you worry that he-TRUMP: --at some point-STEPHANOPOULOS: --could be playing you, too?
TRUMP: Well, look, I put on sanctions. The sanctions are on. We've gotten
our hostages back. We've gotten-- the remains. And they continue to come
back, the remains of our-- our great heroes from the past-STEPHANOPOULOS: Did they try to mal,e you pay for Otto Warmbier?
TRUMP: He--w-- when you say "me," not me-STEPHANOPOULOS: The United States.
TRUMP: Because I didn't know him at that time. That was a very different
deal. But here's the bottom line. I ended it. We didn't pay. We never paid.
What he did with other people in the State Department, that's irrelevant.
And it might not be him. It might be his people. But we never paid for Otto.
And I have great respect for Otto's parents. And what happened to Otto is
horrible, horrible. But we never paid for Otto. And I will tell you I ended it.
But that was before I knew him. I didn't know him at all. That was a long
time ago now it seems. But a lot of things have happened. And there's been
no nuclear testing. There's been essentially no testing whatsoever except
for very short range. And that's something that a lot of nations test frankly,
what he tested. I think we've made tremendous progress. Now, I will let you
know if it goes the other way. And it can, and it can happen instantly. But
we've done a very good job. George, prior to my getting here, nuclear testing
all over the place. Moving mountains. I mean, moving-- this was serious
nuclear stuff. There's nothing like that. You don't even hear about anything.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Do you think he's still building nuclear weapons?
1RUMP: I don't know. I hope not_ He promised me he wouldn't be. He
promised we-- me he wouldn't be testing. I think he'd like to meet again.
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And I think he likes me a lot. And I think-- you know, I think that we have a
chance to do something.
/OVhR7,UK)

TRUMP: I'll tell you what he likes. He's a very smart person. And that
country has-- almost of any undeveloped country anywhere in the world,
that country has the chance to be economically a behemoth. And he can-STEPHANOPOULOS: Ifhe released-- ifhe stopped-TRUMP: --lead it. And he can lead it-STEPHANOPOULOS: --imprisoning his own people and starving his own
people.

TRUMP: I'm not talking about that. I'm talking about from an economic
standpoint. He's between China, Russia, and speak It's all in the oceans.
It's phenomenal. It's-- it's a phenomenal location. That country can be so
rich. And he knows that. And I think he really wants to do that. And the
only way he's going to do it is it's going to do it-- has to do it in a nonnuclear way.
STEPHANOPOULOS: It appears-TRUMP: And that's what we care about.
STEPHANOPOULOS: It appears that meeting with you is dangerous for
members of his negotiating team.
TRUMP: Somebody said, "Well, I guess he's a tougher negotiator maybe
than we thought." The fact is that I don't know what happened with the five
people. One person I think (SIREN) that we spotted. You know, the-- the
lead. And he certainly seemed to be healthy. I have no idea whether or not
anything happened to anybody else. You know, you hear all sorts of stories,
but I don't know that-STEPHANOPOULOS: What-1RUMP: --they're true. And you would never know and probably wouldn't
be able to find out very easily.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Not easy. It's a closed society. One final question on
that. You had that question yesterday about--Kim Jong Un's half-brother
and who may have been a CIA asset before your time. You said it wouldn't
happen on your auspices. Explain what you meant by that.
TRUMP: Well, they say he worked for the CIA. And I think franldy that we're
beyond that point in terms of a relationship. And I don't think it would have
to happen. I thin!< that Kim Jong Un-- and you've heard many bad things
about him, but you've heard from me different things. I think that Kim
Jong Un wants to see a very-- has a chance to do something that would be
unique. He could have almost an instantaneously wealthy behemoth. It
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STEPHANOPOULOS: So we don't have to spy on-TRUMP: --country.
STEPHANOPOULOS: --North Korea anymore?
1RUMP: Well, I-- I'm not going to say we're going to or we're not going to.

But it didn't happen during my-- with respect to his brother, it didn't
happen during my auspices, during the time that I'm here.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Lift a veil on your strategy here. You know, I listen to
you every single day. All Americans do. Especially over these last couple
days. You know, you-- "The-- the-- the press are enemy of the people. Fake
news. Joe Biden's a loser, low IQ." Yet all these warm words-TRUMP: And other people are very good. No, 1-STEPHANOPOULOS: --for Kim Jong-- no, but explain the strategy-1RU1v1P: I say nice things about you.

STEPHANOPOULOS: Why-- why-TRUMP: Maybe you're in that category.
STEPHANOPOULOS: You never know. But I-- but w-- th-- there seems to be

a dissonance there.
TRUMP: I don't think so. I say a lot of nice things about a lot of people that
are very soft and nice. And I say good things about lots of people. Look, I'm
running-- I'm in charge of a very, very special gift. It's this incredible
country. I'm dealing with people. Some might be nice, and some might not
be nice. But I've done a great job. You know, when I got elected, everyone
thought we were going to be at war the following day. Hasn't turned out to
be. And our country is now more respected than it's been in many, many
decades. We're more respected now than we were in many decades. I've
been rebuilding the military. Our military was totally depleted between
President Bush with the Middle East and, you know, just-- it was a terrible
decision to go into the Middle East. Terrible, terrible. I--! happen to think it
was the worst decision made in the history of our country, going into the
Middle-- it's like quicksand. And, by the way, Iraq did not knock down the
World Trade Center. It was not Iraq. It were other people. And I think I
know who the other people were. And you might also. But-- it was a terrible
decision-(OVWffALK)

1RUMP: It was a terrible decision to go into the Middle East Terrible. We're
now up to almost $8 trillion. And when we want to build a roadway, a
highway, a school, or something, everyone's always fighting over money.
It's ridiculous. So that was a bad decision. President Obama didn't spend
money on military. It wasn't his thing. He didn't want to spend. So I
inherited a very depleted military. You can't have a depleted military today.
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And we have now a military that's very close to being at a level that we
haven't had it in many, many decades.
STEPHANOPOULOS: We talked about Russia before, but we haven't talked
about Robert Mueller's evidence on obstruction of justice. The attorney
general said you didn't commit obstruction of justice. Robert Mueller said
he's not reaching a decision-- could not exonerate you. And he laid out all
that evidence. More than a thousand former federal prosecutors-TRUMP: Oh, that's-- but they're all-STEPHANOPOULOS: --have looked at-TRUMP: --politicians. Hey George. Look, I know more about prosecutors
than you'll ever know. They're politicians. I could get you 5,000 that would
also say that there's nothing. You know, I-- I saw their names. And these are
all-- many of them are Trump haters. Many of them if you look at the
names.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Many Republicans, too-TRUMP: I could get you thousands. You know how many prosecutors there
have been over the-- if you add them all up? We could get you thousands of
prosecutors. I've been treated so unfairly because I never did anything.
There was no crime. The crime was committed by the Democrats. It was
committed by your friend Hillary Clinton. The crime was committed by
them. The crime was committed by Corney and all of these people. Now,
we're going to find out. Because I guess there's an investigation. I stay away
from it, but I guess there's an investigation going on. George, I could get
you thousands of prosecutors that say this is the most unfair-- you take a
man like Alan Dershowitz, who's a very brilliant guy. He thinks this is one
of the worst things ever to happen to our country because I've been unfairly
treated. Even a question like that's unfair.
STEPHANOPOULOS: The-- the question-TRUMP: But they're taking-- they're tal<lng people and you're taking people,
and you're-- I could get you thousands of prosecutors-STEPHANOPOULOS: Mr. President, there's nothing unfair about the
question.
TRUMP: --to say whatever I want them to say-STEPHANOPOULOS: One of the-- one of those prosecutors today, Kamala
Harris, running for president-TRUMP: Oh, give me a break. She's running for president. She's doing
horribly. She's way down in the polls.
STEPHANOPOULOS: She said she would have no choice-TRUMP: And I must say Pocahontas is--
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STEPHANOPOULOS: --but to prosecute you.
1RUMP: --really-- cleaning her clock. And I heard she made that statement.
And you know what? Who wouldn't? Probably if I were running in her

position, I'd make the same statement. There was no crime. There was no
Russia collusion. There was no Russia, I'll put it in your language,
conspiracy, which is even better than collusion. You know, the word
"collusion" is a softer word than "conspiracy." If you look at what Robert
Mueller wrote-- who's no lover of Donald Trump I will tell you. Franldy, he
was conflicted. He shouldn't even be allowed to do it. No special counsel

should have ever been appointed. You know why? Because there was no
crime.
STEPHANOPOULOS: But he lay-TRUMP: They had no-- excuse me. They had no evidence of crime.
STEPHANOPOULOS: He lays out a lot of evidence, including the episode
where you ask your White House counsel, Don McGahn-- you tell him,
"Mueller has to go." You call him twice-TRUMP: Yeah. it-STEPHANOPOULOS: --and say, "Mueller has to go. Call me when it's done."
TRUMP: And there-- now, the story on that very simply, number one, I was
never going to fire Mueller. I never suggested firing Mueller. Do I think-STEPHANOPOULOS: That's not what he said.
TRUMP: Excuse-- I don't care what he says. It doesn't matter. That was to
show everyone what a good counsel he was. Now, he may have gotten
confused with the fact that I've always said, and I've said it to you, and I've
said to anybody that would listen Robert Mueller was conflicted. He was
conflicted because we had a business transaction where I wouldn't give him
back a deposit-STEPHANOPOULOS: But Mueller writes about that-TRUMP: --that he wanted. Excuse me.
STEPHANOPOULOS: He writes about that. Steve Bannon told you it was
ridiculous.

STEPHANOPOULOS: Don McGahn-(OVJ;N.T!\JX)

TRUMP: Steve Bannon is trivial. Doesn't even know about it or hardly
would kb at it. But he had a total conflict. He also happened to have a very
good friendship and relationship with Corney. So if Mueller has a
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relationship with Corney and a very close relationship, right then and there
he's conflicted.
STEPHANOPOULOS: But why would Don McGahn lie-1RUMP: But we had a business-- wait a minute-STEPHANOPOULOS: Why would he lie under oath? Why would he lie-(OVI!RTJ\LK)

1RUMP: Because he wanted to make-STEPHANOPOULOS: --Robert Mueller?
TRUMP: --hirnselflook like a good lawyer. Or-- or he believed it because I
would constantly tell anybody that would listen. including you, including
the media, that Robert Mueller was conflicted. Robert Mueller had a total
conflict of interest-STEPHANOPOULOS: And has to go?
TRUMP: I never s-- I didn't say that. !fl-- look, Article II. I would be allowed
to fire Robert Mueller. There was n-- assuming-- assuming I did all of the
things, I said I want to fire him, number one, I didn't. He wasn't fired. Okay?
Number one, very importantly. But more importantly, Article II allows me
to do whatever I want. Article II would have allowed me to fire him.
STEPHANOPOULOS: So it sounds like you-TRUMP: But I wasn't going to fire. You know why? Because I watched
Richard Nixon go around firing everybody, and that didn't work out too
well. So very simply, Article II would allow me to do it. But Don McGahn
thought he did a great favor. And maybe he even believes it. But that never
happened. And I have people that will tell you it didn't happen.

TRUMP: Because I didn't want to fire Mueller, but I thought Mueller frankly
should not have been appointed-STEPHANOPOULOS: He has documentation.
TRUMP: Let-- let me just tell you something. Robert Mueller had a conflict.
I would say it to anybody that would listen. He was totally conflicted. He
had numerous conflicts. One of them was the fact that he applied for the
job to be the FBI·· the head of the FBI. And, by the way-STEPHANOPOULOS: Steve Bannon sald he didn't. That's in the report-·
1RUMP: Steve Bannon wouldn't know. Steve Bannon has no idea. Steve
Bannon was not in the room. He was in line. I can get you two people that
work in the White House office, in the Oval Office to tell you he was
standing in line along with other people applying for the job. I was
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interviewing people. That's when we made a deal with Chris Wray. Robert
Mueller wanted the job. He wanted to go back as the FBI director. That's
perfectly fine. But I told him no. And then the next day he's appointed
special prosecutor or shortly thereafter. I think it was actually the next day.
He's appointed special counsel? That's a conflict-STEPHANOPOULOS: The report says he didn't-TRUMP: George, that's a conflict. It was in the papers-STEPHANOPOULOS: But the-- the report says he didn't-TRUMP: It was in-STEPHANOPOULOS: --apply. But let-- let's-- I want to talk-TRUMP: It was in-- George, it was in the newspapers. He came into my
office. He wanted to be FBI director again. And I said no.
STEPHANOPOULOS: The report-TRUMP: That's a conflict.
STEPHANOPOULOS: The report says that's not true. But let's talk about
this Article II thing.
(OVFN'/ALK}

TRUMP: Excuse me. Don't-- don't just, you know, shove it out like that. He
applied for a job. I said no. And the next day, he's my-- he's my person that's
going to be taking a look at me? Also, business conflict. Also, we had a
conflict with-- with Corney. He had a-- his friend is Comey. So don't tell me
about this, George.
STEPHANOPOULOS: You talkaboutArticle II. So your position is that you
can hire or fire anybody, stop or start-/0\lliliDlU()

TRUMP: That is the position of a lot of great lawyers. That's the position of
some of the most talented lavvyers. And you have to have a position like that
because you're the president. But without even bringing up Article II,
which absolutely gives you every right-STEPHANOPOULOS: So a president can't obstruct justice?
TRUMP: A president can run the country. And that's what happened,
George. I run the country, and I run it well.
STEPHANOPOULOS: When the president does it, it's not illegal?
TRUMP: I'm just saying a president under Article II-- it's very strong. Read
it. Do you have Article II? Read it.
STEPHANOPOULOS: I know what Article II says-https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/transcript-abc-news-george-stephanopoulos-exclusive-!ntervlew-presldent'story?ld=63749144
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1RUMP: Read it. No, read it.
STEPHANOPOULOS: I don't have it-1RUMP: Go ahead.
STEPHANOPOULOS: --in front of me. I-TRU!v1P: Read it for your audience.
STEPHANOPOULOS: It-- it-- it talks about executive power. But your
position-1RUMP: Okay, George.
STEPHANOPOULOS: --under--

TRUMP: You know what? Let's get onto another subject that's a very simple
subject, Article II. But besides that, Mueller had conflicts.
STEPHANOPOULOS: But if you answer these questions to me now, why not
answer them to Robert Mueller under oath?

TRUMP: Because they were looking to get us for lies or slight
misstatements. I looked at what happened to people, and it was very unfair.
Very, very unfair. Very unfair.
STEPHANOPOULOS: So you--it was the right thing not to answer the
questions?
1RUMP! Go ahead. Have a drink.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Happy to. So I'm listening to you. You're not worried
about being prosecuted once you leave office?

TRUMP: Did nothing wrong, George. Did nothing wrong. There was no
collusion. (SIREN) You don't even hear Russia mentioned anymore. Are you
guys okay? ... There was no collusion. You don't even hear Russia
mentioned anymore. Russ~ Russia's not mentioned. Now, it's all about
obstruct-- obstruction of what? They built up a phony crime. They hired a
man that hated Trump. He hired 18 people that were Democrats that hated
Trump. Some of them contributed to Clinton's campaign. A couple of them
worked for Clinton. I mean, what kind of a rigged deal is this? (THROAT
CLEARING) And then on top of it, after two years and after being the most
transparent in history, I gave them 1.5 million pages of documents, right? I
gave them four or five hundred witnesses. I let Don McGahn testify. I let
him say-- he was the White House counsel. I let him testi-STEPHANOPOULOS: But you knew he was-(OVERTALK)

STEPHANOPOULOS: --an interview. You didn't answer questions on
obstruction.
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1RUMP: Wait a minute. Wait a minute. I did answer questions. I answered
them in writing.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Not on obstruction--

1RUMP: I don't know about this-- I don't know. I answered a lot of
questions. They gave me questions. I answered them in writing.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Not on obstruction.
TRUMP: Look. George, you're being a little wise guy, okay-- which is, you
know, typical for you. Just so you understand. Very simple. It's very simple.
There was no crime. There was no collusion. The big thing's collusion. Now,
there's no collusion. That means they set-- it was a setup. In my opinion,
and I think it's going to come out.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Who set it up-1RUMP: I hope it's going to come out. We're going to find out very soon.
Because I really believe it's going to come out. When you look at Strzok,
these FBI guys that were lowlives, when you look-- because the FBI's the
greatest. But these-- the top people were absolutely lowlives. VVhen you
look at Strzok and Page and they're talking about an insurance policy just in
case she loses, that was the insurance policy-STEPHANOPOULOS: You know, I've heard you talk about that-TRUMP: I went··
STEPHANOPOULOS: --before.
TRUMP: George, I went through the insurance policy.
STEPHANOPOULOS: I understand that. But if they were determined to
prevent you from becoming president, why wouldn't they leak it
beforehand?
TRUMP: You know what··
STEPHANOPOULOS: It didn't come out before the election-TRUMP: You'd have to ask them. Oh, they tried. They tried. You know, it's
an amazing thing. Probably one of the few times I respected the press is
that the f-- the dossier, that fal<e news dossier, that fal<e pile of garbage that
Corney knew about and all of these people-- and they paid a fortune for-and Hillary Clinton paid for it. And the Democrats, okay? And they got
information from Russia that turned out to be false. But that fake dossier, if
you like that, they used that all over the place. And the one time I respected
the press because they did the right thing, they wouldn't print it. They
couldn't get it printed. They tried it to be before the election. If that would
have happened before the election, I could have lost.
STEPHANOPOULOS: But it didn't
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TRUMP: No, no. Because the newspapers would not print it. I cannot
believe it. Because I've-- I've so lost confidence in press. I've so lost-- as you
probably know, I've so lost confidence in media. I think it's disgraceful.
They do societies that are so false. Everything-- I mean, almost everything.
They do so many false. The one time, they could not get the fal<e dossier
printed prior to the election. It came out a number of weeks after the
election, and it didn't mean, you know, as much except I said, "Boy, that's
terrible. What a fake deal that is." But had that been printed before the
election, that could have changed the whole election. And that's what they
wanted to do: steal. And Corney and all these lowlives, they wanted to have
that fake dossier, which was all phony stuff. They wanted it to go out before
the election, George. And you know what? Had that gone out before the
election, I-- I don't think I could've-- I don't think I would've had enough
time to defend myself-STEPHANOPOULOS, You clearly believe there was-- a group of people
working against you. Do you think President Obama was behind it?
TRUMP: I would say that he certainly must have known about it because it
went very high up in the chain. But you're going to find that out. I'm not
going to make-- that statement quite yet. But I would say that President
Obama had to know about it.
STEPHANOPOULOS, How are you going to put this behind you?
TRUMP, Well, I would pnt it behind. I wouldn't have answered any of these
questions. I wouldn't have made the statement except you start off with
your first question is about this.
STEPHANOPOULOS, My first question was about Barron, and I had a ton of
questions-TRUMP, Okay, Barron. Okay.
STEPHANOPOULOS, --on North Korea.
TRU.t\1P: Good, you said about Barron. You get immediately onto this.
People are fixated. No collusion, no obstruction. Because the attorney
general, who's a great gentleman and a highly respected man, based on the
evidence given said, "There's no obstruction here." And Rod Rosenstein-STEPHANOPOULOS, Your hand-picked attorney general.
TRUMP, --agreed with him. Rod Rosenstein-- which is a big thing. He
agreed with him.
STEPHANOPOULOS, And you think that's the final word? You're not
worried about what happens in Congress?
1RUMP: Look. The Republicans in the Senate, every single one of them that
I see know this is a witch hunt. They get it 100 percent. And that's what
matters. The Democrats are going to do it only because they might think it
helps them. I think it actually hurts them in the election. But there's never
been a time in the history of our country where somebody was so
https://abcnews.go.com/Po!itics/transcript-abc-news-george-stephanopoulos-exclusive-lnterview-presldent/story?!d=63749144

AB

39-405

34136

01/18/2020

74
111/2020

Transcript: ABC News' George Stephanopoulos' exclusive interview with President Trump - ABC News

mistreated as I have been. And this should never, ever be allowed to happen
to another president again. A previous administration used the intelligence
data and the intelligence agencies to spy on my campaign.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Do you believe that President Obama spied on your
campaign-TRUMP: I don't know. But hopefully we're going to find out.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Final question. When this is all over, whether it's a
year and a half from now or five and a half years from now, how do you
want to be remembered as president?
TRUMP: As a president that loved the people, took care of the people, made
our economy tremendous, built up our military, took care of our vets. Our
vets are doing fantastically now with choice. Somebody that really loved
the country and did a great job, whether it's four years or hopefully it's eight
years. Because I still have work to do. Somebody that did a really great job
for the country.
STEPHANOPOULOS: Mr. President, thank you for your time.
TRUMP: Thank you very much.
S
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DEFENSE DEPARTMENT
UKRAINE DOCUMENTS
RELEASED TD AMERICAN
OVERSIGHT

Late on Friday evening, the Department of Defense released five
pages of records to American Oversight- including emails sent by
Secretary of Defense Mark Esper -

in response to the watchdog

group's Freedom of Information Act lawsuit seeking records related to
the Trump administration's efforts to pressure Ukraine to interfere in
the 2020 election.
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While heavily redacted, based on facts developed through the
impeachment inquiry and independent journalism, the emails show
senior officials in the Pentagon and the Office of Management and
Budget engaged on the issue of aid to Ukraine at a time when the
president himself was insisting on freezing such aid.
"As 0MB and Defense officials debated the finer points of military aid
funding, we know that none of their effort or apparent confusion over
funding for Ukraine would have been necessary but for the president
and his shadow foreign policy," said Austin Evers, executive director of
American Oversight. "It is deeply troubling to see so many public
servants dragged, perhaps unwittingly, into the president's extortion
scheme."
The records produced to American Oversight on Dec. 20, 2019, came
in response to a lawsuit seeking senior officials' emails relating to the
Trump administration's effort to pressure Ukraine to investigate the
president's political rivals. The production includes emails sent by
Esper in August 2019 and Deputy Secretary David Norquist in
September and October 2019.
This is the second production of Ukraine-related records obtained by
American Oversight, and, like State Department records released in
late November <https://www.americanoversight.org/state-department-releasesukraine-documents-to-american-oversight>,

these records were also not

released to Congress during the House impeachment inquiry, ~ t e
congressional subpoenas.

Click here to download the records <https://www.americanoversight.org/wpcontent/uploads/2019/12/ao-v-omb-dec-20-2019-dod-release.pdf>.
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ENERGY DEPARTMENT AGREES
TD RELEASE UKRAINE
DOCUMENTS THIS MONTH

In a court filing on Monday, the Department of Energy aweed to
release multi pie categories <https://www.americanoversight.org/document/jointstatus-report-a merica n-oversig ht-v-d oe-perry-a nd-brou ii lettes-u kra i ne-records-a ndcom mun ications>

of Ukraine-related records to American Oversight,

including former Secretary Rick Perry's communications with highlevel Ukrainian officials, associates of Rudy Giuliani, and outside
groups associated with U.S. energy interests in Ukraine.
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In October, American Oversight sued the department
<https:/A,vww.americanoversight.org/new-lawsuit-seeks-perry-and-brouillette-ukrainedocuments-and-communications-about-biden-investigation-effort>

for records of

the May 2019 delegation to Ukraine led by then-Secretary Perry as
well as for documents related to the effort to pressure Ukraine to
announce an investigation into former Vice President Joe Biden.
Monday's joint status report agrees to prioritize delegation records as
well as Perry's and former Chief of Staff Brian McCormack's
communications in its first production, scheduled for Jan. 28.
Subsequent productions are scheduled for Feb. 4 and March 16.
American Oversight has five other lawsuits for Ukraine records, and
last week obtained more than 70 pages calendars and text messages
of Kurt Volker, the former special envoy to Ukraine who had assisted
Giuliani in arranging a meeting with a top Ukrainian official. Volker's
calendars showed minimal entries, raising further questions, and the
texts appear duplicative of those he provided to House investigators
in the impeachment inquiry.
Prior document releases to American Oversight include the
November release of State Department documents showing March
2019 phone calls between Giuliani and Secretary of State Mike
Pompeo (with the aid of the Oval Office) and the December release of
Defense Department documents showing senior Pentagon and
Office of Management and Budget officials engaged in the issue of
aid to Ukraine. These, as well as the release of (highly redacted
<https://www.justsecurity.org/67863/exclusive-unredacted-ukraine-documents-revealextent-of-pentagons-legal-concerns/>)

records to the Center for Public

Integrity <https://publ ici nteg rity.org/national-security/trum p-admin istration-officialsworried-u kraine-aid-halt-violated-spendi ng-law/>

are further evidence of the

Trump administration's obstruction and the importance of the
Freedom of Information Act in forcing the release of documents.
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American Oversight's lawsuit against the Department of Energy
.::.!:!.!.!ps://wv.,w.americanoversight.org/d9cument/complaint-american-oversight-v-doeperry-and-brouillettes-ukraine-records-and-communications>

seeks the following

records:
• Communications between Perry, McCormack or then-Deputy
Secretary Dan Brouillette and various outside contacts including
Naftogaz, Igor Fruman, and Lev Parnas;
• Emails sent by Perry, Brouillette, and McCormack containing any of
three dozen terms, including "Biden," "Giuliani," or "Zelensky'';
• Records relating to 2019 meetings between Perry and Ukrainian
officials, including briefing materials, meeting summaries,
communications about the meetings, and expense records;
• Perry's and McCormack's communications with Giuliani or about
any efforts to pressure the Ukrainian government to open a political
investigation; and
• Any guidance or directives issued to or by McCormack with relation
to the Bidens or Burisma Holdings.

Part of Investigation:
The Trump Administration's Contacts with Ukraine
<https://www.americanoversight.org/investigation/the-trump-administrations-contactswith-ukraine>

Rick Perry's Energy Industry Connections- in the U.S. and Abroad
<https://www.americanoversight.org/investigation/rick-perrys-energy-industryconnections-in-the-u-s-and-abroad>

Select a tag below to see a full list of related documents

Topic
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Environment & Energy <https://www.americanoversight.org/topic/environmentenergy>

National Security & Foreign Policy
<https://www.americanoversight.org/topic/national-security>

Areas of Investigation
Abuse of Power <https://www.americanoversight.org/areas_of_investigation/abuse-ofpower>

Political Appointees
<https://www.americanoversight.org/areas_of_investigation/political-appointees>

Jurisdiction
Fede ra I <https://www.a merica noversig ht.org/j u risd iction/fed era I>

Entity
Department of Energy <https://www.americanoversight.org/entity/department-ofenergy>

FOIAID#
DOE-79-0999 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-l9-0999>
DOE-79-7007 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-l9-l00l>
DOE-79-7279 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-19-1219>
DOE-79-7240 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-l9-l240>
DOE-79-1270 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-19-1270>
DO E-19-7277 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-l9-l27l>
DOE-79-7272 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-19-1272>

Case#
19-3155 <https://www.a merica noversig ht.o rg/case/19-3155>
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JOINT STATUS REPORT:
AMERICAN OVERSIGHT VII DOE
- PERRY AND BROUILLETTE'S
UKRAINE RECORDS AND
CO MUNICATIONS
Joint Status Report filed by American Oversight and the Department
of Energy in American Oversight's lawsuit seeking the release of
Secretary Rick Perry's communications with high-level Ukraine
officials; with outside groups associated with U.S. energy interests in
Ukraine; and with particular associates of President Trump's personal
lawyer Rudolph Giuliani. American Oversight is also requesting
records regarding the U.S. delegation, led by Perry, to Ukrainian
President Zelensky's inauguration, including the records of former
Chief of Staff Brian McCormack.
The Department of Energy agreed to make the first production of
records on Jan. 28, 2020, prioritizing Perry's and McCormack's
communications as well as records related to the delegation.
Subsequent productions are scheduled for Feb. 4 and March 16.
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The Trum

Administration's Contacts with Ukraine

<https://www.americanoversight.org/investigation/the-trump-administrations-contactswith-ukraine>

Rick Perry's Energy Industry Connections- in the U.S. and Abroad
<https://www.americanoversight.org/investigation/rick-perrys-energy-industryconnections-in-the-u-s-and-abroad>
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Select a tag below to see a full list of related documents

Topic
NATIONAL SECURITY & FOREIGN POLICY
<https://www.americanoversight.org/topic/national-security>

Jurisdiction
FEDERAL <https://www.a merica noversig ht.org/j u risd iction/federa I>

Entity
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
<https://www.americanoversight.org/entity/department-of-energy>

Status
Open

FOIAID#
DOE-19-0999 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-19-0999>

DOE-19-1001 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-l9-l00l>

DOE-19-1219 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-l9-l2l9>

DOE-19-1239 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-19-1239>

DOE-19-1240 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-19-1240>

DOE-19-1270 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-19-1270>
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DOE-19-1271 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-l9-l27l>

DOE-19-1272 <https:/f,,vww.americanoversight.org/foia/doe-19-1272>

Case#
19-3155 <https://www.americanoversight.org/case/l9-3l55>

RELATED DOCUMENTS
ALL

AGENCY RECORD

AGENCY REPLY

FOIA REQUEST

LITIGATION

November 8, 2019

Complaint: American Oversight v. DOE Ukraine Records and Communications

Perry and Brouillette's

Department of Energy

LITIGATION
<https://www.americanoversight.org/document/complaint-american-oversight-v-doe-perryand-brouillettes-ukraine-records-and-communications>

October 9, 2019

FOIA to DOE Seeking Sent Emails of Senior Officials Regarding
Ukraine
Department of Energy

FOIA REQUEST
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PUBLISH DATE: NOVEMBER 22, 2019

STATE DEPARTMENT
RELEASES UKRAINE
DOCUMENTS TD AMERICAN
OVERSIGHT
136
From:

Sent:
To:·
Sul>je<t:

'

,,,

"

,

I

Tutli<i•y. March 26, 20t9 9:5• AM

S~AII

.

9:53am" $ fimshed speakmg with Rudy Giuliani

. Of!ke·M•~•ierto·the Secretary of Stiite-u.s. Department of State
2201 C Str•ot HWj Washington, 0. C. \20520
Off1c1f--- - . , , Emf:Jifo
,
Official
UNCI.ASSl!'IEO

from:
!
Sent: 'rue,day;·;;.,;,1,·21,, 20199:4!1 AM
To:S_AII

Subject: 9:49am •· S is speaking with Rudy Giuliani

On Friday evening, the State Department released nearly 100 pages of
records in response to American Oversight's lawsuit seeking a range
of documents related to the Trump administration's dealings with
Ukraine.
Among other records, the production includes emails that confirm
multiple contacts in March of 2019 between Secretary of State Mike
Pompeo and Trump lawyer Rudy Giuliani, at least one of which was
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facilitated by President Trump's assistant Madeleine Westerhout.
American Oversight is reviewing the production to assess whether
the State Department has fully complied with the court's order. Notes
on what we've found are below. <https://www.americanoversight.org/statedepartment-releases-ukraine-documents-to-american-oversight#in-the-documents>

You can download the documents here
<https://www.americanoversight.org/wpcontent/uploads/20l9/ll/ao_state_ukraine_docs_ll-22.pdf>.

They are also available

below.

Statement from American Oversight Executive Director Austin
Evers
"We can see why Mike Pompeo has refused to release this information
to Congress. It reveals a clear paper trail from Rudy Giuliani to the
Oval Office to Secretary Pompeo to facilitate Giuliani's smear
campaign against a U.S. ambassador.
"This is just the first round of disclosures. The evidence is only going to
get worse for the administration as its stonewall strategy collapses in
the face of court orders.
"That American Oversight could obtain these documents establishes
that there is no legal basis for the administration to withhold them
from Congress. That conclusively shows that the administration is
engaged in obstruction of justice. The president and his allies should
ask themselves if impeachment for obstruction is worth it if the
strategy isn't even going to be effective.
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"This lawsuit is just one of several American Oversight is pursuing to
bring transparency to the Ukraine investigation. The public should
expect more disclosures, over the administration's strong objection,
for the foreseeable future."

In the Documents
New: The documents show a March 26, 2019, call between Rud~
Giuliani and Mike Pompeo
<https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6557889-state-department-records-ofgiuliani-and-ukraine.html#document/p39/a537060>.

(Page 39 of document)

A March 28, 2019, email includes a list of scheduled calls for Pompeo.
Calls include Rudy Giuliani on March 29
<https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6557889-state-department-records-ofgiuliani-and-ukraine.html#document/p46/a537065>,

and Rep. Devin Nunes on

April 1, 2019 <https://documentcloud.org/documents/6557889-state-department~ecords-of-giuliani-and-ukraine.html#document/p47/a537064>.

On March 27, 2019, Rudy Giuliani's assistant contacted Madeleine

Westerhout <https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6557889-statedepartment-records-of-giuliani-and-ukraine.html#document/pSS/aS37063>,

who was

serving as the president's Oval Office gatekeeper at the time. She
asked Westerhout for a "good number" for Pompeo, adding that she
had "been trying and getting nowhere through regular channels."
Westerhout contacted someone at the State Department to ask for a
number she could provide. (Page 55)
During his closed-door testimony, career diplomat David Hale
mentioned two calls <https://docs.house.gov/meetings/ig/igOO/cprt-ll6-igOO-d018ul.pdf>
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on March 29. The documents include a March 28 email to Hale
indicating that Pompeo had been the one to request a call with
Giuliani. (Page 45)
The March 29 call appears on page 46, and the confirmation of its
scheduling is on page 44.
Also in the documents: An April 5 letter
<https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6557889-state-department-records-ofgiuliani-and-ukraine.html#document/pl7/a537067>

to the State Department

from six former U.S. ambassadors to Ukraine (including Bill Taylor),
expressing their concern about the attacks on U.S. Ambassador to
Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch. {Page 13)
On April 12, 2019, Reps.:_Steny Hoyer and Eliot Eii~e!
<https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6557889-state-department-records-ofgiuliani-and-ukraine.html#document/p28/a9>

wrote to Pompeo, also expressing

their concern (page 28). The State Department responded on June ll
<https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6557889-state-department-records-ofgiuliani-and-ukraine.html#document/p34/a537068>,

saying "Yovanovitch was

due to complete her three-year diplomatic assignment in Kyiv this
summer." (Page 34)

Note: The State Department did not produce a formal directive
recalling Yovanovitch or a formal readout of Trump's July 25 call with
Zelensky. Both of these were covered by the court's production order.
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Part of Investigation:
The Trum

Administration's Contacts with Ukraine

<https://www.americanoversight.org/investigation/the-trump-administrations-contactswith-ukraine>

Select a tag below to see a full list of related documents

Topic
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<https://www.americanoversight.org/topic/national-security>

Areas of Investigation
Abuse of Power <https://www.americanoversight.org/areas_oLinvestigation/abuse-ofpower>

Jurisdiction
Fede ra I <https://www.a merica noversig ht.org/j u risd iction/fed era I>

Entity
Department of State <https://www.americanoversight.org/entity/department-ofstate>

FOIAID#
STATE-79-0624 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/state-19-0624>
STATE-79-0625 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/state-19-0625>

Case#
79-2934 <https://www.americanoversight.org/case/19-2934>

RELATED BLDG POSTS
ALL

INVESTIGATION UPDATE

NEWS

December 27, 2019

American Oversight's 2019 in Review: Nine Important Stories We
Uncovered
NEWS
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PUBLISH DATE: JANUARY 10, 2020

STATE DEPARTMENT'S
RELEASE OF VOLKER
CALENDARS AND TEXT
MESSAGES RAISES FURTHER
QUESTIONS
,
sse voice ca l1
f"J/ 10/19, 9: 57: 14 P!lt; iurt Volk•r; Hi Gor:-dor: 8£" ~orry r mi.&.'Jed you
earlier., Can ta.l'k tcmorrow eAr~y raornlng!
ti:urt
[7/10/19, l::l:24:~l 1m1 Gordon Somlland: Wi l1 c,,,:
(7/10/19, 10: J0:45 PM] Gordon Sondland: !€::!Misseo vcuce call

{J/22:/19, .;;21:55 fM1 r<urt Vo1ket: Orchestrated a gre-.a.t phone caU
Rady and Yerm.al::. They are gol.nq :;o g<,t t,!<,ethar ,men Rudy QOE!'!! to

w

Mad.rid in A coupliit uf .,;1iii1'1ks.

[7/12/l~, 4:28:08 PM] l',urt VoH.e.c: In Lh;; rrnantirn<', Rud'f i.!! now

bdvocating for pbo::a c .. ::
[7l22/19r 4~28:26 P:,tJ Kurt Volk.er: I h•v~ call int.o Fionaa£u1.:1
replacement_ and will call Bolton if needetL
P/22./19, 4,28:48 l?!-!J Kt1r:: Vol.~er: Bt:t r c"r. te:: clolton and you c"n
tell Hlck '-hat Rudy agrees on a call, l:c t:1at. hc~tlB
P/22/13, 4:30:,0 PX] Gordon Sondland: ! talked
1:'lm Morn:!lon.
(Fi onai€'•s ~eplace.ment) ~ :ie is pu!:!hinq but. f-eel tree aa well~

to

We still nll'letrng in !(yiv e'ci.?

[7/2(?/L9, 4:30~35 P~J Kut-t Vol"Ke:r: "!'~e !t"" ~orriaon.

weaeui.re

talking in 5
:?/2211'1, 4:3::05 P:j] l(ur:: Volker: Ar.d yas &€" do come tc, l:yivl
1ae·~11 qo ea.'5t on Thursday twe lccn:.e there tc-o) and go 'to k.yi v on
Frid4y.
[7/2Ul9, 4:37:00 ?J,i] Gordon Sondland: ':'irn is a good guy. Tell nim
,,., are in 1;:oceh and $ynced. I wont :a.-lrn, East but will b<l in t<.y:.v
T:\u night/all day t':ri
[1/22/19, 4;33:52 PM} Kur~ Volker: Great.!

Late on Friday night, the State Department released 71 pages of
Ukraine-related records to American Oversight, including text
messages of Kurt Volker, the former special envoy to Ukraine, and his
calendars. You can view the documents here.
<https://www.americanoversight.org/document/state-records-of-communications-andcalendar-entries-for-ukraine-special-representative-kurt-volker>
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Volker's calendars, while sparsely populated, cover a date range of
March to September 2019. The entries contain little information, and
are seemingly missing a lot of key details, especially for an official who
traveled extensively and attended frequent meetings. The entries also
regularly copy Volker's nongovernmental email account, which raises
questions about whether additional records exist elsewhere.
The text messages released appear to be duplicative of texts that
Volker provided House investigators in the impeachment inquiry.
They include communications with Ambassador to the EU Gordon
Sondland and Ambassador Bill Taylor, as well as with Andrey Yermak,
a top adviser to Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky, whom
Volker put in touch with Trump personal attorney, Rudy Giuliani
<https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6616807-state-records-ofcommunications-and-calendar.html#document/p70/a543097>.

"Kurt Volker was on both sides of the so-called official and unofficial
channels with Ukraine," said American Oversight Executive Director
Austin Evers. "While tonight's production appears to contain
documents Volker already provided to Congress, the absence of
calendar entries documenting his extensive travels and meetings, as
well as his practice of copying a non-governmental email account on
correspondence, suggests Volker may have maintained relevant
documents outside of government systems."
American Oversight will seek answers and pursue any additional
documents if they exist. And more document productions in this
lawsuit-which seeks Volker's calendars and his communications
with or about Giuliani as well as State Department senior officials'
emails referencing Giuliani, former Vice President Joe Biden, or
Ukrainian-born businessmen Lev Parnas and Igor Fruman - are still
to come. In December, the court ordered the State Department to
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prioritize the calendar entries and text messages, and to process 300
pages per month. American Oversight expects a second production
of documents in early February.
American Oversight has five other Ukraine-related lawsuits, and on
Wednesday received its second document production in another
lawsuit for State Department records related to Giuliani and his
efforts. You can view those here <https://~VvW.americanoversight.org/statedepa rtme nt-re Ieases-add it ion a 1-u kra in e-docu men ts-to-a merica n-oversig ht>.

Part of Investigation:
The Trump Administration's Contacts with Ukraine
<https://vvww.a m erica n oversig ht.org/i nvestigation/the-tru mp-administrations-contactswith-ukraine>

Select a tag below to see a full list of related documents

Topic
National Security & Foreign Policy
<https://www.americanoversight.org/topic/national-security>

Areas of Investigation
Abuse of Power <https://www.americanoversight.org/areas_oLinvestigation/abuse-ofpower>

Jurisdiction
Fed era I <https://www.americanoversight.org/j urisd iction/federa I>

Entity
Department of State <https://www.americanoversight.org/entity/department-ofstate>
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STATE-79-1062 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/state-19-l062>
STATE-79-1754 <https://www.americanoversight.org/foia/state-19-1154>

Case#
79-3058 <https://www.americanoversight.org/case/19-3058>

RELATED BLDG POSTS
ALL

INVESTIGATION UPDATE

NEWS

January 13, 2020

Energy Department Agrees to Release Ukraine Documents This Month
Department of Energy

INVESTIGATION UPDATE
<https://www.americanoversight.org/energy-department-agrees-to-release-ukrainedocuments-this-month>

January 10, 2020

News Roundup: Presidential War Powers and New Impeachment
Documents
Centers For Medicare and Medicaid Services, Department of Education,
Department of Health and Human Services, Department of Justice, Department of
Labor, Department of State, Department of the Treasury, Department of Veterans
Affairs, Environmental Protection Agency, Florida Department of Corrections,
Florida Department of Law Enforcement, Florida Department of State, Florida
Office of the Governor, Hernando County- Florida, Nassau County Florida, Office of
the U.S. Trade Representative, Okaloosa County - Florida, Seminole County - Florida

NEWS
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Conflicting White House Accounts of 1st Trump-Zelenskiy
Call

The Associated Press
By DEB RIECH MANN, ZEKE MILLER
and JILL COLVIN, Associated Press
WASHINGTON (AP) -

President

Donald Trump released the rough
transcript Friday of a congratulatory
phone call he had with the
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incoming president of Ukraine, holding it out as evidence he did nothing wrong. Instead, the
memorandum shows how White House descriptions of Trump's communications with
foreign leaders at times better reflect wishful thinking than the reality of the interactions.
As the House opened its second day of public impeachment hearings on Capitol Hill, Trump
released the unclassified record of his April 21 call with then President-elect Volodymyr
Zelenskiy. The document bears little resemblance to the paragraph-long official summary of
the conversation that the White House released the same day as the 16-minute call.
The discrepancy highlights the gulf that often exists between the message that U.S. national
security officials want to deliver to world leaders and the one that is actually delivered by
Trump.
For years, U.S. officials have stressed the importance of trying to support democratic norms
and root out corruption in Ukraine, which has been fighting a war of attrition against
Russian-backed separatists since Russia invaded and later annexed Crimea in 2014.
To that end, the official readout of the Zelenskiy call reported that Trump noted the
"peaceful and democratic manner of the electoral process" that had led to Zelenskiy's victory
in Ukraine's presidential election.
But there is no record of that in the rough transcript released Friday. Instead, it said Trump
praised a "fantastic" and "incredible" election.
Current and former administration officials said it was consistent with a pattern in which
Trump veers from - or ignores entirely - prepared talking points for his discussions with
foreign leaders, and instead digresses into domestic politics or other unrelated matters. In
the Ukraine call, for example, Trump praised the quality of the country's contestants in a
beauty pageant he used to oversee and compared Zelenskiy's election to his own in 2016.
"When I owned Miss Universe, they always had great people," Trump told Zelenskiy of his
country.
The original readout also said Trump "underscored the unwavering support of the United
States for Ukraine's sovereignty and territorial integrity." But there's no indication of that in
the rough transcript.
Likewise, the readout said the president expressed his commitment to help Ukraine "to
implement reforms that strengthen democracy, increase prosperity, and root out
corruption." The word "corruption" is not mentioned in the rough transcript of the actual
call.
Corruption did feature prominently in Trump's second call with Zelenskiy on July 25, the call
that helped spark the impeachment drama.
214
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It's highly unusual for a president to release the rough transcripts of calls with foreign
leaders, which are generated by voice transcription software and edited by officials listening
in on the calls to ensure they are accurately memorialized. Official readouts, by contrast, are
issued as news releases meant to further foreign policy aims. They are typically the only
public accounts of the calls that presidents have with their counterparts.
Several current and former administration officials told The Associated Press that the
readouts of Trump's calls with foreign leaders are often pre-written, reflecting official U.S.
policy and what National Security Council officials hope the leaders will discuss and the
talking points they provide to guide the president's conversations.
Those readouts are supposed to be revised after the calls to reflect what actually transpired.
But that doesn't always happen, according to seven current and former administration
officials who spoke on condition of anonymity to describe internal deliberations.
Such a revision didn't happen in this case, according to a person familiar with the matter.
The person said that, as usual, a draft readout of the call had been written in advance based
on talking points and had been approved by then-National Security Adviser John Bolton.
That draft included reference to Trump raising the issue of corruption, which the NSC had
recommended, with specific talking points included in Trump's briefing materials.
But the president did not raise the issue. And since the call occurred on a Sunday, the
person said, the White House may not have updated the press release before it was publicly
released.
Other officials noted that staffers tasked with writing readouts typically haven't listened in
on the president's calls and instead rely on others to brief them. They are often under a
time crunch driven by NSC staffers eager to have the U.S. readouts come out before the
other nations releases their own accounts. Sometimes, they said, the administration simply
doesn't want to recount everything discussed. Other times, they have decided the best
course of action is not to release a readout at all.
Asked why the rough transcript released Friday differs so much from the readout, White
House spokesman Hogan Gidley said it is "standard operating procedure for the National
Security Council to provide readouts of the president's phone calls with foreign leaders."
This one, he said, "was prepared by the NSC's Ukraine expert."
The current Ukraine expert at the NSC is Lt. Col. Alexander Vind man, who testified to
lawmakers last month behind closed doors and is scheduled to give public testimony
Tuesday.
Gidley added, ''The president continues to push for transparency in light of these baseless
accusations and has taken the unprecedented steps to release the transcripts of both
phone calls with President Zelenskiy so that every American can see he did nothing wrong."
3/4
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The Obama administration made it practice to issue fairly general readouts that offered only
broad details about the president and vice president's conversations with foreign leaders. It
was the Obama administration's practice to assign someone who was listening in on the call
to draft the readout for the media to ensure that what was being said about the call was
accurate, according to a senior Obama administration official who took part in drafting
readouts.
To write a readout that included things that weren't discussed was "out of bounds," said the
official.
It was practice to leave some details out of readouts to protect sensitive matters discussed
on the call. But never were details or facts added or made up during the Obama and George
W. Bush administrations, said another official who worked on national security matters in
both those White Houses.
Ned Price, a former NSC spokesman under Obama and now director of policy at National
Security Action, said it wasn't uncommon for readouts to provide a "more artful and formal
recap" of a foreign leader call.
"But it's certainly not normal for the readout to be nearly entirely divorced from the reality of
the call," he said. "The discrepancies between the transcript and the readout in this case are
profound."
Under the current process, readouts and rough transcripts are produced separately. The
rough transcripts are created by those who listen in on the call and policy experts in the
NSC, while readouts are prepared by media teams in the NSC and the White House press
secretary's office.
However, one of the former Trump White House officials familiar with the process said
there is no "procedural step" in place to ensure the two are in agreement.
Another former Trump administration official familiar with the process said draft readouts
of calls were written ahead of time, but since Trump does not adhere to talking points for
meetings or calls, "it's a crap shoot on what is actually said."

AP writers Aamer Madhani and Jonathan Lemire contributed to this report.
Copyright 2019 The Associated Press. All rights reserved. This material may not be
published, broadcast, rewritten or redistributed.
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Putin says Trump was impeached for 'far-fetched' reasons
!!! apnews.com/0530c2e93d9d5186d0a807888c1 c0bb0
December 19. 2019

MOSCOW (AP) - Russian President Vladimir Putin said Thursday that U.S. President Donald
Trump was impeached for "far-fetched" reasons, calling the move by Democrats a continuation of
their fight against the Republican leader.
"It's simply a continuation of internal political struggle," Putin said at his end-of-year news conference
in Moscow. "The party that lost the (2016) election, the Democratic Party, is trying to achieve results
by other means."
He likened Trump's impeachment to the earlier U.S. probe into collusion with Russia, which Putin
played down as groundless. Former special counsel Robert Mueller concluded earlier this year that
the Russian government interfered in the 2016 U.S. presidential election in a "sweeping and
systematic fashion."
"Now they invented some sort of pressure on Ukraine," Putin said, referring to the investigation of
Trump's trying to enlist the president of that country to announce investigations of his political rival as
he withheld U.S. aid to Kyiv.
Trump on Wednesday became only the third American president to be impeached. The historic vote
in the House of Representatives split along party lines over a charge of abusing his power. The
House also approved a second article that he obstructed Congress in its investigation.
Noting the Republicans have a majority in the Senate, where a trial of Trump will be conducted, Putin
said "they will be unlikely to remove a representative of their own party from office on what seems to
me absolutely far-fetched reasons."
Turning to the New START nuclear arms reduction treaty with the U.S. that expires in 2021, Putin
said that Russia is ready to extend it "even tomorrow," warning that the demise of the last U.S.Russian arms control deal will remove the final barrier stemming an arms race.
Putin spoke on a variety of issues during the marathon news conference that lasted for more than
four hours and was dominated by local issues, such as Russia's ailing health care system and federal
subsidies for the regions.
The 67-year-old Russian president, who marks two decades in power later this month, remained coy
about his political future. He wouldn't answer if he could potentially extend his rule by shifting into a
new governing position to become the head of a union between Russia and neighboring Belarus.
Putin served two four-year terms as president in 2000-2008, then moved into the premier's position
to observe a constitutional limit of two consecutive terms. He was re-elected in 2012 and 2018, and
his current six-year terms runs through 2024.
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He suggested modifying the law to limit a president to two terms altogether, which some observers
said could signal his intention to stay at the helm by shifting into another position and reduce the
power of presidency.
The Russian president left the door open to amending the Russian Constitution to change the
distribution of powers of the president, the Cabinet and parliament, but noted that revisions must be
made carefully after a broad pubic discussion.
Asked about costly business projects reportedly run by his two daughters, whom the Kremlin has
carefully kept out of the public eye, Putin praised the initiatives but stopped short of confirming any
details about them.
Putin opened the news conference by warning about new challenges posed by global climate
change, saying that global warming could threaten Russian Arctic cities and towns built on
permafrost and trigger more fires and devastating floods.
He emphasized that Russia has abided by the Paris agreement intended to slow down global
warming. At the same time, he noted that the U.S. and China, which are responsible for a large share
of greenhouse gas emissions, aren't part of the deal.
Putin also hailed the economic achievements of his rule, pointing that Russia has become the world's
largest grain exporter, surpassing the U.S. and Canada - a dramatic change compared to the Soviet
Union that heavily depended on grain imports.
The Russian economy had suffered a double blow of a drop in global oil prices and Western
sanctions that followed Moscow's 2014 annexation of Crimea. It has seen a slow recovery since
2017 after a two-year stagnation.
Russia's ties with the West have remained at post-Cold War lows, but Putin argued that Russia has
recovered and become more resilient to shocks from Western penalties and fluctuations in global
energy prices.
He deflected Western criticism, saying that he sees his mission in protecting Russia's national
interests and pays little attention to negative diatribes.
Noting the continuing strain in relations with Britain, Putin praised Prime Minister Boris Johnson for
winning a strong parliament majority in his general election and held the door open for improving ties.
"He came out the winner because he had felt the British society's sentiments more acutely," he said.
Putin voiced hope for further moves to settle the conflict in eastern Ukraine following his talks in Paris
on Dec. 9 with the leaders of Ukraine, France and Germany.
He said that the 2015 peace agreement signed in Minsk and brokered by France and Germany must
be observed, rejecting Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskiy's push for revising it.
"If we start revising the Minsk agreement, it will lead to deadlock," Putin said.

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

101
The fighting in eastern Ukraine, which flared up in 2014 after Russia's annexation of Crimea, has
killed more than 14,000.
Putin, who once lamented the 1991 breakup of the Soviet Union as the greatest geopolitical
catastrophe of the 20th century, had some harsh words to say about Soviet founder Vladimir Lenin.
He lambasted Lenin's policies on ethnic issues, saying that his idea to grant broad autonomy to
ethnic-based Soviet republics, including their right to secede, paved way for the Soviet breakup once
the Communist Party's hold on power started to loosen.
At the same time, Putin rejected the push for taking Lenin's embalmed body out of the Red Square
tomb and burying it, saying that it would offend older people who still see the Soviet founder as a
powerful symbol.
He noted that the Soviet demise spawned expectations of a "unipolar world" in which the U.S.
dictates terms to others, adding that such "illusions" quickly collapsed. Putin said that China has
come to challenge the U.S. as the global economic powerhouse and hailed increasingly close ties
between Moscow and Beijing.
Putin dismissed reports of an emerging military alliance between Russia and China, but noted that
Moscow was helping Beijing to develop an early warning system to spot ballistic missile launches.
Only Russia and the U.S. currently have the system that includes ground-based radar and satellites.
"It will allow our strategic partner to boost its defense capability," he said.
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"]'he l,atcst: Ou;,ic-d Uk.mine ambassador has her sa~ in hearing

has her say in hearing

-

WASHINGTON (AP) - The Latest on President Donald Trump and House impeachment
hearings (all times local):

Attorney General William Barr says congressional Democrats. are drowning government
agencies with an "avalanche of subpoenas" in order to "incapacitate" the executive branch.
Barr spoke Friday at the Federalist Society's dinner in Washington. His comments came as
Congress held a second public hearing in the House impeachment inquiry.
https://apne,vs.com/2f420045618b4 J06b6fa74 l 9a3d75b8c[l2/20/2019 2:00:35 FM]
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Barr says the "cost of this constant harassment is real."
The attorney general also took a swipe at liberals who label themselves as part of "the
resistance." He said they "essentially see themselves engaged in a war to cripple by any means
necessary."
He also accused liberal lawmakers of being "engaged in a systematic shredding of norms and
undermining of the rule oflaw."

3:22p.m.
The second open House impeachment hearing is over.
Former U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch testified for about five hours on
Friday, telling investigators about her ouster in May at President Donald Trump's direction
and how she felt as she found out that he had criticized her in a July phone call with Ukraine's
president.

She also said it was "intimidating" as Trump went after her again on Twitter as she testified.
Democrats are investigating Trump's dealings with Ukraine and a shadow foreign policy there
led by his lawyer, Rudy Giuliani. They said that Yovanovitch's ouster set the stage for the
htt11s://apncw,:;.com/2f::i2004501 sb4J06b6fa74 l 9a3d75b8c[l2/20/2019 2:00:35 PTVll
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president's appeals to Ukraine's leader to investigate Democrats.
The House Intelligence Committee will hear from eight more impeachment witnesses next
week.

3p.m.
President Donald Trump says he wasn't trying to intimidate a witness in the House
impeachment inquiry with his tweet and he's entitled to speak his mind as the investigation
plays out.
Trump says of impeachment, "it's a political process, it's not a legal process." He says: 'Tm
allowed to speak up."
Trump tweeted critically about Marie Yovanovitch, the former U.S. ambassador to Ukraine, as
she was testifying Friday before the House Intelligence Committee.
Yovanovitch said she found Trump's message "very intimidating" and Democratic committee
chairman Adam Schiff suggested it could be used as evidence against the president. He said:
"some ofus here take witness intimidation very, very seriously."

2:35p.m.
The former U.S. ambassador to Ukraine says a political ally of President Donald Trump
suggested she "send out a tweet, praise the president" when it became clear she was abruptly
losing her job.
Marie Yovanovitch described her exchange with Gordon Sondland at the House impeachment
hearing Friday. She says she rejected the advice.
Sondland was a Trump campaign contributor who'd become a State Department envoy to the
European Union but wielded influence over U.S. policy in Ukraine.
Yovanovitch said Sondland's advice was to "go big or go home," which he explained meant
lauding Trump.
She says she didn't do it because, "It felt partisan, it felt political" and inappropriate for an
ambassador.
Yovanovitch was removed even though State Department officials told her there'd been no
hti.ps://apncws.com/2f4200456!8b4106b6fo.74 l 9a3d75b8c[l 2/20/2019 2:00:35 P:M]
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complaints about her job performance.

2:10p.m.
The White House says President Donald Trump's tweets criticizing former U.S. Ambassador
Maria Yovanovitch as she testified before the House as part of its impeachment inquiry was
"not witness intimidation."
Trump has drawn criticism for tweeting early in Yovanovitch's testimony that everywhere the
career diplomat was posted "turned bad.''
Yovanovitch said the tweets were "very intimidating" to her and other witnesses.
But White House spokeswoman Stephanie Grisham says Trump did nothing wrong. She says
in a statement that the tweets were "simply the President's opinion, which he is entitled to."
She's also criticized the hearing as a "partisan political process" and "totally illegitimate,
charade stacked against the President."

lASp.m.
A Republican lawyer has asked former Ambassador Marie Yovanovitch about efforts by
Ukrainian officials to undermine Donald Trump's 2016 presidential campaign.
GOP lawyer Steve Castor cited a 2016 op-ed in The Hill newspaper, written by Ukraine's then
ambassador to the U.S., which criticized Trump for comments that appeared to suggest
Russia's annexation of Crimea was valid. Ukraine strongly opposes the annexation.
Castor said the op-ed showed that Ukrainian officials supported Hillary Clinton in the 2016
campaign, adding that the ambassador "said some nasty things" about Trump in the op-ed
and on Twitter.
Yovanovitch replied, "Sometimes that happens on social media."
Her comment came honrs after Trnmp attacked Yovanovitch on Twitter as she began her
testimony in the impeachment inquiry. Trump tweeted, "Everywhere Marie Yovanovitch went
turned bad."
Democrats call the tweet witness intimidation.

https://apncws,com/2f420045618b4106b6fa7419a3d75h8e[ 12/20/2019 2:00:35 FM]
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1:2op.m.
Former U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine Maria Yovanovitch is rejecting the notion that Ukraine
tried to interfere in the 2016 presidential election, as President Donald Trump has proposed.
Trump has said that Ukraine tried to "take me down."
Testifying in Friday's impeachment hearing, Yovanovitch said "we didn't really see it that
way."
She noted that the U.S. intelligence community "has conclusively determined" that those who
interfered in that election were in Russia.
Yovanovitch also pushed back against Trump's suggestions that former Vice President Joe
Biden was pursuing his own interests in Ukraine during President Barack Obama's
administration. She said he was pursuing "official U.S. policy."

12:5op.m.
The top Republican on the House Intelligence Committee is arguing that former U.S.
Ambassador Marie Yovanovitch "is not a material fact witness" in the House impeachment
probe of President Donald Trump.
California Rep. Devin Nunes said the details of her May ouster at Trump's direction are a
human resources issue, instead of a matter relevant to the Democrat-led investigation.
Democrats are investigating Trump's dealings with Ukraine and his direct appeals to the
country to investigate Democrats. They say Yovanovitch's dismissal set the stage for a separate
policy channel lead by Trump's lawyer, Rudy Giuliani. Giuliani pushed for her firing.
Nunes noted that she had not talked to Trump this year or been part of preparations for a July
phone call in which Trump asked the Ukrainian president for the investigations.

12:35p.m.
House Speal,er Nancy Pelosi says witness intimidation is a crime.
But she's stopping just short of saying that President Donald Trump crossed that line with a
tweet attacking the former U.S. ambassador to Ukraine as she testified in the House
impeachment hearings.
hitps://apnc\,:,·s.com/2f420045618b4106b6fo74 l 9a3d75b8c[l2/20/2019 2·00:35 PM]
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The California Democrat told reporters she'd not seen Trump's tweet. He wrote that every
country where Marie Yovanovitch worked as an envoy "turned bad."
Asked if that tweet was witness intimidation, Pelosi said, "Witness intimidation is a crime."
She said one question was if such actions by Trump were "keeping people from giving facts
and then saying, 'You don't have the facts."'
Asked if Trump's tweet was appropriate, she says, "Appropriate and president in the same
sentence? Come on. Why would we start making that judgment now?"

12:15

p.m.

Two Republican lawmakers at Friday's impeachment hearing with former U.S. Ambassador to
Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch say they think her testimony is irrelevant.
Rep. Scott Perry of Pennsylvania said Yovanovitch is "a very nice lady" but he believes
Democrats are using her. Rep. Mark Meadows of North Carolina says the public is just
learning about her feelings.
Yovanovitch described her ouster in May at Trump's direction and a campaign against her by
Trump's lawyer, Rudy Giuliani. The impeachment investigation is looking at Trump and
Giuliani's efforts to push Ukraine to investigate Democrats. She was ousted before a July call
in which Trump asked Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskiy for the investigations.
House Intelligence Committee Chairman Adam Schiff said Yovanovitch's ouster "helped set
the stage for an irregular channel'' of conducting Ukraine policy that was used to push for the
investigations.

11:35a.m.
The No. 3 Republican in the House says President Donald Trump "was wrong" to post tweets
critical of former Ambassador Marie Yovanovitch during her testimony in the impeachment
hearings.
Rep. Liz Cheney said Yovanovitch "clearly is somebody who's been a public servant to the
United States for decades and I don't think the president should have done that."
The Wyoming Republican served in senior State Department roles when her father, Dick
https://api1e\vs.com/2f--l-20045618h4106b6fa7419a3d75h8e[l2/20/2019 2·00:35 P:rvf]
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Cheney, was vice president and she has been more supportive of the career diplomats that
have so far testified than some other Republicans.
Trump tweeted about Yovanovitch as she was answering questions from lawmakers, noting
that she'd once served in Somalia and adding, "How did that go?" He tweeted: "Everywhere
Marie Yovanovitch went turned bad."

10:55a.m.
Former Ambassador to Ukraine .Marie Yovanovitch says President Donald Trump's tweets
about her during her testimony in the impeachment hearings are "very intimidating" to her
and other witnesses.
Trump tweeted about Yovanovitch as she was answering questions from lawmakers, noting
that she'd once served in Somalia and adding, "How did that go?" He tweeted: "Everywhere
Marie Yovanovitch went turned bad."
Yovanovitch responded to Trump's charge, saying, "I don't think I have such powers." She said
she and her colleagues have improved conditions in places where they've served.
Yovanovitch was abruptly dumped as U.S. ambassador to Ukraine this spring. State
Department officials never criticized her performance.
The career diplomat testified Friday that she'd been felled by a smear campaign orchestrated
by Trump and his allies.

10:35a.m.
Former Ambassador to Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch says she was told by a colleague that "the
color drained from my face" as she read a rough transcript of a phone call between President
Donald Trump and Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskiy in which Trump said
Yovanovitch was "going to go through some things."
The rough transcript was released in September, months after Yovanovitch was ousted from
the job at Trump's direction. She told lawmakers at the second House impeachment hearing
Friday that it felt like a vague threat.
Yovanovitch said it was a "terrible moment" and that words fail her even now to describe it.
She said it was hard to believe "the president would talk to any ambassador like that to a
https://apncws.corn/2f4200456 l 8b4106b6fo7419a3<l75b8c[l 2/20/2019 2:00: 35 FM]
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foreign head of state, and it was me. I mean, I couldn't believe it."

10:30 a,m.

Former U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch says she was devastated when she
learned President Donald Trump wanted to remove her from her post.
A top State Department official told Yovanovitch in April to come back to Washington from
Ukraine "on the next plane."
Yovanovitch told Congress Friday that Deputy Secretary of State John Sullivan "said the
words that every foreign service officer" fears: "'The president has lost confidence in you.' That
was a terrible thing to hear."
Sullivan told her that Secretary of State Mike Pompeo "was no longer able to protect" her from
attacks led by Trump's personal attorney, Rudy Giuliani.
Yovanovitch said the call "made me feel terrible. After 33 years of service to our country ... it
was not the way I wanted my career to end."

10:20 a.m.

Former U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch says she was told last April by a State
Department official to return to the United States "on the next plane" because of concerns "up
the street" - a phrase she understood to mean the White House.
Yovanovitch said she received the call at 1 a.m. from an official who said she needed to come
home right away. The person said there were concerns about her security.
She asked if that meant her physical security. The person said no.
Yovanovitch said this was "extremely irregular" and she argued. But she eventually returned,
where she learned that President Donald Trump no longer wanted her to serve.

10:15a.m.

Marie Yovanovitch says she had a reputation for championing anti-corruption interests in
Ukraine.

https://apnc,,;-s,com/2fi:1-200456 l 8b4106b6fa74 l 9a3d75b8c[ 12/20/2019 2·00: 35 FM]
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Yovanovitch, who was recalled last spring from her job as U.S. ambassador to Ukraine, said
under questioning from Rep. Adam Schiff that that work may have upset certain officials in
Ukraine.
She says State Department officials tried to produce a statement of support for her after her
abrupt recall from her post, but she was told that effort was unsuccessful because the officials
feared their message would be undercut by the president.
She says she was told that she had lost the president's confidence and flew from Ukraine on
the same day as the inauguration of Ukraine's president.

10:10a.m.
President Donald Trump is attacking a witness in House Democrats' impeachment inquiry
while she is testifying before lawmakers.
Trump tweets that "everywhere" that former Ambassador to Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch went
"turned bad."
Noting her postings in the foreign service, Trump says: "She started off in Somalia, how did
that go?"
Trump says he has the "absolute right" to appoint ambassadors.
Yovanovitch is a career foreign service officer with a solid reputation. She testified Friday that
she was the victim of "a campaign of disinformation" that used "unofficial back channels"
leading to her removal from Ukraine.

9:45a.m.
Former U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch has told Congress that attacks from
corrupt interests have created a crisis at the State Dept.
Yovanovitch is testifying openly before the House Intelligence Committee in its impeachment
inquiry into President Donald Trump.
She told lawmakers that she was the victim of "a campaign of disinformation" that used
"unofficial back channels" leading to her removal from Ukraine. She says it "continues to
amaze" her that Americans partnered with "Ukrainians who preferred to play by the old
corrupt rules" in pushing for her removal.
https://apnews.com/2f'.420045618b4106b6fa7419a3<l75b8c[l2/20/2019 2:00:35 PTVf]
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Yovanovitch is also sounding alarm that senior State Department officials did not defend her
from attacks from the president's allies, including former New York Mayor Rudy Giuliani. She
is telling lawmakers about a "crisis in the State Department."
She says: "The State Department is being hollowed out from within at a competitive and
complex time on the world stage."

9:35a.m.
The top Republican on the House Intelligence Committee has read aloud a memo circulated
by the White House that summarizes the first conversation benveen President Donald Trump
and his newly elected Ukrainian counterpart.
The first conversation took place in April after the election ofVolodymyr Zelenskiy. It consists
largely of pleasantries and words of congratulations.
The White House made a record of the conversation public at the start of the House
impeachment hearing on Friday.
Rep. Devin Nunes, the top Republican on the House Intelligence Committee, read the
document aloud to suggest that there was nothing untoward in the conversation.
Rep. Adam Schiff, the committee chairman, said Trump should also "release the thousands of
other records that he has instructed the State Department not to release."

House Intelligence Committee Chairman Adam Schiff says former Ambassador to Ukraine
Marie Yovanovitch was "smeared and cast aside" by President Donald Trump because she was
considered an obstacle to his personal and political agenda.
Opening the second public House impeachment hearing, Schiff said the question isn't whether
Trump could recall Yovanovitch but "why would he want to?"
Yovanovitch testified behind closed doors last month that she was told to "watch her back"
before she was ousted in May as Trump lawyer Rudy Giuliani led a shadow foreign policy.
Schiff said pushback at the State Department failed when it became clear that Trump wanted
her gone.
https://apnev,·s.com/2f'120045618b4106b6fa7419a.3d75b8e[12/20/2019 2:00:35 PTvfl
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Republican Rep. Devin Nunes said the hearings were "spectacles" for Democrats to "advance
their operation to topple a duly elected president."

9a.m.
The House has opened a second day of Trump impeachment hearings with Marie
Yovanovitch, the former U.S. ambassador to Ukraine who was suddenly recalled back to the
U.S. by President Donald Trump.
Yovanovitch is expected to testify about her ouster, which another diplomat has called a
"smear" campaign against her by Trump allies.
The live public hearings by the House Intelligence Committee are being held to determine
whether Trump should be removed from office over his actions toward Ukraine.
The investigation centers on Trump's July 25 phone call when he asked the new Ukraine
president for a favor - to investigate Democrats and potential 2020 rival Joe Biden - as the
White House was withholding military aid to the Eastern European nation.
Yovanovitch and others have described Rudy Giuliani, Trump's personal lawyer, as leading
what one called an "irregular channel" outside the diplomatic mainstream of U.S.-Ukraine
relations.

8:35a.m.
The former U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine has arrived on Capitol Hill to testify in the Trump
impeachment inquiry.
Marie Yovanovitch is the witness for the second day of public hearings. She's expected to tell
lawmakers about her sudden ouster as President Donald Trump recalled the career
ambassador back to the United States.
Other diplomats testifying in the investigation have defended Yovanovitch, saying she was the
target of "smear" campaign by the president's allies. She has served both Democratic and
Republican presidents.
The rare impeachment inquiry is focused on Trump's actions toward Ukraine. Democrats say
it amounts to bribery, as the president withheld military aid to Ukraine while he pushed the
country to investigate rival Democrats, including Joe Biden.
https://apnews.com/2f420C456l 8b4 l 06b6fa74 l 9a3J75b8ef 12/20/2019 2:00: 35 PM]
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Trump calls the probe a hoax and says he did nothing wrong.

12:15

a.m.

The House will hear from a singular witness Friday in the Trump impeachment hearings:
Marie Yovanovitch, the former U.S. ambassador to Ukraine who was targeted by the
president's allies in a "smear" campaign now central to the probe.
The career diplomat, who served both Republican and Democratic presidents, is expected to
relay her striking story of being suddenly recalled by Donald Trump and told to "watch my
back" It was all part of a swiftly developing series of events that sounded alarms about the
White House's shadow foreign policy.

Friday is the second day of public hearings to consider removing America's 45th president.
Democrats and Republicans are hardening their messages to voters as they try to sway voter
opinion amid a deeply polarized public.
The House will hear from a singular witness Friday in the Trump impeachment hearings:
Marie Yovanovitch, the former U.S. ambassador to Ukraine who was targeted by the
president's allies in a "smear" campaign now central to the inquiry.

h1tps://apnc\\s.com/2f4200456l 8b4106b6fa7419a3d75b8c[l2/20/2019 2·00:35 PT'vfl
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Director of National Intelligence Dan Coats: 'Look at
the Actions of the Russian State, Not Putin's
Pronouncements'
Transcript

International Organizations

Politics & Diglomaqy:

United States and Canada

Russian President Vladimir Putin's actions "demonstrate that he seeks to sow divisions within and between those in the
West who adhere to democratic norms," Director of National Intelligence Dan Coats said at a meeting co-hosted by the
Atlantic Council In Normandy, France, on June 8. (Reuters/Leah Millis)

https://www. atla nticco unci I. org/commenta ry/tra nscript/directo r-o f-nationa I-inte Uige nce-da n-coats-!ook-at-the-actions-of-the-russia n-state-not-putin-s-pr. . .
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Remarks as prepared for delivery by
The Honorable Dan Coats
Director of National Intelligence
Tocqueville Conversation
Friday, June 8, 2018
Normandy, France
Good evening, and sincere thanks to the Atlantic Council, Le Figaro, and the Tocqueville
Foundation for organizing this important conversation about Democracy in the West.
I enjoyed catching up with Atlantic council board member and a long-time friend Ambassador
Boyden Gray and the Atlantic Council's Executive Vice President Damon Wilson just a few
minutes ago.
Jeff Gedmin and I were also able to spend a few minutes together - both of us were
previously posted in Berlin.
Last but certainly not least I would like to acknowledge former U.S. Ambassador to France
and my close friend Craig Stapleton, who is here tonight. Craig, a member of the board of
directors for the Tocqueville foundation is the reason I am here.
So if you don't like or agree with my remarks today, you can blame Craig.
There is no better venue to address the issue of democracy in the West than here in
Normandy.
Duty prevented me from attending the D-Day ceremony, where Allied forces landed on the
nearby beaches to liberate the continent. It was on this ground, in those uncertain days,
https://www.at!anticcouncil.org/commentary/transcript/director-of-natlonal-inte!llgence-dan-coats--!ook-at-the-act!ons-of-the-russian-state-not-putin-s-pr...
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where decisive action was required and blood was shed to protect our threatened
democracies.
And a century before that, Normandy was home to the famed 19th century French philosopher
of democracy in America.
The writings of Alexis De Tocqueville and the on-going work of the Tocqueville foundation has
helped generations of Americans better understand the American political experiment.
As a stranger in a strange land, his insights on US society, culture, politics, and institutions still
strike contemporary readers as prescient and powerful.
For the rest of the world-including his fellow French citizens-his work still provides an early
warning of the challenges and opportunities offered by the growth of democracy and political
equality.
I can't help but wonder what Tocqueville would assess if he returned to America today?
To be sure, he would see a democracy that is messy and flawed. As Winston Churchill said,
"Democracy is the worst form of government, except for all those others that have been tried
from time to time."
But Tocqueville would also see that our democratic experiment has endured many challenges,
not least of which include a civil war, two world wars, a cold war, numerous regional conflicts,
terrorist attacks, and foreign efforts to undermine our democratic process.
Together we have successfully met these challenges at great cost of lives and treasure.
My purpose at this conference is to explore how we can continue and strengthen our
democracies to ensure they endure for future generations.
I'll approach this question through the lens of my role as the leader of the U.S. Intelligence
Community.
In my current position, my responsibility is to focus on foreign threats to our democracy - and
refrain from commenting on politics in the U.S. It is not pretty.
Frankly, I welcome this limitation. As a former U.S. Senator and member of the House of
Representatives, I am acutely aware of the current state of U.S. politics.
So in the context of my current position, I'll offer my perspective on two topics:
One is the foundational role of intelligence in understanding the foreign threats to our
democracies - and I'll talk particularly about the threat from Russia.
And the second is the importance of enduring relationships and information-sharing with our
European allies in the face of these threats.
As I see every day in our intelligence reports, we live in a time of uncertainty, turmoil and peril
for western democracies.
From Russia's renewed aggression, to China's global ambitions, to the persistent threat of
terrorism, democracy and faith in our national institutions are under assault.
https://www.atlantlccouncil.org/commentary/transcrlpt/director-of-natlonal-lnte!Hgence-dan-coats-!ook-at-the-actions-of-the-russian-state-not-putin-s-pr...
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In addressing these threats, our role in the Intelligence Community is to gain understanding of
these threats and provide essential insights to our policymakers.
It requires that we produce objective, unvarnished, non-political assessments.
And it requires that we tune out the daily political controversies and maintain focus on current
challenges and the looming threats on the horizon.
In our business, we must adhere to the very foundational basis for intelligence agencies.
By that I mean we must seek and speak the truth, offer facts and assessments based on facts,
but not opinions.
I consistently remind our workforce to remain focused on the mission, regardless of the
political environment.
While our work is largely a human endeavor and therefore can be flawed, we strive to be
seekers of the truth - to understand the world as it is, rather than how we would like it to be.
At our best, we help to frame debates, set the parameters for discussions, and present a core
set of facts and assessments, all of which serves as the basis for our leaders to make informed
decisions.
This is our goal - an aspiration made all the more important by today's cacophony of voices
and opinions.
Our assessments aren't always popular, or what our policy makers had hoped to hear, but
these clear-eyed assessments are necessary - as Tocqueville might have put it - to help
"educate democracy."
And they are necessary to help the US and our allies navigate what is the most complex,
volatile, and challenging threat environment since World War II.
Among these threats, we are particularly concerned by external actors working to exacerbate
existing social divides in our countries and undermine our democratic order.
Some-particularly Russia-have pursued and will pursue even more aggressive cyber-attacks
and disinformation campaigns with the intent of degrading our democratic values and
weakening our alliances.
While I'm on the topic of Russian malign activity, I'd like to take a second to speak some truth
with regards to Russia's behavior.
And by behavior, I mean their actions .... not their words.
In 2016, Russia conducted an unprecedented influence campaign to interfere in the US
electoral and political process.
It is 2018, and we continue to see Russian targeting of American society in ways that could
affect our midterm elections.

https:!/www.atlanticcouncil.org/commentary/transcriptfdirector-of-national-lnte!llgence-dan-coats--look-at-the-actions-of-the-russian-state-not-putin-s-pr...
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Last year, in France, Russian actors conducted hack and release campaigns against President
Macron during the French elections.
Last year, Russia conducted similar operations against German and Norwegian political
candidates in an effort to undermine politicians critical of Russia.
Last year, Russian actors attempted to exploit divisions in Spain over Catalonia in an effort to
weaken the Spanish government.
Last year, the Russian military attacked Ukraine with a disruptive cyber-attack... that affected
thousands of computer users and cost billions of dollars in damages worldwide. It was the
most damaging cyber attack to date.
And, just three months ago, Russian agents attempted to kill two people in the UK using a
nerve agent - endangering the lives of hundreds of innocent people nearby, including
children.
Vladimir Putin says he wants a united and prosperous Europe because it is Russia's biggest
trade and economic partner, yet all one needs to do is look at the actions of the Russian state,
not Putin's pronouncements.
Invading Ukraine, seizing Crimea, attacking individuals in the UK with nerve agent, conducting
cyber-attacks against multiple EU countries, and undermining the energy resources of Eastern
European countries do not strike me as unifying actions.
I could go on ... but I think my point is obvious.
These Russian actions are purposeful and premeditated and they represent an all-out assault,
by Vladimir Putin, on the rule of law, Western ideals and democratic norms.
His actions demonstrate that he seeks to sow divisions within and between those in the West
who adhere to democratic norms.
This should not be a surprise. President Putin openly acknowledges that his experience in the
KGB has established his approach to politics.
Perhaps that is why he thrives in an environment of cynicism, lies, and misdirection.
He arrests those who dare to run against him in elections and then celebrates when he
receives 76% of the popular vote.
The facts and international law are clear and hard to refute. Which is why the Kremlin resorts
to accusations of "Russophobia" and lies when we hold the Russian government accountable
for their actions.
These accusations hold no weight and reflect the old legal saying, "When the facts are your
side, pound the facts. When the law is on your side, pound the law. When neither the facts nor
the law is on your side, pound the table."
In the face of this common threat, our history of relationships with our democratic allies in
Europe bears particular importance.
Our ties are longstanding and durable.
https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/commentary/transcript/director-of-national-lnte!!igence-dan-coats-look-at-the-actions-of-the-russian-state-not-putin-s-pr...
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They are forged over time and distance, through common purpose and shared sacrifice.
And our ability to share information, knowledge, and insights about common threats is a
foundational pillar of our collective intelligence capabilities, and it would be na'ive to think that
these threats will dissipate.
And so our cooperation against these threats is a challenge that together we must engage in.
Of course, our relationships will inevitably ebb and flow.
We will have differences over policies. We always have, but our overarching relationships have
endured.
I arrived in Germany in September of 2001 and my 2 nd day on the job as the U.S. Ambassador
was September 11th , 2001.
In the days and months that followed that fateful day we developed a remarkable partnership
with the Germans in our joint efforts against terrorism.
During that same time period though, the U.S. relationship with France soured to the point that
US Embassies in Europe received guidance from Washington that we were to stop serving
French wine.
This wasn't a big problem for our Embassy in Berlin - our wine cellar was stocked with
German and American wine.
But I called our then Ambassador in France - Howard Leach - to see how they were faring
with this State Department requirement.
He reported they too had received the instructions from Washington.
He assured me that they were honoring the guidance to get rid of their stock of French wine ...
one bottle at a time.
Almost twenty years later, those differences are memories of the past.
And we now see the center of gravity in Europe shifting toward France.
President Macron is clearly taking a more assertive role in addressing European and global
challenges.
And our intelligence cooperation with the French is quite strong and hopefully will continue to
grow.
One of the benefits of this trip is the opportunity I have to visit with and strengthen ties to my
intelligence and security counterparts here in France.
Meanwhile, as a former Ambassador to Germany, I'm personally disappointed to see that
Germany - the country most capable of providing strength and resources to Europe - isn't
punching up to its weight.

https://Www.atlanticcouncil.org/commentary/transcript/director-of-national-lnte!ligence-dan-coats-look-at-the-actions-of-the-russian-state-not-putin-s-pr...

AB

39-405

6/8

01/18/2020

120
1/112020

Director of National Intelligence Dan Coats: 'Look at the Actions of the Russian State, Not Putin's Pronouncements' - Atlantic Council

Our expectation is that our partners will join us in countering malign aggression and global
threats.
In doing so, they are not taking a political stand, but a stand to guard and sustain our security
and democratic values.
True cooperation requires that we all contribute our fair share of our unique expertise,
capabilities, and resources because the threats we are facing are simply too complex to tackle
alone.
Recognizing that the United States cannot be the sole global security guarantor.
On this point it should be noted that we have appreciated President Macron's willingness to
take a greater role in global and regional security issues.
Cooperation also requires that we see beyond the ebb and flow of policy disputes, and
maintain our steady collaboration on vital security interests.
In this sense, we must support European institutions, like NATO, that are both the target and
deterrent to malign aggression.
I've been an enthusiastic supporter of the new NATO intelligence division under the
leadership of my German friend Arndt Freitag von Loringhoven.
This newly established intelligence arm of NATO creates a mechanism to coordinate and
integrate intelligence among member states.
This is similar to the approach we have taken in the United States to integrate the 17 elements
our Intelligence Community.
In doing so, we bring to life Aristotle's dictum that the whole is greater than the sum of the
parts.
The Russian threat in particular has awakened Europe to the need to reinvigorate NATO and
bolster our collective defenses.
Allow me to repeat this again ...
The Russians are actively seeking to divide our Alliance, and we must not allow that to
happen.
And so I call on all of our allies to carry their share of the burden and shared responsibility we
have to address the challenge of our time.
As I conclude, let me acknowledge that I know that governing a democracy is complex and
difficult.
After all, I served in the U.S. Congress for most of my career with a front row seat to the
difficulty of legislating in a toxic public environment.
But I urge us all to look beyond the day-to-day headlines, individual policy differences, and the
fractious politics in our countries.
https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/commentary/transcrlpt/director-of-national-lnte!llgence-dan-coats-!ook-at-the-actions-of-the-russian-state-not-putin-s-pr...
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And remain focused on the long-term trajectory of the threats we face and the cooperation we
need to address those threats.
Seventy-four years ago, our forefathers fought, bled, and sacrificed their lives to free a
continent from fascism.
Today, we honor that sacrifice by recommitting ourselves to the democratic values that
Tocqueville articulated.
Standing together in defense of the democratic order should be and must be our number one
priority.
We owe this to our forefathers, to those who lie below the thousands of white marble crosses
in military cemeteries in Europe, America, and around the world, and to our public today, and
finally to all those that will inherit the foundational values of democracy, life, liberty and the
pursuit of happiness.
Thank you.

https;//www.atlanticcouncil.org/commentary/transcrlpt/director-of-natlonal-lnte!llgence-dan-coats-!ook-at-the-actions-of-the-russian-state-not-putin-s-pr...
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Trump denies discussing Ukraine investigations with Sondland
in July phone call
During a press conference with Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan on Wednesday,
President Trump said he knows nothing about an alleged July 26 phone call with EU
Ambassador Gordon Sondland in which he is reported to have asked about the status of
Ukrainian investigations he sought into the Bidens and the 2016 election.

https://www.axios.com/trump-denies-ukraine-investlgation-sondland-6063f555-2629-4f99-b2f9-fd38739c0548.htm!
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r'I lmow nothing.about that. First time I've heard it The one thing I've seen that Sandland said is
J11iat he did speak with me with for a brief moment and I said 'no quid pro quo under
Jany circumstances.' And that's true. But I've never heard this. In any event, it is more secondhand

!information, but I've never heard it"
- President Trump

Why it matters: In the first public impeachment hearing on Wednesday, acting U.S. Ambassador
to Ukraine Bill Taylor revealed that he had been informed of the new revelation by a staff
member last Friday.
• The staff member, which has since been confirmed to be David Holmes, told Taylor that he
overheard Trump discuss "the investigations" in Ukraine with Sandland the day after
Trump's July 25 call with Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky.
Sandland later told Holmes that Trump cared more about "the investigations of Eiden" than
Ukraine itself, according to Taylor.
Holmes has been called by House investigators to testify behind dosed doors on Friday.

The

The new detail suggests that Trump was more personally involved in Sandland

and other U.S. officials' efforts to get Ukraine to announce these investigations, which have been
condemned by Democrats and many of the impeachment witnesses as political.
Go deeper: Highlights from the impeachment hearing

TRUMP-UKRAINE INVESTIGATION>
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This photo released by the Iraqi Prime Minister's Press Office shows a burning vehicle at Baghdad
International Airport following an airstrike early today. Photo via AP

President Trump, after warning three days ago that Iran would pay "a very BIG PRICE,"
authorized a drone strike at Baghdad l nternational Airport that killed Iran's top general and
second most powerful official, Qasem Soleimani.
Why it matters: Soleimani had cost hundreds of American lives and was among the Middle

East's most feared powers. But Iran seems certain to respond, potentially further destabilizing
the world's most volatile region.
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Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu. Photo: Oded Balilty/Pool/AFP via Getty Images

Israeli officials say the country is bracing for possible Iranian retaliation after the U.S. killing of
Iranian general Qasem Soleirnani

and has started taking precautionary measures.

Why it matters: Some Iranian officials mentioned Israel as a "co-conspirator" in Soleimani's
death alongside the U.S. Israeli officials say Iran could retaliate against Israel as part of any
larger move against the U.S. by using their proxies in Syria, Lebanon and the Gaza Strip.
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U.S. manufacturing activity hits worst level since 2009
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Photo: Scott Olson/Getty Images

The Institute of Supply Management's index of manufacturing activity released Friday hit its
lowest level since the end of the Great Recession in December.

Why it matters: It shows worsening conditions for the U.S. manufacturing sector, which has
been in contraction for five straight months, and reignites concerns about the trade war's impact
on the economy. Stocks, already in the red after a U.S. airs trike killed a top Iranian general, fell to
the lowest levels of the day following the release of the data.
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Illustration: Sarah Grillo/Axios

CES, the annual January trade show in Las Vegas, is many things: a great place to catch up with
leaders from throughout the tech industry, a decent chance to spot broad trends and an
opportunity to hear stump speeches from big-name CE Os trying to get their companies seen as
tech leaders.
What it's not, though, is a place for the most important tech announcements of the year.
Companies like Apple, Google and Samsung prefer to launch key products in a less noisy
environment, at their own private events.
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Amazon and Big Tech can't escape climate pressure
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2020's first battle between Big Tech and climate activists is already here, and it won't be the

last.
Driving the news: Amazon Employees for Climate Justice (AECJ) yesterday alleged
management is trying to prevent employees from continuing to publicly criticize corporate
policies.
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Geopolitical risk storms back into oil markets

https://www.axios,com/trump-denies-ukraine-investigation-sondland-6063f555-2629-4f99-b2f9-fd38739c0548.html

AB

39-405

8113

01/18/2020

130
1/3/2020

Trump denies discussing Ukraine investigations with Sondland in July phone call -Axios

J\XIOS

Illustration: Sarah Grillo/Axios

Iran's response to the U.S. killing of Qasem Soleimani, a top Iranian military official, could target
oil infrastructure and transit in the Middle East, analysts say.
Driving the news: The airstrike in Iraq that killed Soleimani pushed prices sharply upward last
night and into this morning.
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Photo: Press Office of Iranian Supreme Leader/Anadolu Agency/Getty Images

Qasem Soleimani, the Iranian general killed in a U.S. airstrike in Iraq, was one of the Iranian
regime's most powerful figures

and the mastermind of its regional ambitions.

Why he mattered: As the leader of the elite Quds Force of the Islamic Revolutionary Guard

Corps (IRGC), Soleimani was as revered by Iran's proxies and supporters across the region as he
was reviled by Iran's foes, who considered him the mastermind of state-sponsored terrorism.
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Life in the U.S. is increasingly divided into two realities - one in which things have almost never

been better and another in which it's hard to imagine them being worse.
Driving the news: Bankruptcies led more companies to announce job cuts last year than at any
time in more than a decade, WSJ's Aisha Al-Muslim reports (subscription), citing data from
outplacement firm Challenger, Gray and Christmas.
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Pompeo says Soleimani strike disrupted "imminent" attack
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Secretary of State Mike Pompeo told CNN's "New Day" on Friday that the U.S. strike that killed
Iranian general Qasem Soleimani was meant to disrupt an "imminent" attack against Americans
in the Middle East.
c····----··--··---·······

················-·····-·-······----·-···----··--

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..

pt was the time to take this action so that we could disrupt this plot, deter further aggression from
IQasem So!eimani and the Iranian regime

as well as to attempt to de-escalate the situation. The

lrisk of doing nothing was enormous. The intelligence community made that assessment, and
/President Trump acted decisively last night"
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Sen. Bernie Sanders speaks Tuesday at Bernie's Big New Year's Bash, which drew 1,300 in Des Moines:
Photo: Kelsey Kremer/The Des Moines Register via Reuters

Sen. Bernie Sanders' $35 million fourth-quarter fundraising, which easily tops 2020 Democrats, is
a timely reminder that the socialist senator from Vermont is the single most consistently
popular and viable Democrat of the past half-decade.
matters: The media rarely treats Sanders, 78, with the seriousness warranted by his
sustained popularity and fundraising.
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Giuliani Ally Says $1 Million From Russia Was
Loan to Wife
By Christian Berthelsen
December 16, 2019, 12:16 PM EST
Updated on December 16, 2019, 2:15 PM EST

►

Prosecutors say Parnas was dishonest, want to revoke his bail

►

Parnas has pleaded not guilty to U.S. campaign finance charges

Lev Parnas, center, exits federal court with his wife Svetlana Parnas in New York, on Oct. 23. Photographer: Peter

Foley/Bloomberg

Lev Parnas, an associate of Rudy Giuliani indicted on U.S. campaign finance charges, said a $1
million transfer into his wife's bank account from Russia was the proceeds of a loan -- and not an
attempt to conceal his assets.
Federal prosecutors pointed to the transfer in a filing last week asking the judge to revoke
Parnas's bail because he misrepresented his financial resources when he was arrested. They said
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Parnas' wife, Svetlana, received $1 million from a bank account in Russia in September, the
month before Ukraine-born Parnas and business partner Igor Fruman were arrested as they
sought to leave the country.
Monday's filing by Parnas' lawyer said the $1 million didn't belong to Parnas but was a loan to
Svetlana for a term of 60 months at a 5% annual interest rate. It didn't say who made the loan.
Joseph Bondy, Parnas' lawyer, didn't respond to a voicemail message seeking additional
comment.
Parnas and Fruman are accused of working on behalf of one or more Ukrainian government
officials to seek the removal of then-U.S. ambassador to Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch. They have
pleaded not guilty to those and other charges.
The filing left much unexplained about the payment, including who provided it or what it was
for. Prosecutors said Svetlana Parnas is a stay-at-home mother with $210,000 in assets of cash
and jewelry, raising questions about why a lender would extend a $1 million loan to her.
Prosecutors accused Parnas of keeping money and assets in his wife's name to avoid creditors. A
hearing is scheduled Tuesday in federal court in Manhattan.
Read more about why Congress wants information from Parnas, Fruman
According to prosecutors, Parnas and Fruman used an unidentified Russian national as the
source of funds for political donations to curry favor with U.S. state and federal officials for their
support in launching a retail marijuana business. Prosecutors haven't said whether the same
Russian was the source of the payment. Parnas also had a role as an interpreter on the U.S.
defense team ofDmitry Firtash, a Ukrainian oligarch fighting extradition to the U.S. For that
work he was paid by the legal team, prosecutors have said.
The filing by Parnas' lawyer said he didn't mislead the authorities and that the financial records
were provided to the government. Those records also reflect a $200,000 payment from Svetlana
Parnas' account into an escrow account as a down payment on a $4.5 million home and
payments for private jet travel and other expenses.
The payment came the same month that Parnas and Fruman received the first of two requests
for documents from the congressional committees investigating the Trump administration's
actions in Ukraine. The pair initially refused to comply with the requests, and were arrested days
later on a jet bridge at Dulles International Airport as they sought to board a plane with one-way
tickets out of the country. Parnas' lawyer has subsequently said his client has reversed course
and notified Congress he's willing to provide documents and testimony.
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Giuliani Says Ukraine Efforts 'Solely' for
Trump's Legal Defense
By Jordan Fabian
November 6, 2019, 7:32 PM EST

►

Claim hurts White House argument he conducted foreign policy

►

Giuliani has said he was tapped by State Department on Ukraine

Rudy Giuliani Photographer: John Taggart/Bloomberg

Rudy Giuliani said his controversial work with Ukraine -- now at the center of the House
impeachment probe -- was done "solely as a defense attorney" for President Donald Trump,
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undercutting the administration's claims that the former mayor was advancing U.S. foreign
policy.
Giuliani's tweet on Wednesday offered one of his most direct statements thus far on the nature of
his work in Kyiv that has come under scrutiny in the impeachment inquiry. Lawmakers have
been interviewing current and former administration officials in efforts to clarify the nature of
Giuliani's interactions with U.S. and Ukrainian officials.
Secretary of State Michael Pompeo in an Oct. 20 interview with ABC News disputed the notion
that Giuliani had circumvented the State Department to conduct what Democrats have called a
shadow foreign policy. "Private citizens often are part of executing American foreign policy,"
Pompeo said.
And Giuliani had previously denied bypassing official diplomatic channels in dealing with the
government of Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskiy.
"Well, I wasn't operating on my own;' Giuliani said in a Sept. 26 interview with Fox News' Laura
Ingraham. "I went to meet Mr. Zelenskiy's aide at the request of the State Department. Fifteen
memos make that clear."
But former special envoy to Ukraine Kurt Volker said in House testimony that Giuliani's
assertions in media interviews that he was acting at the behest of the State Department were not
true. Volker said he arranged a meeting between Giuliani and top Zelenskiy adviser Andriy
Yermak, but that it was not at the administration's direction.
"He was saying that we were directing him and that he was acting on the behest of the State
Department to do things," Volker said. "Well, it's not the truth."
Earlier: Trump Impeachment Defense Erodes as Envoys Detail Giuliani Role
Gordon Sandland, Trump's ambassador to the European Union, described Giuliani's role in
ambiguous terms, saying that he discussed with Pompeo that the former New York City mayor
was simply "involved in affairs" related to Ukraine.
The secretary of State "rolled his eyes" and said it is something we have to deal with, according
to Sandland.
But Sandland also tried to distance himself and his office from Giuliani.

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

139
"Let me be clear: Mr. Giuliani does not work for me or for my mission, and I do not know what
official or unofficial role, if any, he has with the State Department," he said in his opening
statement. "To my knowledge, he is one of the president's personal lawyers."
Giuliani, who is under criminal investigation as part of work two of his associates did in Ukraine,
also said Wednesday that he had hired three lawyers, including Robert Costello, who specializes
in criminal litigation and municipal investigations.
Asked Oct. 25 whether he was concerned about the growing investigation into his personal
lawyer, Trump said: "I don't think so."
"I think Rudy is a great gentleman. He's been a great crime fighter. He looks for corruption
wherever he goes. Everybody understands Ukraine has big problems in that regard," Trump
said.
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Ukraine Prosecutor Says No Evidence of
Wrongdoing by Bidens
By DarY.na Krasnolutska, KaterY.!]a Choursina, and Ste12hanie Baker

May 16, 2019, 3,14 PM EDT
►

Hunter Eiden, Eurisma not targets, despite Giuliani's pleas

►

Long-running investigation said to focus on another Ukrainian

Joe and Hunter Biden Photographer: Nick Wass/AP Photo

Ukraine's prosecutor general said in an interview that he had no evidence of wrongdoing by U.S.
Democratic presidential candidate Joe Eiden or his son, despite a swirl of allegations by
President Donald Trump's lawyer.

https://www.bloomberg.com/news/artlc!es/2019-05-16/ukraine-prosecutor-says-no-evidence-of-wrongdoing-by-bidens
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The controversy stems from diplomatic actions by Eiden while his son, Hunter Eiden, sat on the
board ofBurisma Group, one of the country's biggest private gas companies. As vice president,
Eiden pursued an anti-corruption policy in Ukraine in 2016 that included a call for the
resignation of the country's top prosecutor who had previously investigated Burisma.
Yuriy Lutsenko, the current prosecutor general, said that neither Hunter Eiden nor Burisma
were now the focus of an investigation. He added, however, that he was planning to offer details
to U.S. Attorney General William Barr about Burisma board payments so American authorities
could check whether Hunter Eiden paid U.S. taxes on the income.
"I do not want Ukraine to again be the subject of U.S. presidential elections," Lutsenko said in an
interview Tuesday in his office in Kiev. "Hunter Eiden did not violate any Ukrainian laws -- at
least as of now, we do not see any wrongdoing. A company can pay however much it wants to its
board." He said if there is a tax problem, it's not in Ukraine.

Diverging Reports
The prosecutor laid out a more detailed explanation about what was under investigation by his
office after a flurry of diverging reports. While the prosecutor's office hasn't reopened a case
against Burisma, it is pursuing information about the company's owner in connection with a
long-running criminal investigation of another mogul who fled the country five years ago. That
matter concerns a transaction unrelated to Hunter Eiden, he volunteered.
In recent weeks, Rudy Giuliani, the president's personal lawyer, has said that Joe Eiden had a
conflict of interest when he pressed Ukraine's officials to crack down on corruption. Giuliani said
that Eiden could have been trying to help his son's business dealings and that Ukraine needs to
investigate.
Those comments have brought fresh scrutiny of Ukraine's prosecutors and whether they are
now investigating matters related to Burisma or taking other steps to curry favor with the U.S.
administration.
Back in March 2016, Eiden threatened to withhold $1 billion in loan guarantees if Ukraine failed
to address corruption and remove its Prosecutor General, Viktor Shokin, who soon after left
office amid widespread calls for his dismissal. Though Shokin had begun a probe into Burisma, it
was dormant when he departed, according to a former prosecutor.
"At the end of the day, Shokin submitted his own resignation," Lutsenko said.
https://www.b!oomberg.com/news/articles/2019-05-16/ukraine-prosecutor-says-no-evidence-of-wrongdoing-by-bidens
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See a video and transcript of Eiden discussing Ukraine here
Giuliani scrapped a planned trip to Ukraine this month to discuss the Eiden allegations and other
matters with Lutsenko and Ukrainian politicians after a report ...... in The New York Times
spurred criticism that he was seeking to harm a Democratic opponent. Critics said he appeared
to be enlisting a foreign government to investigate Trump's possible challenger in the 2020 U.S.
presidential election. Giuliani told Fox News that he believed the people around President-elect
Volodymyr Zelenskiy were "enemies" of Trump.

Yuriy Lutsenko Photographer: Sergei Supinsky/AFP via Getty Images

Addressing the controversy this week, Eiden called it a "personal attack" by Giuliani. "I can't
remember any lawyer representing the president, conferring with the president, deciding to go
overseas where a government that relies on U.S. largess to try to get them to do something that
everyone knows never happened;' Eiden said in an interview in New Hampshire posted Monday
on Twitter.
The Eidens declined to comment for this article. Giuliani didn't respond to a request for
comment.
https://www.b!oomberg.com/news/articles/2019-05-16/ukraine-prosecutor-says-no-evidence-of-wrongdoing-by-bidens
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Ukraine Prosecutor Says No Evidence of Wrongdoing

by Bidens - Bloomberg

From his office in Kiev, Lutsenko said Giuliani had extended an invitation to meet in New York
late last year. When the two finally met in January, they spoke over two days about the Ukrainian
political situation and the fight against corruption, he said. Giuliani asked him about
investigations into the owner of Burisma, Mykola Zlochevsky, as well as whether the U.S.
Ambassador to Ukraine, Marie Yovanovitch, was "not loyal to President Trump." The men met
again in February in Poland, where Giuliani gave a speech at an anti-Tehran rally on the sidelines
of a U.S. summit on Iran.
The ambassador to Ukraine, Yovanovitch, has been subject to political attacks as anti-Trump,
including a tweet by Donald Trump Jr. who called her a "joker." She is leaving Kiev within days,
ahead of her planned departure this summer. Lutsenko said he told Giuliani that his relationship
with the ambassador wasn't friendly enough for her to confide her opinions on Trump.
Read More: While Representing_.I:..Y.!..1.1.P, Giuliani Building Brand Around the World
Lutsenko said his prosecutors are now looking at Zlochevsky and dozens of other Ukrainians as
part of one of the country's biggest criminal investigations, which was begun in 2014. That
inquiry focuses on the activities of Serhiy Kurchenko, who owned a group of gas companies and
was a close associate of former President Viktor Yanukovych. Ukraine's prosecutor general has
accused Kurchenko of money laundering, tax evasion and theft of state assets.
After the Maidan revolution toppled Yanukovych in February 2014, Kurchenko fled Ukraine,
reportedly to Russia. The U.S. and the European Union imposed sanctions on Kurchenko, and
his assets were frozen. A lawyer for Kurchenko didn't immediately comment.
As part of the five-year-old inquiry, the prosecutor general's office has been looking at whether
Kurchenko's purchase of an oil storage terminal in southern Ukraine from Zlochevksy in
November 2013 helped Kurchenko launder money. Lutsenko said the transaction under scrutiny
came months before Hunter Eiden joined the Burisma board.
"Eiden was definitely not involved," Lutsenko said. "We do not have any grounds to think that
there was any wrongdoing starting from 2014!'
There is no additional investigation of Zlochevsky and Burisma, the prosecutor general said. A
separate case focusing on Zlochevsky's sale of the oil storage company should be opened in the
next month, he said, calling it a "small episode" in the bigger investigation.

https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2019-05-16/ukraine-prosecutor-says-no-evidence-of-wrongdoing-by-bidens
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by Bidens - Bloomberg

"As soon as a case will be separated against Zlochevsky, investigators will follow the procedure,"
Lutsenko said. "As far as I know he is outside Ukraine, so he will be first put on a wanted list,
then he will be put on an international wanted list. But for the time being, there is nothing in
that regard."

'Notice of Suspicion'
Prosecutors sent Zlochevsky a "notice of suspicion" and requested he appear for questioning as
part of the Kurchenko case, but he never showed up, Lutsenko said. Zlochevsky didn't respond
to requests for comment sent via Burisma, and his lawyer declined to comment.
The current probe "in no way" concerns Burisma, the prosecutor general emphasized.
Before he became prosecutor general in 2016, Lutsenko said, a probe into whether Burisma
misappropriated gas licenses was transferred to Ukraine's National Anti-Corruption Bureau of
Ukraine (NABU) and then closed. "I don't understand why NABU closed the cases;' he said.
This year, at the request of Ukrainian MPs, NABU reopened the gas license case. The matter
concerns licenses granted to Burisma when Zlochevsky was Minister of Ecology and Natural
Resources and predates Hunter Biden's time on the board.
Zlochevsky's sale of the oil storage business to Kurchenko was part of a probe by the U.IZ:s
Serious Fraud Office started in 2014, only to be dropped after Ukrainian prosecutors failed to
provide information to support the case and closed their own investigation into the matter.
Another probe into unpaid taxes by Burisma was settled in 2016.
"All cases against Burisma were closed," Lutsenko said. "I do not see any wrongdoings of any
foreigners who worked for Burisma in Ukraine:'
Lutsenko's future as prosecutor general-- a job he says he'd_like to keep -- is uncertain. Zelenskiy,
Ukraine's new president, is due to be sworn in on May 20 and has vowed to name a new
prosecutor general.
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STATEMENT OF JOHN R. BOLTON
boltonpac.com/2020/01/statement-of-john-r-bolton/
January 6. 2020

During the present impeachment controversy, I have tried to meet my obligations both as a citizen
and as former National Security Advisor. My colleague, Dr. Charles Kupperman, faced with a House
committee subpoena on the one hand, and a Presidential directive not to testify on the other, sought
final resolution of this Constitutional conflict from the Federal judiciary. After my counsel informed the
House committee that I too would seek judicial resolution of these Constitutional issues, the
committee chose not to subpoena me. Nevertheless, I publicly resolved to be guided by the outcome
of Dr. Kupperman's case.
But both the President and the House of Representatives opposed his effort on jurisdictional
grounds, and each other on the merits. The House committee went so far as to withdraw its
subpoena to Dr. Kupperman in a deliberate attempt to moot the case and deprive the court of
jurisdiction. Judge Richard Leon, in a carefully reasoned opinion on December 30, held Dr.
Kupperman's case to be moot, and therefore did not reach the separation-of-powers issues.
The House has concluded its Constitutional responsibility by adopting Articles of Impeachment
related to the Ukraine matter. It now falls to the Senate to fulfill its Constitutional obligation to try
impeachments, and it does not appear possible that a final judicial resolution of the still-unanswered
Constitutional questions can be obtained before the Senate acts.
Accordingly, since my testimony is once again at issue, I have had to resolve the serious competing
issues as best I could, based on careful consideration and study. I have concluded that, if the Senate
issues a subpoena for my testimony, I am prepared to testify.
For More Updates, Follow Ambassador John Bolton on Twitter: https://twitter.com/AmbJohnBolton
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There's a huge loophole in the GOP's claim that Trump's sale of
Javelin missiles to Ukraine shows his support for the country
busi nessinsider.com/repu blicans-leaving-out-key-detail-tru mp-javeli n-sa le-to-u kraine-2019-11
John Haltiwanger 2019-11-22T14:34 00Z

Republicans involved in the impeachment inquiry have repeatedly touted the Trump administration's
sale of anti-tank missiles to Ukraine as evidence the president is supportive of the country against
Russian aggression, but they've left out key details in the process.
Under the rules of the sale, the Javelin missiles have to be stored in western Ukraine, which is far
from the frontlines of the ongoing conflict in the eastern part of the country (the Donbas region)
against pro-Russia separatists.
In short, the Javelins were essentially provided to Ukraine under the condition that they not be used
in the conflict zone.
Accordingly, the Javelins have yet to be used in the fighting, though US personnel are training some
Ukrainian forces how to use them against tanks.

'They've had symbolic and psychological impact'
Experts on Ukraine have offered mixed reviews on the impact of the US-provided anti-tank missiles,
but largely seem to agree they serve as a deterrent against Russia.
Charles Kupchan, former director for European affairs on the National Security Council in the Obama
administration, recently told Slate that the missiles "have not been deployed anywhere near the
battlefront."
Kupchan added: "They've had symbolic and psychological impact."
Meanwhile, David Holmes, a top staffer at the US embassy in Ukraine and witness in the
impeachment inquiry, told House investigators on Thursday that the Javelins provide an "important
strategic deterrent." He added that the weapons are "not actively employed in combat operations
right now."

The Javelin missiles were mentioned in a phone call at the center of
the impeachment inquiry.
Javelins were mentioned in the July 25 phone call between President Donald Trump and Ukrainian
President Volodymyr Zelensky that led to a whistleblower complaint and spiraled into an
impeachment inquiry, and they've repeatedly come up in the public impeachment hearings. During
the call, Trump urged Zelensky to launch investigations into his political rivals
Vice President Joe Biden.
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At the time, Trump had placed roughly $400 million of congressionally-approved security assistance
to Ukraine on hold, and the president is accused of dangling the aid over Zelensky as part of a broad
scheme to pressure him into launching the investigations. The aid was ultimately released on
September 11, less than a week after three House committees launched investigations into his
administration's efforts to pressure Ukraine to help his reelection camapgin.
As the impeachment inquiry has escalated, Trump has faced harsh criticism for freezing the security
assistance, and allegations of risking both US and Ukrainian national security for personal gain.
But Republican lawmakers like Rep. Elise Stefanik of New York have pointed to Trump's sale of the
missiles to Ukraine to counter the narrative that Trump places his personal political agenda above
national security concerns.
Republican National Committee chairwoman Ronna McDaniel tweeted a clip of one such exchange
in defense of the president.
Trump, however, was reluctant to sell the missiles to Ukraine and did so only after he was persuaded
it would be good for US business, current and former officials familiar with the decision told Foreign
Policy.
The Trump administration first approved the sale of Javelins to Ukraine in December 2017. The sale
was competed in March 2018, when the State Department announced it would sell Ukraine 210
Javelin anti-tank missiles and 37 launchers worth $47 million. The State Department approved an
additional sale of the anti-tank missiles to Ukraine in October.
The Obama administration provided assistance to Ukraine as well, but would only offer non-lethal aid
for fear of exacerbating the conflict and tensions with the Kremlin. There were also concerns that the
anti-tank missiles could fall into the wrong hands.
The nonlethal aid provided to Ukraine under former President Barack Obama included US personnel
to train Ukrainian forces, Humvees, night-vision goggles, advanced radar, patrol boats, body armor,
and humanitarian assistance.
Olga Oliker, the director for Europe and Central Asia at the International Crisis Group, recently told
Foreign Policy that nonlethal aid is actually considered more helpful than the Javelins, even as
Ukrainian officials have celebrated their arrival.
"While generals and politicians in Kyiv played up the Javelins, in my own experience, soldiers in the
field talked more about getting insufficient quantities of the nonlethal aid that they really needed secure communications, armored vehicles, counterbattery radars," Oliker said.

'Even as we sit here today, the Russians are attacking Ukrainian
soldiers'
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Witnesses in the impeachment inquiry, including the current top diplomat to Ukraine, Bill Taylor, have
underscored the importance of US assistance to Ukraine in thwarting Russia. Taylor was on the
frontlines of the conflict less than a week before his public testimony to House investigators earlier
this month.
In his testimony, Taylor said: "Even as we sit here today, the Russians are attacking Ukrainian
soldiers in their own country and have been for the last four years. I saw this on the front line last
week; the day I was there a Ukrainian soldier was killed and four were wounded."
Taylor added: "The security assistance we provide is crucial to Ukraine's defense and to the
that we
protection of the soldiers I met last week. It demonstrates to Ukrainians- and Russians
are Ukraine's reliable strategic partner. It is clearly in our national interest to deter further Russian
aggression."
The Ukraine conflict began in 2014 and has led to roughly 13,000 deaths and displaced roughly 1.5
million people.

NOW WATCH:
More: javelin Trump impeachment Ukraine Russia
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Robert Mueller's Secret Memos, Part 3: The Documents The
Justice Department Didn't Want Congress To See

-

-

-

BuzzFeed News has obtained some of the most important and highly sought-after
documents from special counsel Robert Mueller's investigation: summaries of FBI interviews
with key White House officials.
[Read the documents here. Some key takeaways are below.]

The 356 pages of documents, obtained through a Freedom of Information Act lawsuit, were
the subject of a protracted legal dispute between the Justice Department and the House
Judiciary Committee, which sought them over the summer as part of its impeachment
inquiry. The committee had requested access to an unredacted copy of the Mueller report,
grand jury testimony from the investigation, and the FBl's summaries of 33 interviews.
Justice Department officials resisted, claiming the impeachment inquiry does not entitle the
panel to see those records. A federal judge disagreed, ruling in October that "DOJ is wrong"
and that the White House and the Justice Department were "openly stonewalling" the
committee.
In the documents released Thursday, the FBI and Justice Department withheld vast swaths
of information under a number of FOIA exemptions - including one that says the
disclosure of information would interfere with ongoing investigations. They also withheld
information from these records claiming disclosure would threaten national security.
The documents also include a 31-page interview that is completely redacted name of the person who was interviewed.

including the
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[Make more work like this possible: Become a BuzzFeed News member today.I
Snippets of some of the interview summaries, known as 302s, are sprinkled throughout the
Mueller report, including the disclosure that Sanders admitted to FBI agents that she lied to
the media when she said during a May 2017 press briefing that "countless members of the
FBI" had lost faith in former FBI director James Corney.
Mueller's 448-page report was the most hotly anticipated prosecutorial document in a
generation, laying out the evidence of Russia's interference in the 2016 election and the
Trump administration's efforts to obstruct the inquiry. But it reflected only a tiny fraction of
the primary-source documents that the government amassed over the course of its twoyear investigation.

[We want your help! If you see something in these memos, you can email reporter Jason Leopold
at jason.leopold@buzzfeed.com or reach us securely at tips.buzzfeed.com.J
Last May BuzzFeed News, and later CNN, sued the FBI and Justice Department to gain
access to the tens of thousands of pages of summaries of the roughly 800 or so interviews
FBI agents conducted during the course of Mueller's two-year probe.
The Justice Department turned over the first batch of documents from Mueller's cache in
November 2019 and another batch last month. It is under court order to produce at least
500 pages every month.
In an effort to speed up the release of the documents, Judge Reggie Walton ordered the
government, with this third installment, to turn over only the typewritten portions of the
interview summaries, leaving the FBI agents' handwritten notes as well as emails, letters,
and other evidence from the individual files of the witnesses to be processed and released
to us at a later time.
The interview summaries are just the beginning. BuzzFeed News is pursuing five separate
lawsuits to pry loose all the subpoenas and search warrants that Mueller's team executed,
as well as all emails, memos, letters, talking points, legal opinions, and financial records it
generated. In short, we asked for all communications of any kind that passed through the
special counsel's office. We also requested all the documents that would reveal the
discussions among Attorney General Bill Barr, former deputy attorney general Rod
Rosenstein, and other high-ranking officials about whether to charge Trump with
obstruction.
In response, Justice Department lawyers claimed the volume of records requested could
total 18 billion pages and take centuries to produce.

Some takeaways from the documents:
2/18
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New details about Stephen Miller's involvement in drafting a letter firing Comey
Stephen Miller's FBI interview summary offers considerable narrative detail about an
eventful visit at the Trump country club in Bedminster, New Jersey.
Miller was at dinner with Trump on Friday night, May 5, 2017.Jared Kushner was there.
According to Miller's recollections, Trump told people at the table that he wanted to fire
James Corney, one of the key events during the FBl's Russia investigation that Mueller
investigated as part of the obstruction portion of his probe. Trump said he needed a "well
honed" letter to explain it - and that he already had a "great concept" to make the
announcement. The reasons are redacted.
Trump dictated some thoughts to Miller, who then went to the room where he was staying
and began doing his own research on the matter. He put "his own best thoughts" together.
When FBI agents later showed Miller a copy of the letter, he told them that it appeared that
Trump had left handwritten edits on the document - although the agents pointed to
particular notes that appeared to be Miller's writing.
"Miller could not specifically recall the details of the editing process," he said.
Trump said the letter should open by stating that he himself was not under investigation, in
order to "disqualify" the firing being related to the inquiry. The letter said that the
investigation was "fabricated." The president wanted to say that Corney was in a "review
period."
Trump met with Miller, chief of staff Reince Priebus, White House lawyer Don McGahn, and
one or two other officials on May 7, 2017. Miller recalled that Trump announced: "I'm going
to read you a letter. Don't talk me out of this. I've made my decision."
McGahn said the Department of Justice was already doing a review of Corney and that the
next step would be for him to meet with Justice officials. The next day, Miller was told to use
a letter by then-Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosenstein rather than the one crafted at
Bedminster. McGahn preferred that the president strike the references to his not being
under investigation, but Trump overruled him.
Relevant documents on pages 28-34. From page 29:
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FBI

K.T. McFarland talked to the FBI under an agreement generally given to people under
criminal investigation
A summary of a December 2017 interview with K.T. McFarland, who served as deputy
national security adviser under Michael Flynn earlier that year, reveals that she provided
information to the special counsel's office under a proffer agreement. Generally,
prosecutors offer proffer agreements to people who are under investigation to allow them
to speak without fear that what they say will be used against them later. McFarland was first
interviewed by the FBI that summer but reportedly revised her statement after it was
contradicted by Flynn's guilty plea.
Later in her December interview, McFarland recounted events from February 2017, when
she was told to resign but offered a job as ambassador to Singapore. There was something
the president wanted her to do, though: write an email saying that "the President never
directed Flynn to call the Russians about sanctions." However, a lawyer at the National
Security Council told her "it was a bad idea ... because it was awkward and looked like a quid
pro quo situation." Instead, she wrote "a contemporaneous 'Memorandum for the Record'
[ ...] because she was concerned by the President's request," according to the Mueller
report.
4/18
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BuzzFeed News has reached out to McFarland for comment.

Relevant documents begin on page 86:
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Conspiracy theorist Jerome Corsi told the FBI "he had been lying to himself to believe
his own cover story"

The conspiracy theorist and Roger Stone associate Jerome Corsi told investigators that his
interviews as part of the Mueller investigation made him realize he had been lying to
himself "to protect his own cover story."
Corsi came under investigation for his communications with Roger Stone about Wikileaks
and, specifically, the release of stolen documents from Hillary Clinton's presidential
campaign.
"The Special Counsel's office interview was the first time he came to terms with the truth,"
his 302 says. "He had been lying to himself to believe his own cover story. Corsi apologized it
had taken him so long to come to terms with the truth. He needed to admit to himself that
he was lying."
The redacted interview summary does not give a clear answer as to what Corsi meant when
he said he was "lying."
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Following these interviews, Corsi leaked what he claimed was a proposed plea agreement
prepared by the special counsel in which he would plead guilty to one count of perjury. He
claimed that he did not mean to perjure himself, but misremembered details because of his
age.
However, according to the FBI interview summary, Corsi told agents he "did not remember a
lot of what he had been shown to him the previous day and realized the way he wanted to
remember things was not actually how things happened."
Corsi is best known for advancing the false "birther" conspiracy theory against former
president Barack Obama and, according to the summaries of his FBI interviews, he "often"
talked with Trump about these theories before Obama released his birth certificate in 2011.
Corsi worked for lnfowars, run by Alex Jones, for a period of time as the head of its DC
bureau.
Corsi did not immediately return a request for comment.
Relevant document on page 328:
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Michael Cohen googled the number to the Kremlin - then tried to set up a PutinTrump meeting

6118

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

155
In an interview with FBI agents and investigators from Mueller's team on Nov. 12, 2018,
Trump's personal attorney Michael Cohen described in detail how he had tried to arrange a
meeting between Trump and Putin at Trump Tower in New York following the United
Nations General Assembly in 2015, according to his interview summary with the FBI.
"Cohen recalled that in 2015, the news reported that [former President Barack] Obama
refused to meet with [Russian President Vladimir] Putin at UNGA [United Nations General
Assembly]. Trump said it was stupid of Obama to say that," the interview summary said,
noting that Trump had said many times he thought he would get along with Putin. "After
Trump's comment, Cohen told him that if Trump wanted, Cohen could reach out to Putin's
office and try to arrange a meeting between the two of them. Cohen suggested it would be
funny for the two men to meet at Trump Tower and have a burger. Trump agreed it was a
good idea, and would be funny, and to go ahead and reach out."
Cohen then went on Sean Hannity's Fox News show and said Trump might meet Putin.
Trump asked Cohen "a handful of times for updates" about it. But it appears Cohen had no
idea how to reach anyone at the Kremlin. He told the FBI he conducted a Google search for
a phone number there.
"Cohen called the Kremlin and spoke to a woman about the idea of Putin and Trump
meeting. The woman that answered said she would speak to a supervisor and get back to
him She mentioned the name Sergei Ivanov and said he should reach out to Ambassador
[Sergey] Kislyak," the interview summary said. "Cohen asked for the woman's email address
and sent his contact information to her by sending her an email with his signature block."
But Cohen never heard back. So he dialed the number and spoke to the same woman
again, about two or three days before Putin was due to arrive in New York for the United
Nations General Assembly.
''The woman told him it would not follow protocol for Putin to meet with Trump, and Cohen
relayed that message to Trump."

Relevant documents on pages 124-125. From page 125:
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(U} Interview of Michael Cohen
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After that conversation, Cohe,n went on .Hannity's show and said publicly

that Trump may meet with Putin. After Cohen went on Hannity•s show, Trump
asked a handful of times for updates.

Cohan did a goo,;ila saareh for a phone number and called it from his
office, but he was not sure if he used his office phone or his cell phone.
Cohen called the Kremlin and spoke to a woman about the idea of Putin and
Trump me~ting~ Th~ woman th&t answ~r@d said she would speak to a

supervisor- and get back to him .. She mentioned the name Sergei Ivanov -and
said he should reach out to Arn,bassador Kislyak~ Cohen asked for the

woman's email address and sent his contact information to her by sending
her an email with his signature block. Cohen recalled her email address
had ~ru at the end, but was not sure if it was gov~ru~

When he did not hear back after Chat first call, Cohen 1:'l!ached out again,
using the same number, and spoke to the sa:me woman? He thought the second
call was two or three days before Putin was supposed to arrive for UNGA.
The woman told him it would not follow protocol for Putin to meet with
Trump, and Cohen relayed that message to Trump,.

Cohen was shown documents reflecting telephone calls fr""' his cell phone
number, ,__ _ _ _ _., to the telephone numbers and dates of connection

listed below. Cohen was also provided an opportunity to review his
t~lephone contacts for the numbers~

11/17/2015: ,___ _ _ _ _ _~

1/6/2016:..__ _ _ _ _...
6/9/2011:,___ _ _ _ ___.

After reviewing his telephone directory# Coh~n stated none of the nt.J1nbers
were in his contacts and he did not know who the calls: were to~
Cohen affirmed that it was ralse when he previously said he never

di$CUSSed the idea cf the Putin lunch with Tromp.

FBI

Cohen said Putin sent Trump a letter about the 2013 Miss Universe pageant near
Moscow - Trump was unhappy about the ratings

Cohen told the FBI that he thought Putin would attend the 2013 pageant because it took
place in a Moscow suburb and Trump wondered out loud if the Russian leader would
attend. He said Trump had no intention to meet with officials from the Russian government
while at the pageant.
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"Cohen recalled Putin sent Trump a nice letter, but Cohen had never seen it. He had heard
general mentions of the letter in conversations in Trump's office," the FBI wrote.
"Trump was unhappy with the ratings the Miss Universe pageant got that year. Because of
the time zone difference, the winner was announced in the United States before people
woke up, and no one wanted to watch the pageant on TV," the FBI wrote.

Relevant document on page 126:
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year~ Because of the time zone difference 1 the winner was announced in the
United States before people woke up 1 and no one wanted to watch the

pageant on TV.
Cohen did not attend the Miss Universe 2013 pageant~

FBI

Cohen recounted a mind-blowing meeting in Kazakhstan where someone mistook him
for a relative of Sacha Baron Cohen

Cohen discussed with the FBI his role following Trump's surprise win in November 2016, as
well as a number of business opportunities that followed. Cohen told the FBI that he was
not a lobbyist - Trump had made him pledge not to lobby for three to five years - but he
was approached as a consultant nonetheless.
"Cohen had insight into Trump that nobody else had," the interview summary stated, "other
than maybe Trump's adult children. Cohen did not tell Trump what he was doing as a
consultant. Cohen also thought Trump did not care what Cohen was doing."
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He described a possible plan to help with an infrastructure fund for Columbus Nova, an
investment firm whose chief executive was related to a Russian oligarch. Cohen figured that
Trump was serious about fixing American infrastructure and that there were two things
"you could not build without concrete and rebar: airports and roads."
Cohen also told the FBI he received "talkers" - or talking points - from the pharmaceutical
company Novartis that he was supposed to deliver to Trump, although he did not recall the
topic actually coming up. In addition, he mentioned discussions about an autism drug from
someone who was investing in Yamo Pharmaceuticals, the possibility of helping Korea
Aerospace Industries develop a footprint in the Middle East, and talks about a company
called FrutaPOP that sells alcohol-infused ice pops.
The agents also showed Cohen an email from someone at the Russian Union of
Industrialists and Entrepreneurs seeking an introduction to Trump, but he did not recall
whether that introduction took place.
In one mind-bending anecdote, Cohen recalled a meeting in Kazakhstan in which he handed
only to watch that person storm out of the room. A
over his business card to someone
few moments later, the person returned, "really angry," and demanded to know whether
Cohen was related to the comedian Sacha Baron Cohen, whose alter ego, Borat, has
infuriated some Kazakhs. Trump's lawyer is of no relation.
Relevant documents on pages 131-133. From page 133:

Cohen was in ~azakhstan working on a Trump Tower project with Giorgi

l,;;

Ritzkilhadze. While there, Cohen met
.
Cohan gave ,-I.;.........__ __,l""n""i-s""b_u_!it.,,i-11e_s_s_c:;,_r_d.,...;,-nd.,...a'"'r'""t-<ar_ _,

b7C

I

I

l

I

I

stormed out of the room. A fe\W minutes hter, c:::J
r<aa<ling it
r7returned and asked Cohen if he was related to Sacha Baron Cohen

.._c=:
___..,,was ""ally angry.

[AGENT NOTE: Sacha l'laron Cohen played the

character Borat, who is ~upposed to be from Kazakhstan)
After the election, Cohen had no meetings or contemplation of securing

l\ussi<>n lnve,,tment money with ..__ __,or...__ _ _... Cohen wa,; not
approached for Russian Investment.

FBI

Manafort believed Trump was sending him messages through Sean Hannity
In the months before Mueller revealed a host of charges against Paul Manafort, the former
Trump campaign chair used popular Fox News personality Sean Hannity as a "back channel"
to the White House, according to a 2018 interview summary.
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Manafort told the special counsel's office that after FBI agents raided his home in July 2017,
he spoke with Hannity, whom he understood to be passing along messages from Trump.
"Manafort knew Hannity was speaking to Trump around then because Hannity would tell
Manafort to hang in there, that he had been talking to Trump, that Trump had his back, and
things like that," the October 2018 summary reads.
Manafort didn't remember speaking directly or indirectly with anyone at the White House
during that time, but told investigators that Hannity was "certainly a back channel," as well
as "a personal friend."
"The frequency was dependent on what was going on at the time; sometimes they spoke
twice a week, some weeks not at all," the summary says.
Manafort, for his part, didn't send any messages to Trump, he told investigators. "If
Manafort wanted to send a message to Trump, he would have gone through a mutual friend
of theirs, like Chris Christie, [redacted], Tom Barrack, or [redacted] but he never did so,"
according to the summary.
Separately, former White House staff secretary Rob Porter told the FBI and investigators for
Mueller's team during a May 5, 2018, interview that Trump said he "never liked Manafort"
and wondered whether Manafort was "cooperating" with investigators.
The charges against Manafort and his associate Rick Gates were revealed in October 2017.

Relevant documents on pages 21-22 and page 76.
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Cornlmmuonoffl).-:rn2of (Uf

Interview of Robe.rt Porter

Discussi.ons of other investigations:
bS Per 00.1/0IP

l The ?resident said he never liked Manafo:rt? and I

I Mana.fort

I

did not khow what he was

I

doin.:; ei':::ner,j

I
bS Per OOJ/OIF

.,__ _ _ _,,,__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _..;h:..:S~P~r DO.J/-CIP
.....,__ _ _ _ He recalled the gene::'.:'al sentiment that the President wondBred

what wa.s going on and in what way..___ ____.Manctfo.rt !were cooperating~

FBI

Another witness to the Trump Tower meeting said Trump Jr. asked about dirt on
Clinton
Ike Kaveladze, a business executive who lives in California, said his boss, Aras Agalarov,
called him on June 6, 2016, and asked him to attend a meeting at Trump Tower in
Manhattan. Kaveladze told the FBI he was "puzzled" why he would be meeting with top
campaign officials including Donald Trump Jr. and Jared Kushner.
He was told two different reasons. At first, Agalarov explained that they would be discussing
the Magnitsky Act, far-reaching sanctions that the Kremlin wanted to be overturned. But a
second man, business partner Roman Beniaminov, told him that a lawyer would be at the
meeting who had negative information about Hillary Clinton.
In the heavily redacted FBI interview summary, Kaveladze said that at one point during the
meeting Kushner appeared "aggravated and stressed." "What are we doing here?" Kushner
reportedly asked.
Trump Jr. later asked: "Is there anything you have on Hillary?"
Kaveladze later called his boss, Agalarov, and told him the meeting was a "complete waste
of time" and that the group was "preaching to the wrong crowd."
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Relevant documents on page 207:
Kl.JSHNER appearod t.o be aggravated and st.re~sod. He was really upset ;1nd
said, "What .::.r0
d,;;.\lng hc.r0•?t' •rRUHl?, JR. thoa asked, "ls th0.r:o anything
you havt on HILLAR'.C?"I
I

.___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __,c;OI.DS'PONR

1.__.,...._.,...._,..__,-1'"--------,I

approached TRlJfl.•JP, ..JR. after the meeting a;1d apologized. I

I
b5 Per

,____________.,....__________.j AR.AS

j
had asked F\AVE:LADZE to

call him after the meeting. He called 'i<AVEL_A.DZS b~fore KAVELADZE could
t:all htm.___....,-,-,-----=====,,,,..---' KA.VBt,ADZF. toJ<l ARAS th~
meeting went well because VE3ET,NITSKAYA was ne;-.:t to him~ i'Iithin two hours.,

[\AVEI.F,DZE had a second call with ARAS and provided more ,details .. MVSLADZE
told ARAS the meeting was a comp1-et-e waste of tirriE;. He told AHAS the
meeting was not i,,.1lth L.H11yers and they we.re "p.l:'.·eachi.ng tc..'I
wrong crowd."

I
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FBI

A senior official said Hope Hicks thought George Papadopoulos was a "problem child"

Former Trump campaign aide George Papadopoulos who served two weeks in jail for lying
to the FBI was described as a "problem child" by then-White House communications
director Hope Hicks, according to a summary of an interview an FBI agent and prosecutors
from Mueller's team conducted with Trump campaign official John Mashburn on June 25,
2018.
Mashburn, who later went on to work as a senior official in the Department of Energy and
the Department of Veterans Affairs, also entered into a proffer agreement with special
counsel's team.
In his interview, he was asked about an email he had received from Papadopoulos before
the 2016 Republican National Convention alleging Russia had damaging information about
Hillary Clinton. Mashburn told the FBI he did not discuss Papadopoulos's email with other
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members of the Trump campaign. "Mashburn thought Papadopoulos was merely trying to
use headlines to make himself relevant. When Mashburn received the email he thought, 'I'm
not dealing with this,"' said the notes from his FBI interview.
Mashburn also told the FBI that he recalled discussions with campaign officials about
Clinton's missing and/or deleted emails, according to the notes of the summary of his
interview.
"Everyone was looking for them and Trump wanted them," the interview summary said.
"Mashburn thought it would be great to find them so they could better understand several
issues, like the Clinton Foundation, donations, etc. Mashburn relayed the campaign
however, was not scouring the Internet to try and find them. The emails they were searching
for were related to Clinton's private server, and not related to the emails that Wikileaks
released."
A second interview Mueller's team conducted with Mashburn on Aug. 2, 2018, was
completely redacted.
Relevant documents on pages 229-230:
EMAIL FR.Oll-i GEORGE J?Al?J.\DOPOULOS
MASHBURN recaJ led rt:!c::eiving an email :from GEORG£ PAPJ.U)OPOULOS in either

late May or ear) y ,..lune

6•

...__ __.MASHBURN believed he had received it while he was J.ooUng ::>ut the

wi.nd0w cf the Alexa:1.dria office~ MASHSURN conducted searches for the email
p.ri<H" tc thls .interview but was unable to locate it.I

b3

MASHBURN believed PAl?ADO!?OULOS s0nt the: email prior to the Republican
national Convention tRNCJ but he did riot ha;,~e: discussions about it wit:h
other membcr4 0£ the c0mpnign dud.. nq the RNC~ 'MAf:HmURN tho,_1qht
PAPADOPOULOS wns merely trying to
hendlines to
himznlf r,elevant.

When M?:1SHBt.iRN received :-he email he thought, 0 1 1 m not de.ali ng with this.
If MASHBURN was to hcr=.Jf: done anything with the email, he would have

0
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1"1.ASHBtHtN first r•'l;;!t PhPADOt'CtUL0S wtwn t1e C:.;m1J; to the AleKanrJrla o1!ice in

either late i\p;cil QI: E:iU'ly N<.,ly 2016. PJ~J?ADOPOULOS \,,li,)}3 'WOt)l..lnq on ma.tL-e.C5
related to outreach in Armenian and GrBek c;o-rrnmJnlties .and he want-ed Lh?
campaign to pay for his travel expe:n9es. MASHBURN, like the ott,ere on the
cn1rnpaiqn, were 2qgz:avc1ted with both PAPA.DOPOOl,OS and CARTER Pf\GI': 1 becau:Be
thf~Y we::re bot:hl
At m:o point:, HOP!': H!CKS ~:old
PAi""ADDPOUI.,OS to t,/!1 k t-o MASHBURN because PAPADCH?OUl,OS WdS bec\)rnin,g a.

I

b6.
b7C

problem child with ca!lpeiign and they wanted to get rid of hint. MASHBURN
beliBved tt was CLO\TIS- 1 respcmsib11.i.ty to cor,trol PAPADOPOULOS qiven t:hat
CJ,CVTB h(:l:.:l initially brought him to the campaiqn .. EAmlBURN just wanted him
to go away because he. had been cold-call i.ng embass-ie::.=; -and using the

campaign to bolster his own profile. In addition, PA!?AD◊POULOS had
previously sent ernails about arranqlng a meeting .between TRUMP and Russian
P.:::-esidanc.1 VLADIMIR PU':i'IN.
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Read all of the latest documents:
Download PDF
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• Jason Leopold is a senior investigative reporter for BuzzFeed News and is
based in Los Angeles. He is a 2018 Pulitzer finalist for international reporting,
recipient of the IRE 2016 FOi award and a 2016 Newseum Institute National
Freedom of Information Hall of Fame inductee.
Contact lason Leopold at jason.leopold@buzzfeed.com.
Got a confidential tip? Submit it here.
• Anthony Cormier is an investigative reporter for BuzzFeed News and is
based in New York. While working for the Tampa Bay Times, Cormier won
the 2016 Pulitzer Prize for Investigative Reporting.
Contact Anthony Cormier at anthony.cormier@buzzfeed.com.
• Emma Loop is a political reporter for BuzzFeed News and is based in
Washington, DC. PGP fingerprint: BB2A EF65 4444 A4AC 6F30 760B 9C22
13B3 0938 1A00.
Contact Emma Loop at emma.loop@buzzfeed.com.
• Ellie Hall is a reporter for BuzzFeed News and is based in Washington, DC.
Contact Ellie Hall at ellie.hall@buzzfeed.com.
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Transcript: Secretary of Defense Mark Esper on "Face the Nation," October 13, 2019- CBS Nem
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The following is a transcript of an interview with Defense Secretary Mark Esper
that aired Sunday, October 13, 2019~ on "Face the Nation."
MARGARET BRENNAN: G<xid morning and welcome to FACE THE NATION. We
arc following two Ycry big stories this Sunday. The impeachment inYcstigation and
the president's decision to puH U.S. troops out of Syria, a moYc that has turnc<l
into an international crisis. W c begin this morning Yl-"ith the secretary of defense
Mark Esper. Mr. Secretary ,,vclcomc to FACE THE NATI ON.
U.S. SECRETARY OF DEFENSE MARK ESPER: Good morning Margaret thank
you for having me.

MARGARET BRENNAN: The president pulled hack from the border with Turkey
but there are still about a thousand U.S. troops in S)Tia. Are you evacuating them'/
SEC. ESPER: Look it's a very terrible situation over there. A situation caused by
the Turks by President Erdogan. Despite our opposition they decided to make this
incursion into Syiia. And at this point in time in the last 24 hours we learned that
they likely intend to expand their attack further south than originally planned and
to the west. And so we knm\· that's happening. We abo haYc learned in the last 24
hours that the SJTian forces intend- I'm sorry the Kurdish forces-https://www.cbsneV11S.com/ne\lVS/transcript-secretary-of-defense-mar~esper-on-face-the-nation-october-13-2019/
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Transcript: Secretary of Defense Mark Esper on "Face the Nation," October 13, 2019- CBS Nem

MARGARET BRENNAN: The SDF--

SEC. ESPER: --are looking to cutting-the SDF, are looking to cut a deal if you ·will
,.,.·ith the S}Tians and the Russians to- to counter-attack against the Turks in the
north. And so ·we find ourselves as we ha Ye American forces likely caught between
two opposing adYancing armie,.:.; and it's a very untenable situation. So I spoke with
the president last night after discu&s:;ions ,dth the rest of the national security team
and he directed that we begin a deliberate withdr~nval of force,.., from northern

Face on Twitter
Tweets from @FaceTheNation/team

SyTia.

MARGARET BRENNAN: A deliberate vdthdrmrnl from the entire country?

SEC. ESPER: From northern S)Tia.
MARGARET BRENNAN: From northern Syria.
SEC. ESPER: Right, which is where most of our forces arc.
MARGARET BRENNAN: So, the 1000 troops-SEC. ESPER: That's con·cct.
MARGARET BRENNAN: -- how long and oYer ,vhat time period will you be-SEC. ESPER: Well--

CBS News On Samsung 1V

®CBS NEWS

MARGARET BRENNAN: --pulling back?

ON YOUR

SEC. ESPER: -- it'll be a deliberate withdrawal and we want to conduct it as- as
safely and quickly as possible. So '"'·e want to make sure wc deconflict a pullback
of force.:,. \Ve want to make sure we don't leave equipment behind. So f'm not
prepared to put a timcline on it, hut that's- that's our general game plan.
MARGARET BRENNAN: You said you're doing this for U.S. force protection
because of two ath·ancing armies. Those armies arc adYancing after the U.S. had
already pulled hack. After the U.S. Air Force-SEC. ESPER: Right.

MARGARET BRENNA.i"\f: -- that had controlled the airspace stopped doing so.
SEC. ESPER: Well we still haYe-https://www.cbsne\l\/S.com/news/transcri pt-secretary-of-defense-marksesper-on-face-the-nation-october-13--2019/
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MARGARET BRENNAN: Do you actually bclicYc they ,wml<l advance if U.S. forces
·were there in the numbers and with the force and \vith the commander in chief
saying don't do this?
SEC. ESPER: I do because in my lead up totalks,..-ith my counterpart of the past
several weeks- I've been on thcjoh a little hit over two months. lt became very
clear to me that the Turks were fully committed to conducting: this incursion. And
l think Secretary Pompeo would tell you the same. I know General Milley, the
chairman of the ,Joint Chiefs of Staff, has heard the same. The Turk:-; were
committed to doing this. This should not be a surprise. If you go back in time to
when 1\·e first began thi...:; relationship with the- with the Syrian Kurds at that time
in 2014 the Turks were protesting at that moment.
MARGARET BRENNAN: llight.
SEC. ES PER: An<l it's gone on and on and since that time they've actually
implemented three incursions into northern S)Tia.
MARGARET BRENNAN: But do you actually believe Turkey would fire on U.S.
forces? We arc NATO allies.
SEC. ESPER: Well I <lon't know whether theyhave-theywoul<l or they wouldn't.
We have reports already of indiscriminate fire landing near American forces. But
they just-MARGARET BRENNAN: Was that accidental-SEC. ESPER: Well we don't know-MARGARET BRENNAN: Was that deliberate?
SEC. ESPER: We nc>cd to-MARGARET BRENNA,.'!: Was that reckless?
SEC. ESPER: We need to sort that out. \l\fe've giYen them the locations of our
force.-.. But look, I- I've been to V1'at'. I know vdrnt wars like. There's a fog out there
and things happen and we want to make sure we don't put our soldiers in a
situation ,vherc they could be killed or injured. And look, even if the Turks decided
not to attack forces- I mean they got over 15,000 forces. What \Ve decide to pull
back from that immediate zone of attack ·was about less than 50, maybe two dozen
forces. It would be irresponsible for me to keep them in that position, And allow-MARGARET BRENNAN: But you did have U.S. air force-SEC. ESPER: And we still do-MARGARET BRENNAN: --controlling the airspace?
SEC. ESPER: And ,ve- and we still do. It was an c<xwdinatcd arrangement
between us and the Turks. And despite our protestations, de.spite the fact that we
urged the Turks not to do this, they decided to do it and we told them that we
would not suppmt them militarily in this action.
MARGARET BRENNAN: So how docs that not amount to a retreat'? You're saying
that the president of the United States, the commander in chief, said "don't do
this" and then Erdogan said, "I am" and he said Okay·~
SEC. ESPER: Well I-MARGARET BRENNAN: I'm not going to fire back-SEC. ESPER: --[ wouldn't characterize-MARGARET BRENNAN: --I'm going to pull back?

https://www.cbsnews.com/nelNSftranscript-secretary-of-defense-rnar~esper-on-face-the-nation-october-13-2019/
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SEC. ESPER: I- I ,nmldn't characterize it this ·way- that way. What I'm saying is
·we <lid not ··want to put American forces into harm's vn1y. We did not want to get
inYolYcd in a conflict that <lates hack nearly 200 years bet\n)en the Turks and the
Kurds and get imulvc--d in another- yet another ,,rnr in the Middle East.
MARGARET BRENNAN: Well, when it comes to the forces you're talking about,
the SDF you referred to, you said it has developed in the last 24 hours-SEC. ESPER: Right.
MARGARET BRENNAN: --that you've learned, they'YC strnck a <lea! with Russia.

SEC. ESPER: Well, they're working on a deal. I don't know that it's been finalized
yet, but v.--e're pretty confident that they,Yill go in that direction barring somewe're trying to make some last minute inte1Tentions with President Erdogan. But
again my expectation is President Erdo?;an would not agrL>c to a cease fire. He
would not agree to move back acros..-; the border which we'Yc been pushing him to
do. And so every- there's every expectation that the- again that the Syiian Kurds
\'fould cut a deal with the S3-Tian and Russian forces.
MARGARET BRENNAN: But to be clear, the reason the S)Tian Kurds arc striking
a deal here is to protect thcmselYes from being kilkd by Turkey.
SEC. ESPER: That's right.

MARGARET BRENNAN: But that's what the United States wa.s doing for them.
Thcy,verc our allies that we \Vere achising and as...,;;isting and protL--cting. It- it
sounds a lot like they were being left to be slaughtered. So what choice were tlKJ'
left other than to find somt.-'One else to protect them?
SEC. ESPER: Look, the- this the Kurds haYc been Yc11· good partners in the D-ISIS
campaign. They were VCI}' good fighters on the battlefield. \Ve obviously enabled
that as well. But at the same time, ,vc didn't sign up to fight the Turks on their
behalf. And we've been Yery clear ·with them about that. That's why since I came
into office over two months ago I Yvorkcd week after week v.ith my defense
minister counterpart from Turkey and urged them not to do this. We cited all the
reasons that arc now playing out. The biggest being the likely release of ISIS
fighters from these camps and prisons, not just that we sec a humanitarian crisis
emerging. We- that this relationship between the United Statl'~'> and Turkey is
being damaged. Their standing in NATO and Europe is being hurt. We see
European capitals coming out and criticizing President Erdo?;an for- for thisthese actions. EYc11-thing that we told them- all the reasons why we told them not
to do this arc- arc coming to bear.
MARGARET BRENNAN: An<l what price will they pay for it?

SEC. ESPER: Well, we'll sec oYer time. You see that- that .some European countries
are already talking about specific sanctions and actions. The prc._,;;ident is talking
about the same. We should expect to sc>c something like that along tho,._-;e same
lines.
MARGARET BRENNAN: Doesn't that just J1iYc them into the anus of Russia?

SEC. ESPER: I don't think so. We got to see hmY this plays out. But again wc'ye
got to take this one step at a time. It's a \"CIT fluid situation it's changing hythc
hour.
MARGARET BRENNAN: You-just in the past fcvv hoursonline there hm·e been
Yid cos circulating horrific videos showing execution of some of thc~c Kurdish
allies of ours. There are rcpotts of hundreds of ISIS fighters and family members
just running free. There arc over a hundred thousand individuals fleeing this
Yiolenee according to the U.N .. Doc..s the United State,;; haYc any idea who these
forces are that Turkey is sending in, who these militias arc?
https://www.cbsnews.com/nevvs/transcri pt~secretary-of-defense-mar~esper-on-face~the-nation-october-13- 2019/

AB

39-405

4fl

01/18/2020

171
12/20/2019

Transcript: Secretary of Defense Mark Esper on "Face the Nation," October 13, 2019- CBS Ne\f\15

SEC. ESPER: It's terrible. It's a terrible situation. We condemn it. We haYc
condemned it. It's-these arc justice things that we told the Turks would happen
and play out. Who's conducting it, it's unclear at this point and time. There are
Kurdish regular for- I'm sorry there arc Turkish regular forces and there arc
Turkish proxy forcc..'>-MARGARET BRENNAN: Right.
SEC. ESPER: --engage'<! as well.
MARGARET BRENNAN: And we don't know who they arc'/

SEC. ESPER: We don't know exactly- that's right. We don't knuw cxactlyvd10
they all arc and ,Yhat they're doing. But ,vc'rc hearing the same reports from the
battlefield as well.
MARGARET BRENNAN: These are war crimes.

SEC. ESPER: It appears to be, if true, that they arc-would be war crimes.
MARGARET BRENNAN: European allies arc looking at this and when they hear
the president say things like "the.-;c ISIS fighters will just flee to Europe," they say
that is not appreciating the alliance, that Turkey has been far too pcrmissi\·c in
allov,ing ISIS fighters within its territory. They sec this as inc,itahlc that we arc
headed towards a terrorist attack-SEC. ESPER: We-we-MARGARET BRENNAN: --because of this chaos that the U.S. is allowing in the
yacuum.
SEC. ESPER: Well, let's be clear the United States is not allowing this. Turkey
committed this action. Theydeci<lc to make an incursion in northern Syria despite
our protestations, our urgings not to do it, all of our ·warnings. They decided to do
it. The situation with the ISIS-MARGARET BRENNAN: But the U.S. is being permissive, arguably, by pulling
back-SEC. ESPER: We-,vc arc-MARGARET BRENNAN: --and not stopping them.
SEC. ESPER: We are doing what's in the interests of our service members not to
put them in harm's way. Not to put 20, 30, 40 soldiers up against a 15,000 man
army vd1ich is using airstrikes, artillery, and ground forces to prosecute a war
against the Turks whose roots go back (Wcr 200 years.
MARGARET BRENNAN: If the US is fired at, do forces have the ability to defond
themselYcs?
SEC. ESPER: They do-MARGARET BRENNAN: Can they fire back?

SEC. ESPER: Absolutely, General Milley has made that clear to his counterpart. I
made that dear to my counterpart. I warned him just the other day that they need
to respect our positions on the ground. They need to respect our forces. And l
reminded them that we had the right of self-defense and we will execute it if
necessary.
MARGARET BRENNAN: I- l ha\T' so many more quc~tions for you and \ve'll he
\Yatching O\'er the coming days. Very quickly, arc you going to comply with the
subpoena that the House provided you and prmidc documents to them regarding
to the halt to military aid to Ukraine?
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/transcri pt-secretary-of-defense-rnark-esper-on-face-the- nation-october-13--2019/
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Transcript: Secretary of Defense Mark Esper on "Face the Nation," October 13, 2019- CBS Nel/\G

SEC. ESPER: Yeah we will do cvc111hing ·we can to cooperate with the Congress.
,Just in the last week or hvo, my general counsel .sent out a note as we typically do
in these situations to ensure documents arc retained.

MARGARET BRENNAN: ls that ayes?
SEC. ESPER: That's a yes.
MARGARET BRENNAN: You "·ill eomplywith the subpoena?

SEC. ESPER: We will do cvc1-:1.thing ·we can to comply.
MARGARET BRENNAN: Okay, all right. Thank you very much Mr. Secretary.
Appreciate it.
SEC. ESPER: Thank you, Margaret.

MARGARET BRENNAN: We'll be right back.
(02019 CBSintet·active lnC'.All Rights Reserved.

f

Share / lif T'Aflet / • Reddit / Cl Flipboard / >.IF Email

Top 10 U.S States People Are Leaving
Forbesls;:,onsors'd

This New Pocket Knife Will Leave You Speechless !
MyDeeJOiSponsorf'<l

Photographer Captures Portraits Of More Than 130 Redhead Women In
Bid To Tackle Bullying. See The Photos Here.
DmlyMai!ISponsored

Site Map

Pm.ecy>'oticy

Contact Us

CAPmflcyilnfo We
Ccl!f'Ct

C8SR1os

CA Do No\&:il Myl!1f0

":ma11Newsletters

AdCno;oe

:'ourube

fo;n11'1 of U•e
M08% Ui.er A;)reem~nt

CBS Newl'I '~ad;o

Help

Da..-o:op!'le'1t Pro<;1:ci.rna

,About C9">

CBS NirN~ Slorf'

.'~\1'r(1se

Search ..

f~SS

CHS l.oc!'I

Clo~e0Ct1ct1on,no

httpsJ/www.cbsnevvs.comtnews/transcri pt-secretary-of-defense-mark-esper-on-face-the-nation-october-13- 2019/

AB

39-405

617

01/18/2020

173

Schumer sends letter to McConnell to set framework for
Senate impeachment trial

Senate Minority Leader Chuck Schumer sent a letter to Majority Leader Mitch McConnell on
Sunday that details the witnesses and timeline Senate Democrats would like to see in an
impeachment trial in January. The House of Representatives is expected to vote on two
articles of impeachment against President Trump this week.
"In the trial of President Clinton, the House Managers were permitted to call witnesses, and
it is clear that the Senate should hear testimony of witnesses in this trial as well," Schumer
writes.
Schumer proposes that Supreme Court Chief Justice John Roberts, who will preside over the
Senate trial, issue subpoenas to four administration officials who were asked to testify in the
House impeachment inquiry but did not appear: Acting White House chief of staff Mjck
Mulvaney. former national security adviser john Bolton. senior adviser to the Acting White
House chief of staff Robert Blair and Michael Duffey, associate director for National Security,
Office of Management and Budget.
"We would of course be open to hearing the testimony of additional witnesses having direct
knowledge of the administration's decisions regarding the delay in security assistance funds
to the government of Ukraine and the requests for certain investigations to be announced
by the government of Ukraine, if the president's counsel or House Managers identify such
witnesses," Schumer added.
A source familiar with Mulvaney's legal strategy says he will still follow White House
direction over whether to testify or not.
Schumer aides describe the letter as the first move to establish a bipartisan framework for
the upcoming trial. It comes as some Senate Republicans, including McConnell himself, have
been signaling to Mr. Trump they would prefer a speedy trial that does not involve calling
any new witnesses.
In response, McConnell spokesman Doug Andres said the majority leader has made it clear
to Schumer that he plans to meet soon to discuss the framework of a trial. "That timeline
has not changed," Andres said.
"If you ... believe the case is so slim, so weak that you have the votes to end it, that might be
what the president's lawyers would prefer, and you could certainly make the case for
making it shorter rather than longer," McConnell argued in an interview on FOX last week. "A
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lot of people would like to bring in Adam Schiff, Hunter Biden, Joe Biden. [But] I think I'm
more inclined to agree with Senator Graham on this."
On
CBS' "Face the Nation" on Sunday. Senator Lindsey Graham said he thinks "what's best for
the country is to get this thing over with .... So I don't need any witnesses."
"I am ready to vote on the underlying articles," he added.
Senate Democrats have argued that such an approach would prevent a full airing of the
facts.
At a press conference in New York City on Sunday, Schumer said, "So far, McConnell has not
come to me, and I'm worried that we won't get a fair trial where all the facts and all the
truth comes out. I'm going to work very hard to get that done."
His letter proposes that "the Senate issue subpoenas for a limited set of documents"
including "electronic communications, memoranda and related records of the relevant
senior officials in the White House, Office of Management and Budget, and Department of
State."
Those agencies refused to provide any documents to the House impeachment inquiry,
which White House lawyers derided as a "sham." Senate Democrats believe it would be
more difficult for the White House to justify stonewalling the Republican-led Senate.
On CBS'
"Face the Nation" on Sunday, Senator Dick Durbin argued, "The bottom line is, if we are
going to have an actual trial, we should consider evidence. And that's why I think Senator
Schumer and Senator McConnell need to sit down and have an orderly, respectable process
in the Senate."
Schumer·s letter also lays out a proposed timeline for a Senate trial.
"Specifically, I propose that pretrial housekeeping measures be adopted on Monday,
January 6, 2020; that the swearing-in of the Chief Justice and Senators occur on Tuesday,
January 7, 2020; that after a period for preparation and submission of trial briefs, the House
Managers be recognized on Thursday, January 9, 2020 to make their presentation for a
period of not more than 24 hours, followed by the presentation by the President's counsel,
also for a period of not more than 24 hours."
Schumer proposes each witness be questioned for no more than four hours by House
Managers and four hours by the president's counsel.
213
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The decision may end up coming down not to Schumer or McConnell but to all 100
senators. It would take a majority vote of 51 to cut the trial short without hearing from
witnesses. Republicans currently hold a slim 53 to 47 majority, and a few Republicans such as Utah Senator Mitt Romney and Maine Senator Susan Collins - may balk at the
notion of a hasty trial.
In his letter, Schumer argues that his proposal is in line with historical precedent, most
notably the impeachmenttrial of former President Bill Clinton in 1999. "These provisions
are modeled directly on the language of the two resolutions that set forth the 1999 trial
rules," he says. "The first of those resolutions passed the Senate by a vote of 100-0."
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Trump Administration officials worried Ukraine aid halt
violated spending law
-

#Ukraine Docs
Published - December 21, 2019
But key details of what they said to one another are again blacked out in documents
released to the Center for Public Integrity under court order

Trump Administration officials worried Ukraine aid halt violated
spending law
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National Security Editor

The Center for Public Integrity is a nonprofit newsroom that investigates betrayals of public
trust. Sign up to receive our stories.
When President Donald Trump ordered a halt to aid to Ukraine last summer, defense
officials and diplomats worried first that it would undermine U.S. national security. Ukraine
is, as some of them later testified before Congress, on the front lines of Russian aggression,
and only robust American support would fend off aggressive Moscow meddling in the West.
This worry eventually helped galvanize congressional support for one of the two
impeachment articles approved by the House of Representatives on Dec. 18.
But there was also a separate, less-noticed facet of the internal administration uproar set off
by Trump's July 12 order stopping the flow of $391 million in weapons and security
assistance to Ukraine. Some senior administration officials worried that by defying a law
ordering that the funds be spent within a defined period, Trump was asking the officials
involved to take an action that was not merely unwise but flatly illegal.
The administration so far has declined to release copies of its internal communications
about this vital issue - the legality of what Trump had ordered. On Friday, in 146 pages of
new documents provided to the Center for Public Integrity under a court order, the Justice
Department blacked out - for the second time - many of the substantive passages
reflecting what key officials at the Pentagon and the Office of Management and Budget said
to one another.
But considerable evidence is still available that those at key institutions responsible for
distributing the Ukraine aid worried the halt potentially violated a 45-year-old law written to
keep presidents from ignoring the will of Congress, according to public statements and
congressional testimony
That law, known as the lmpoundment Control Act, says that once Congress appropriates
funds - like the Ukraine assistance - and the president signs the relevant spending bill,
the executive branch must spend those funds. A president cannot simply ignore Congress's
direction, no matter how inconvenient or unappealing that instruction might be. If funds are
withheld or shifted elsewhere, this cannot be done in secret, and Congress must approve.
But Trump's decision to stop the aid was not announced, and no formal notification was
ever sent to Congress. In an email on July 25, for example, as a senior 0MB political
appointee named Michael Duffey told the Pentagon's comptroller about the aid halt, he
said, "Given the sensitive nature of the request, I appreciate your keeping that information
closely held to those who need to know to execute the direction." Throughout this period,
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the reason for the aid halt was rarely discussed, even within the government. In an email on
Sept. 11 - the day the funding halt finally ended - 0MB official Edna T. Falk Curtain told a
senior defense official that "I still have no insight on the rationale for the hold."
Without a clear justification or any broader effort to gain congressional support, the officials
overseeing the expenditure of the funds started hunting for legal guidance as soon as the
order to halt the aid was given. When Trump's political appointees told career officials not to
worry, they still did.
''There was a report," 0MB director Mick Mulvaney told reporters at a press conference on
Oct. 17, "that if we didn't pay out the money it would be illegal, it would be unlawful." He said
it was "one of those things that has a little shred of truth in it, that makes it look a lot worse
than it really is" because what he regarded as the deadline for spending the money did not
fall until the end of September - two and a half months after Trump's initial order.
To learn more, Public Integrity in late September petitioned the Office of Management and
Budget and the Defense Department for copies of their communications about the aid halt.
But the Justice Department so far - in two document releases on Dec. 12 and 20 - has
chosen to conceal key passages in those documents. And the federal district court judge
overseeing the case, Colleen Kollar-Kotelly, on Dec. 18 set a schedule for reviewing Public
Integrity's appeal that makes a final determination of the request unlikely to occur before
March.
According to some of those involved in the funding halt, officials were deeply worried from
the outset that a delay even for a few weeks could make it hard to ensure all the money was
spent by that Sept. 30 deadline. DOD Comptroller Elaine Mccusker, for example, noted what
she called "increasing risk of execution" in an email on Sept. 5 to the Pentagon's top lawyer
and policy officials, among others, meaning she was worried the money could not all be
spent by the end of the month.

We can't do this work without your support.

After robust internal discussions, she and other officials did their best to carry out the
policy, temporarily, by ordering a series of short-term holdups in the funding, while
affirming in writing that they still planned to disburse it soon.
They specifically undertook an unusual maneuver, stopping the disbursements by adding a
rare footnote to spending documents for Pentagon operations and maintenance efforts,
which declared the Ukraine funding in particular was being held up for a week at a time.
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Then, over a period of about seven weeks, they tacked the footnote again and again onto
eight such documents, each time as a temporary measure.
An unnamed lawyer at 0MB, not wanting to participate in what appeared to be an illegal
funding policy, decided to quit, as did another 0MB official, according to congressional
testimony by Mark Sandy, the office's deputy associate director for national security and a
12-year veteran at the agency. 0MB spokespeople have disputed the account, saying the
resignations were not over the policy.
Others at 0MB and the Pentagon meanwhile tried to organize a campaign inside the
government to lobby Trump to let the assistance program proceed. They wrote memoranda
to their bosses, held meetings to plot strategy and tried to persuade some of Trump's
cabinet-level appointees to approach him directly about it. But a discussion with Trump in
mid-August by then-National Security Adviser John Bolton failed to persuade Trump to let
the aid resume, and there is no record of other high-level officials such as Secretary of
Defense Mark Esper or Secretary of State Mike Pompeo confronting Trump about it.
0MB initially blocked the State Department's portion of the aid on July 3. That was exactly
two weeks after Trump - according to a June 19 email from Duffey to the Pentagon's
comptroller - noticed a newspaper article about the Pentagon's plan to proceed with the
aid. "The President has asked about this funding release, and I have been tasked to followup with someone over there to get more detail," the email said.
A separate note sent by a senior aide to the Secretary of Defense to others there said on
June 24 that the White House wanted to know in particular if U.S. firms were providing the
aid, and how much assistance was being provided to Ukraine by U.S. allies. (The answer was
that "dozens of vendors are U.S. companies" and many other countries were supporting
Ukraine, according to a copy.)
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The Center for Public Integrity is an independent, investigative newsroom that exposes
betrayals of the public trust by powerful interests.
Support Us
➔

Trump's formal order blocking the Pentagon's portion of the aid was nonetheless
communicated to 0MB by one of his aides on July 12. The first footnote depicting a
temporary funding holdup was signed by Sandy on the evening of July 25, the same day as
Trump's controversial phone call with Ukraine's president, Vlodymyr Zelensky.
During that call, Zelensky said he wanted to continue military cooperation with America and
that "we are almost ready to buy" more anti-tank missiles. Trump responded that "I would
like you to do us a favor though," and listed two investigations he wanted Zelensky to order:
One was about Ukraine's alleged support for Hillary Clinton in the 2016 U.S. presidential
election and the other was about lucrative business ties that former Vice President Joe
Biden's son, Hunter, established with a company in Ukraine.
There was, Trump's ambassador to the European Union Gordon Sondland has testified,
what amounted to a "quid pro quo" being offered, in which Zelensky could get a White
House meeting with Trump and a release of the aid in return for promising the
investigations. This was, according to the testimony of Fiona Hill, Trump's top former White
House adviser on Russia, the real reason the aid was withheld.
The deferral order signed by Sandy
using language worked out with the advice of legal
counsel at the Pentagon and 0MB - stated that the rationale for the holdup was to "to
allow for an interagency process to determine the best use of such funds." But no such
reexamination of the Ukraine spending plan was actually under way, according to key
officials, other than frantic meetings aimed at getting the flow of funds started.
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Restrained by a law passed to control Richard Nixon

Many presidents have chafed at having to share their spending role with Congress, but the
rule blocking a presidential withholding of congressionally approved funds has been upheld
by federal courts and is well known to officials responsible for overseeing the annual flow of
$4.4 trillion out of the federal treasury.
To Laura Cooper, an 18-year veteran of the Defense Department who is now the deputy
assistant secretary for Russia, Ukraine and Eurasia, the rationale for U.S. assistance was
clear-cut: Ukraine, she told a closed-door House hearing on Oct. 23, is one of two front-line
states facing Russian aggression (the other being the former Soviet republic of Georgia),
and "in order to deter further Russian aggression, we need to be able to shore up these
countries' abilities to defend themselves. That's, I think, pure and simple, the rationale."
The aid program included the provision of night vision goggles, military vehicles, counterbattery radars, sniper rifles, and medical equipment to the Ukrainian military, she said, plus
the sale of anti-tank weapons meant to be used defensively by Ukraine in the event of a new
Russian attempt to seize more of the country's territory.
The law that states funds must be spent once they are appropriated was approved in June
1974 and reluctantly signed by President Richard Nixon four weeks before he resigned in
response to allegations that he had abused his power, obstructed justice and displayed
contempt of Congress in connection with the Watergate scandal - allegations similar to
those levelled againstTrump.
Nixon had provoked congressional ire in part by frequently holding back expenditures that
lawmakers had ordered be spent on programs to protect the environment and other
matters - amounting to as much as a fifth of some accounts, often without any
announcement.
So Congress spent two years drafting the lmpoundment Control Act, which allows spending
to be withheld for only three reasons - to provide for "contingencies," to achieve savings
from increased efficiencies, or as mandated by a particular law. The act also bars a
deliberate holdup of spending until the end of a fiscal year, according to 2018 decision by
auditors at the U.S. Government Accountability Office. And it said no funding could be
delayed for more than 45 days without Congress's approval.
The timing of the Ukraine aid holdup - coming just before the end of the fiscal year on
Sept. 30 - opened to door to the funds' potential expiration. This made everyone nervous,
according to interviews, documents, and congressional testimony.
In his testimony, Sandy said that after being asked by his superior, Michael Duffey, a former
head of the Wisconsin Republican Party who now heads OM B's national security division, on
July 18 to issue an order formally delaying the aid, he immediately raised the lmpoundment
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Control Act and said 0MB would "have to assess [the delay] with the advice of counsel
before proceeding." He also reached out to senior officials at the Pentagon and asked them
to seek advice from their top legal counsel, he told House committees in a deposition on
Nov. 16.
The first formal order blocking the aid was then held up for a week while officials scrambled
in part to assess its legality. Sandy said he finally issued a temporary hold on the aid the
evening of July 25, but at an interagency meeting the following day, he and other officials
raised the need to notify Congress
as the lmpoundment Act required
and make the
decision public. "We also raised legal questions," Sandy said. ''The comments in the room at
the deputies' level reflected a sense that there was not an understanding of how this could
legally play out," Cooper testified on Oct. 23.
Those attending the July 26 meeting from the Defense Department "raised the question of
how the president's guidance could be implemented, and proffered that perhaps a
reprogramming action would be the way to do this," Cooper said - meaning that the
department, to comply with the lmpoundment Act, would have to tell Congress and get its
approval to spend the funds on something else.
By the time the aid halt came up for renewal on July 31, Duffey had removed Sandy's
authority and placed himself in charge of signing a series of additional, temporary orders
with the same language - an unusual substitution of a political appointee for a career
employee as the approver of a routine decision related to OM B's disbursement of funds.
These orders provoked alarm, Sandy testified, because each additional delay heightened the
risk that the funds would not be spent before end of the fiscal year, a circumstance that
would violate the law. "We expressed those concerns to Mike Duffey, and, on every
occasion, we advised him to speak to the general counsel," Sandy said. Cooper likewise said
at an interagency meeting on July 31, that Congress had to be notified, under the law. But
she added, "there was no such notice to my knowledge, or preparation of such a notice, to
my knowledge."
Some of the defense contractors involved in providing the aid also became alarmed at the
absence of any clear policy guidance about the halt or its origins. In an email apparently sent
on August 26 to Eric Chewning, the chief of staff to the Secretary of Defense, for example,
L3Harris Technologies' vice president for government relations complained that "we've
engaged with 0MB to understand the issue but have been told there are larger policy issues
involved here. The impact of holding this case and allowing the funding to expire is
extremely serious for us as the communications devices have been built and are ready to
ship."
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Chewning's reaction to the email was blacked out by the Justice Department in the
documents provided to Public Integrity. The documents also make clear that Secretary of
Defense Mark Esper was fully briefed by aides about the aid halt ten days earlier. But his
comments about it, as well as what they told him, were blacked out by the administration in
the documents.
A unique, unannounced pause in funding
The two articles of impeachment approved by House Democrats assail Trump for
"conditioning official United States Government acts of significant value to Ukraine on its
public announcement of the investigations" into Hunter Biden and the 2016 election "for
corrupt purposes in pursuit of personal political benefit." In so doing, they said, "President
Trump used the powers of the Presidency in a manner that compromised the national
security of the United States and undermined the integrity of the United States democratic
process."
They also accused him of improperly obstructing their inquiry into the aid holdup, partly by
holding up the release of relevant documents from the Defense Department, 0MB and
other agencies. These documents would presumably shed further light on how and why the
holdup of aid occurred.
Republicans in Congress, with White House support, have said the Democrats' criticisms are
unjustified, citing multiple reasons: Ukraine, they say, did not even know the aid was being
withheld until it was reported publicly by Politico about five weeks after the holdup began
- making the delay virtually irrelevant to any actions by Ukraine's government. Trump was
only concerned, they say, about limiting corruption in Ukraine.
They also have said that the pause wasn't extraordinary: "It is not unusual for U.S. foreign
assistance to become delayed," said a House Republican staff report released on Dec. 2. The
provision of aid to Lebanon was delayed in the fall of this year, for example, after the
president there resigned, their report noted. Aid to Afghanistan was delayed in September
due to corruption concerns. During the summer, aid to Central America was reprogrammed
to compel governments there to curtail the flow of their migrants to the United States. And
in 2017, aid to Egypt was frozen over human rights concerns.
But all the aid interruptions cited by the Republicans were publicly announced and reported
to Congress, as the lmpoundment Act requires. The holdup in the Ukraine aid, in contrast,
was kept quiet. When Sandy was asked during his testimony if he had ever previously
issued orders like those used to stop the flow of aid to Ukraine, he replied, "I don't recall an
example just like this." It was, he emphasized, a unique event.
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Trump, moreover, didn't raise the issue of Ukraine corruption with Zelensky in two phone
calls, one on the day of Zelensky's election, with the second on July 25
despite having
been urged to do so in advance by his own aides. And the Pentagon had no overarching
concerns about the magnitude of corruption or the path on which Zelensky had put the
country, according to Cooper's testimony.
A top Pentagon official, policy chief John Rood, had previously certified in a May 23 letter to
Congress that Ukraine "has taken substantial actions ... for the purposes of decreasing
corruption [and] increasing accountability." He said, ''There remain areas that require
significant attention," but stated that Ukraine has met all conditions for the remaining U.S.
aid to be provided.
Cooper said that at the interagency meeting of so-called "deputies" or high-ranking officials
from around the government on July 26, "all I had to go on was that the President is
concerned about corruption in Ukraine and somehow therefore we were holding security
assistance. So the conversation at the deputies, a lot of the members were saying, you
know, corruption, yes, it's been an issue. Yes, it's a concern. Yes, there's a long way to go, but
we're on the right path, you know, we can move forward. So it felt like a conversation where
people were trying to explain how corruption shouldn't be a concern."
After the Government Accountability Office announced it was auditing the potential
mishandling of the funds, 0MB general counsel Mark Paoletta, a former legal adviser to Vice
President Mike Pence, asserted in a Dec. 9 legal opinion that the holdup was not a policy
"deferral," which would have been illegal, but merely a "programmatic delay'' to examine if
the funds were going to be used effectively. "It was OM B's understanding that a brief period
was needed, prior to the funds expiring, to engage in a policy process regarding those
funds," Paoletta said without further explanation.
But Cooper, in her testimony, said that while the issue of continuing corruption in Ukraine
was mentioned at several interagency meetings during the funding pause, the conversation
didn't amount to a new review of the topic. And one of the largely-redacted Defense
Department documents provided on Dec. 12 to Public Integrity at the insistence of a federal
judge hints at a sharp disagreement about the propriety of the aid holdup between one of
her colleagues, Pentagon comptroller Elaine Mccusker, and Duffey at 0MB. "Seems like we
continue to talk [email] past each other a bit," Mccusker said in an email on Aug. 20.
Sam Berger, a lawyer who was a senior counselor and policy adviser at 0MB from 2010 to
2015 before becoming a White House adviser to President Obama, says that in his view,
Trump's holdup of the funding "constituted an illegal impoundment" and that none of the
administration's claims about it "pass legal muster." A former assistant attorney general and
special counsel to the Defense Department, Jack Goldsmith, said in an Oct. 16 article in a
blog called Lawfare that he, too, believes that despite some uncertainty, the 55-day long aid
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holdup appeared to be in "contravention" of the lmpoundment Act, which limits any deferral
to 45 days and otherwise requires congressional approval. No such approval was ever
granted.
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TRUMP ADMINISTRATION REJECTS CENTER FOR PUBLIC INTEGRITY
REQUEST FOR TRANSPARENCY
A heavily redacted Department of Defense email sent to the Center for Public Integrity on Dec. 12, 2019, as part of a federal Freedom of Information Act lawsuit_ (Dave
Levmthal / Center for Public Integrity)

Department of Justice still wants to keep Ukraine documents from the public
R. Jeffrey Smith

National Security Editor

The Center for Pubffc Integrity is o nonprofit newsroom thot investigates betroyofs of public trust. Sign up to receive our
stories. (https://pub!icintegrlty.org/about/subscribe/)

The Trump administration has rejected the Center for Public Integrity's request
(https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6596285-Jan-3-!etter.htm!#document/p1) that the government immediately
disclose key communications between the Pentagon and the White House about the president's summertime interruption of
military aid to Ukraine.
The Justice Department instead promised to defend its censorship of those communications In future court proceedings that
are part of Public Integrity's ongoing Freedom of Information Act lawsuit (https://publicintegrity.org/topics/nationalsecurity/ukraine-docs/) against the Trump administration.
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"Defendants decllne your request to make an additional release, and will defend the withholdings" in additional court

proceedings, Department of Justice attorney Amber Richer wrote. The proceedings are scheduled to begln late this month and
conclude no earlier than the end of February.
"The federal government's response, while hardly surprising, is nevertheless disappointing," said Susan Smith Richardson, CEO
of Public Integrity. "President Trump last year declared himself the most transparent president in history. This was an

opportunity for his administration to put actions behind those words, and it missed the mark by a mile."
Public Integrity on Jan. 3 demanded the Trump administration lmmediate!y provide unredacted versions of nearly 300 Ukrainerelated documents it had previously received In heavily redacted form (https://publicintegrity.org/national-security/trumpukraine-foia-center-for-public-integrlty-challenge/) . The request was prompted by website Just Security publishing
(https://www.justsecurity.org/67863/exclusive-unredacted-ukra!ne-documents-reveal-extent-of-pentagons-legal-concerns/)
previously blacked out portions of these communications, which it obtained through unofficial channels.
Public Integrity attorney Peter Newbatt Smith argued in his Jan. 3 letter (https://pub!icintegrity.org/inside-pub!ici/tlme-for-thetrump-administration-to-release-b!acked-out-ukraine-emai!s/) that since portions of the Ukraine-related information sought have
"already been reliably reported, their release would not cause foreseeable harm" to the government's interests.
The content 1n question - which the government tried to keep secret. but was confirmed as authentic by Public Integrity made clear that Trump's halt to the aid ignited increasingly strident protests during the summer from Defense Department
officials, who said in emails to the White House that it could be illegal and that Congress should be notified.
Trump is facing a Senate impeachment trial centered on whether the president abused his power by allegedly delaying military
aid to Ukraine to pressure officials there to investigate a political rival, former Vice President Joe Biden.
And during the past three weeks, the government's decision to censor the passages of the emails it released to Pub!tc Integrity
has become a decidedly political issue.
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Senate Minority Leader Chuck Schumer, 0-N.Y., for one, has cited the information the Trump administration released to Public
Integrity (https://public!ntegrity.org/national-securlty/trump-administration-officials-worried-ukraine-aid-halt-violated-spendlnglaw/) in December as one of several events that "have significantly bolstered the need to hear from these witnesses and obtain
the related documents." Sen. Majority Leader Mitch McConnell, R-Ky., has argued to the contrary that no further investigation

by Congress is needed.
Some litigators have said that Just Security's partial, unofficial unmasking (https://pub!icintegrity.org/national-security/ukrainedocs/new-documents-revea!-pentagon-anger-over-holdup-ln-ukraine-aid/) of the censored passages suggests that the Justice
Department improperly withheld material from Public Integrity.
Anne Weismann (https://www.citizensforethics.org/team-member/anne-weismann/) , the chief FOJA counsel at Citizens for
Responsibility and Ethics in Washington, a nonprofit group frequently critical of Trump, wrote in Just Security on Jan. 9 that the
content of the censored passages suggests the government was not trying to "protect an internal deliberative process, but to
keep from the public compe!llng evidence of the president's misconduct and abuse of power and the complicity of
administration officials ln his actions."

Weismann said that in her view (https://www.leagle.com/decision/1997850121f3d7291728) the exemption "disappears
altogether when there is any reason to believe government misconduct occurred."

Read more in National Security
#UKRAINEDOCS

NEW DOCUMENTS REVEAL PENTAGON ANGER OVER HOLDUP IN UKRAINE AID
Previously redacted emails sought by the Center for Public Integrity show a defense official
accused presidential aides of misrepresenting the facts about a legal deadline

#UKRAINEDOCS

WHY WE'RE PRESSING HARD FOR THE UKRAINE DOCUMENTS
A judge agrees that they're 'a matter of extreme national concern.'
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Not Contributing Enough? A Summary of European Military and
Development Assistance to Ukraine Since 2014
csis.orglanalysislnot-contributing-enough-summary-european-military-and-development-assistance-ukraine-2014

September 26, 2019
President Trump has stated that one of the reasons to withhold $250 million of U.S. military
assistance to Ukraine was due to the lack of European and other nations' contributions to Ukraine.
How much has Europe been providing to Ukraine since Russia's illegal annexation of Crimea and
military incursions into the Donbas (Eastern Ukraine) in 2014? It is estimated that two-thirds of aid to
Ukraine comes from European countries.
By way of background, the U.S. government has given between $270 million and $510 million of aid
to Ukraine each year since 2014 (peaking at $513 million in obligations in 2016) for a total of $1.96
billion in military and economic assistance between 2014 and 2018. This assistance supports
Ukraine's institutions, anti-corruption efforts, and energy diversification, as well as humanitarian
assistance. The United States has provided approximately $800 million in military assistance to
Ukraine, which includes small arms, counter-narcotics efforts, training programs, and military
advisers to support and improve the Ukrainian forces, among others. Some of this military assistance
has come through the European Deterrence Initiative (EDI) for support to the military and national
security forces, which includes intelligence support, training and logistics support, and equipment
(e.g., C2 systems; situational awareness systems; secure communications; military mobility; night
vision; military medical treatment; maritime and border security operations; and defensive weapons
systems). As of 2017, military assistance (outside of EDI) also includes the provision of lethal aid for
defensive purposes, including the sale of U.S.-made Javelin antitank missiles and launchers to
Ukraine.
Q1: How much humanitarian and development assistance has the European Union and
Canada provided to Ukraine since 2014?

A1: The European Union is the largest donor to Ukraine, and Ukraine is the largest recipient of EU
macro-financial assistance to any non-EU country. The European Union has given, on average, over
$710 million (€650 million) per year to the country since 2014-almost twice as much as the United
States average. The European Bank of Reconstruction and Development has given a similar amount
($3.8 billion (€3.5 billion) from 2014 to 2017), much of it taking the form of investments and loans
rather than direct grants. Several other EU and NATO countries-most notably Germany, France,
Canada, and the United Kingdom-have also given significant sums. Germany contributed a total of
$860 million (€786 million) in disbursements between 2014 and 2017 (much of it toward higher
education and post-emergency reconstruction), while the United Kingdom provided around $115
million (€105 million), principally in peace-building, conflict prevention, and public-sector policy
management assistance. Canada alone disbursed close to $573 million (CAD 760 million) between
2014 and 2016.
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Q2: How much military aid does Ukraine receive from European countries and Canada?
A2: In 2016, NATO established a Comprehensive Assistance Package as an umbrella for specific
initiatives to improve Ukraine's command and control capabilities, logistics, cyber defense, and

demilitarization-among others-with several NATO nations driving each initiative. The United
Kingdom, for example, has sent more than 1,300 soldiers to Ukraine since 2015 and trained some
10,000 Ukrainian troops. Germany has lead the Radioactive Waste Disposal Trust Fund, while
Poland and Lithuania have hosted high-level seminars on countering hybrid warfare. Canada has
sent 200 armed forces personnel to provide military training and has provided millions in non-lethal
military equipment. The United States also contributes to this broader NATO effort, and the United
States European Command has coordinated assistance from other European countries (including the
United Kingdom and Poland) since 2014 to help synchronize military assistance efforts.
Q3: How much military equipment comes from the United States?
A3: The United States is the largest donor of military equipment to Ukraine, but Ukraine also

purchases non-U.S. military equipment with non-U.S. funds. The United States' most recent package
of $250 million in military aid is earmarked mostly for battlefield equipment, including sniper rifles,
grenade launchers, and sonar buoys that can detect Russian vessels and submarine traffic. The
United States has also provided non-lethal assistance, such as uniforms, blankets, and
counterbattery radars. In addition, other NATO allies such as Lithuania, Poland, Bulgaria, and
Canada have either provided or authorized the sale of lethal aid to Ukraine.
Q4: How much impact does Western aid have on the conflict in Ukraine?
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A4: Since 2014, 13,000 people have been killed in fighting in Ukraine, and nearly 1.5 million have
been displaced. Ceasefire violations continue daily; just last week, two Ukrainian soldiers were killed,
adding to the approximately 3,000 soldier deaths since the conflict began. The humanitarian situation
in Eastern Ukraine continues to be dire, with significant impact on water and sanitation facilities and
injuries from improvised explosive devices. Ukraine is the third-most affected country in the world by
mines, after Afghanistan and Syria. An estimated 24,000 people have been injured in the conflict
since April 2014, and close to 10,000 pre-conflict prisoners remained in detention beyond the contact
line in mid-2017. There seems to be no end in sight to the conflict U.S., European, and NATO
military and non-military support to Ukraine has been critical to helping the country defend itself
against Russian military aggression. Non-military assistance has been equally important to help
Ukraine stabilize its economy and continue on its reform track. This aid includes more than $38 billion
in U.S.-backed assistance negotiated with the International Monetary Fund, with conditionality linked
to strengthening anti-corruption mechanisms and reducing energy subsidies that have provided a key
source of Russian leverage over Ukraine. Limiting military assistance to Ukraine would considerably
weaken its ability to counter Russian aggression.
lain King CBE is a visiting fellow with the Europe Program at the Center for Strategic and
International Studies in Washington, D.C.

Critical Questions is produced by the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS), a
private, tax-exempt institution focusing on international public policy issues. Its research is
nonpartisan and nonproprietary. CSIS does not take specific policy positions. Accordingly, all
views, positions, and conclusions expressed in this publication should be understood to be
solely those of the author(s).

© 2019 by the Center for Strategic and International Studies. All rights reserved.
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Giuliani a!!ywants to testify that Nunes aides hid Ukraine ta!l<S from Schiff

POLITICS

Giuliani associate Parnas wants to testify that Nunes
aides hid Ukraine meetings on Biden dirt from Schiff
PUBLISHED SUN, NOV 24 2019•9:37 PM EST

UPDATED MON, NOV 25 2019•6:33 PM EST
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KEY POINTS
Lev Parnas, a business associate of Rudy Giuliani, wants to testify to Congress
that aides to Rep. Devin Nunes called off a trip to Ukraine this year when they
realized they would be required to notify Democratic committee Chairman Adam
Schiff.
The purpose of the trip was to interview two Ukrainian prosecutors who claim to
have evidence that could help President Trump's reelection campaign, according
to Parnas' lawyer.
Parnas also alleges that Nunes, a leading Trump ally, himself traveled to Vienna
last year to interview a potential source of political dirt on Joe Biden.

https:/Jl.w.w_cnbc.com/2019/11/24/giuliani-ally-1MJuld-testlfy.that-nunes-staffers-hid--ukraine-meetings-from-schlff.html
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when they realized it would mean notifying Democratic Chairman Adam Schiff.
Lev Parnas would tell Congress that the purpose of the planned trip was to interview
two Ukrainian prosecutors who claimed to have evidence that could help President
'"'-->.!.UJ..,..J..JLWil!2's reelection campaign, Parnas' attorney, Joseph Bondy, told CNBC.
Nunes is one of Trump's most outspoken defenders in Congress.
But when Nunes' staff realized that going to Ukraine themselves would mean alerting
Schiff to their plans, they instead asked Parnas to set up the meetings for them over
phone and Skype, which he did, according to Bondy.
The Intelligence Committee is leading the lfu.u.s.e.'.:wn~.u.iry.intn..Irwnp.
It wrapped up two weeks of public hearings Thursday during which several Trump
administration officials described a pressure campaign to influence Ukraine into saying
it would investigate former Vice President Joe Eiden, a front-runner for the 2020
Democratic presidential nomination, and a discredited conspiracy theory regarding the
2016 election.
Bondy is representing Parnas against federal campaign finance charges in New York.

https:IN.MW.cnbc.com/2019/11/24/giuliani-al!y-mu!d-testlty..that-nunes-staffers.-hld-ukraine-meettngs-from-schlff.htmt
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For more than a year, Parnas has also worked closely with Giuliani, Trump's personal
attorney, to dig up dirt on Biden and his son Hunter in Ukraine in advance of the 2020
presidential election, according to Bondy. During that time, Trump and his allies in
Congress have pushed unfounded claims that Biden intervened in a Ukrainian criminal
investigation and that Ukraine meddled in the 2016 U.S. presidential election to help
Hillary Clinton.
The Nunes team's scrapped trip to Ukraine has not been previously reported, nor have
the meetings that Bondy said his client arranged in place of the overseas trip. The
meetings took place in late March, and Derek Harvey, a senior investigator for Nunes,
represented the congressman, according to Bondy. One of the meetings was with
Ukraine's chief anti-corruption prosecutor, Nazar Kholodnytsky, and it was held over
Skype, Parnas would tell Congress, according to Bondy. The second was a phone call
Parnas arranged for Harvey with a deputy in Ukraine's Prosecutor General's office,
Konstantin Kulik, Bondy added.

Democratic operatives in Ukraine during the 2016 election. Neither official has

https:/N,/\l'M'.cnbc.comt2019/11/24/giuliani-ally.'MJu!d-testify-that-nunes-staffers-hid-ukraine..meetings-from-schlff.html
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According to Bondy, Parnas says he began working with Harvey after Nunes and his
staff traveled to Vienna in late November to meet with another potential source of
political dirt on Democrats: former Ukrainian prosecutor Viktor Shokin, who claims
that Biden demanded his firing because Shokin was secretly investigating a gas
company, Burisma, whose board included Hunter Biden.
CNN first ref2ilrted Friday that Parnas wanted to testify before the House Intelligence
Committee about the Vi~nna trip_. Since then, Nunes has threatened to sue CNN and
The Daily Beast, which also reported on Parnas' allegations.
Asked point blank during a Fox News interview Sunday whether he met with Shokin in
Vienna, the California congressman refused to answer, saying that Parnas was "a
criminal" and that he would not "debate this out with the public media when 90% of
the media are totally corrupt."
The latest allegations about the planned trip to Ukraine this spring, however, suggest
that Nunes' purported efforts to dig up dirt on Biden and Democrats did not end with
the Vienna trip.
They also potentially implicate Nunes and his committee staff in the same events the
committee is currently investigating

specifically, the monthslong effort by Trump,

Giuliani and others to get Ukrainian officials to help them dig up dirt on Biden, and to
validate far-right conspiracy claims about Ukraine and the 2016 election.
Trump raised both of these issues on a phone call July 2 5 with Ukraine's president,
Volodymyr Zelenskiy, prompting a whistleblower complaint that sparked the
impeachment investigation into the president.
During the past two weeks, nearly a dozen current and former officials in the Trump
administration testified before Nunes and the rest of the Intelligence Committee about
what they say was a far-reaching effort to exert pressure on Ukraine to announce the

\'ilifCHU5 7

https://www.cnbc.com/2019/11/24'giuliani-aHy-mu!d-testifysthat-nunes-staffers-hid-ukraine-meetings-from-schiff.html
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Fiona Hill, the National Security Council's former senior director for Europe and Russia, arrives to testify before the House

Intelligence Committee in the Longworth House Office Building on Capitol Hill November 21, 2019 in Washington, DC.

Chip Somodevilla I Getty Images

Over the course of three days of public hearings last week, Nunes used the bulk of his
allotted time to attack Democrats and the media and to repeat the same unfounded
claims about Democrats and Biden. At no point did Nunes ever mention that he or his
staffers met with the three Ukrainian officials, some of whom were mentioned by name
during testimony.
Speaking to CNBC, Bondy said Parnas merely wants an opportunity to testify under
oath before the Intelligence Committee about his and Giuliani's activities in Ukraine.
But so far, it's not clear whether Schiff will call him in. Bondy said Parnas has
responded to a subpoena he received this fall from the committee by turning over
thousands of pages ofrecords to back up his account of events.
Asked whether he planned to ask Parnas to testify, Schiff said Sunday that the
committee wants to review the documents he produces first before deciding whether to
proceed with an interview. The California Democrat ,.cj,1.t~•"''-'•-"'-~J.:c~,-~,----"'-""~u;.,"'

https://wwwxnbc.com/2019/11/24'giuliani-aHy-'I\Ou!d-testify-that-nunes-staffers-hid-ukraine-meetings-from-schiff.html
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sought to dig up dirt on Bi den.
Reached for comment about Parnas' latest allegations, a spokesman for the
Intelligence Committee referred CNBC to Schiff's earlier remarks.
Bondy told CNBC that Parnas wants to provide the committee with "truthful and
important information that is in furtherance of justice."
"We have great faith that, in the end, the proper choice will be made as to when and
whether to hear Mr. Parnas," he said.

https:/.tvwvvv.cnbc.com/2019/11/24'giuliani-ally-w::iu!d-testify-that-nunes-staffers-hld-ukra1ne-meetings-from-schiff.html
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Judge allows Giuliani associate Lev Parnas to remain free on
bail, prosecutors reveal $1 million payment from lawyer for
indicted Ukraine oligarch
en bc.com/2019/12/ 17 /prosecutor-seek-to-revoke-lev-parnas-bail-cite-firtash-payment. html
December 17, 2019

• A federal judge on Tuesday rejected prosecutors' requests that he revoke the $1 million
release bond for Lev Parnas, an associate of President Donald Trump's personal lawyer Rudy
Giuliani.
• Prosecutors said he failed to disclose a $1 million transfer from a lawyer for Ukraine oligarch
Dmytro Firtash, who faces criminal charges in the United States.
• Parnas is charged with violating U.S. campaign finance laws by allegedly funneling foreign
donations to candidates for federal and state offices to win potential influence.
Lev Parnas arrives at Federal Court on December 17, 2019 in New York City.
Stephanie Keith I Getty Images
A federal judge on Tuesday rejected a call by prosecutor to yank the $1 million release bond for Lev
Parnas, an associate of President Donald Trump's personal lawyer Rudy Giuliani, saying alleged
misstatements by Parnas to authorities about his financial assets were not necessarily intentional.
"I think the strict conditions that exist [for bail] are appropriate," Judge Paul Oetken said at a hearing
in U.S. District Court in Manhattan, as he declined to jail Parnas pending trial on charges of violating
federal campaign finance laws.
Parnas, who played a role in Giuliani's efforts in Ukraine that have sparked an impeachment crisis for
Trump, currently is required as part of his bail to remain in his Florida home, and be electronically
monitored. His release bond is secured by $200,000 in cash.
Prosecutors contend that the Ukraine-born Parnas, who is accused of funnelling foreign money to
American candidates, misled authorities about his financial assets when he sought release on bail
after his arrest in October.
They say his omissions and other factors, including Parnas' failure to disclose payments he was
receiving from a law firm, make him a flight risk.
At Tuesday's hearing, prosecutors revealed that Parnas' previously nondisclosed assets included a
$1 million transfer from a lawyer for Ukraine oligarch Dmytro Firtash, who faces criminal charges in
the United States, a month before Parnas was arrested.
"We believe he was trying to set up a way to flee," said Assistant U.S. Attorney Rachel Donaleski of
Parnas. "Mr. Parnas poses an extreme risk of flight."
"Even now the government isn't clear how much money he has," Donaleski said.
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"We still have serious questions as to how Mr. Parnas is getting his money."
But Joseph Bondy, Parnas' lawyer, said that Parnas had won a visa lottery to immigrate to the United
States from the Soviet Union, and is "a proud citizen of the United States of America and continues to
be."
"He has five children who are still in the home and one who is in a law firm," Bondy said. "Not once
has he ever tried to flee."
"If he was trying to go anywhere it would be to go to Washington, D.C., and speak to Congress," said
Bondy.
Last month, Bondy said that Parnas was willing to testify before Congress as part of an ongoing
impeachment proceeding against Trump.
VIDEO1:1401:14
New Trump bump? We asked people if they thought the impeachment will affect the economy
Invest in You: Ready. Set. Grow.
Parnas would testify that California Republican Rep. Devin Nunes met with former Ukraine
prosecutor Victor Shakin in Vienna in late 2018 about a probe of former Vice President Joe Biden
and his son Hunter Biden, according to Bondy.
The judge, Oetken, said, "The government points to several factors and they are concerning .... They
focus on the financial statements and alleged misstatements made."
"There's certainly lots of suspicious activity here ... but I don't know if that's a clear and intentional
misstatement," Oetken said.
"I find that they're not obvious misstatements," said the judge as he allowed Parnas' bail to continue.
Firtash, who is free on $74 million bail in Vienna while fighting extradition to the U.S. on charges of
bribing Indian officials for a mining deal, has ties to Trump's one-time presidential campaign manager,
Paul Manafort, who himself is serving a federal prison term for crimes related to his work for a proRussia political party in Ukraine.
Before their joint arrest, Parnas and his associate, Igor Fruman, were helping Giuliani with efforts to
spark an investigation by Ukraine into Joe Biden - who is currently the front-runner for the 2020
Democratic presidential nomination - and Hunter Biden, who had served on the board of a Ukraine
gas company.
Trump's own direct request to Ukraine's president for such a probe, while withholding U.S. military aid
to that nation, led to ongoing impeachment proceedings against the president in the House of
Representatives.
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Parnas is charged with funneling foreign donations to candidates for federal and state offices to win
potential influence. Fruman and Parnas have pleaded not guilty.
When he was arrested with Fruman, Parnas told U.S. Justice Department officials as part of his
request for bail that he and his wife had around $450,000 in total assets and income, prosecutors
have said.
But the couple actually had significantly more assets, prosecutors claimed in a court filing last week.
Those assets included a $1 million transfer from a Russian bank account in September, they said.
That money came from Firtash's lawyer, prosecutors disclosed for the first time Tuesday.
Prosecutors also alleged that Parnas lied or failed to disclose work and the payment from Firtash.
Parnas' lawyer Bondy said that the $1 million transfer was a loan sent by a Swiss lawyer named
Ralph lsenegger for Parnas' wife, Svetlana, so that the couple could purchase a house.
Bond said that Parnas received a letter on Wednesday asking for the loan back, adding that he
believes that Parnas "burned that bridge" with Firtash by offering to speak out to Congress.
"Mr. Parnas has absolutely no continuing relationship with Mr. Firtash and he has no interest in
continuing the relationship," Bondy said.
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Trump asked top political advisors whether he should worry about
running against Joe Biden
PUBLISHED WED, MAR 6 2019,2:14 PM EST
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KEY POINTS
President Donald Trump has a private meeting with close advisors at the White House to discuss a wide
range of topics, including concerns about possibly facing former Vice President Joe Biden in 2020.
Trump asks whether he should be concerned about Biden potentially capturing the Democratic nomination,

according to people with direct knowledge of the matter. Biden still hasn't said whether he is running.
Trump had reportedly expressed concern during the 2018 midterm campaign about potentially facing Biden,
although the president has said publicly that he isn't worried.

https://www.cnbc_com/2019/03!06/trump-asked-advisors-whether-he-shou!d-worry-about-facing-joe-biden-in-2020_html
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Trump had reportediyexprcssc<l concern during the 2018 n1idterm cnmr-aign ahout potentially fac;ing Eiden,
although the president has said publicly that he isn't worried.
The advisors told Trump that they're not convinced Eiden would appeal to the Democratic Party's left wing or make it
through a primary. They also told the president they believe Eiden's opponents will say he's out of touch with the base
of his own party. Eiden, who leads in several primary polls of Democratic voters, has said that he's in the "final stages"
of deciding whether he will run for president.
When asked why the president spoke a bout Eiden, one of the people with knowledge of the gathering told CNEC that
the former vice president "is the least crazy out of all" the potential Democratic 2020 candidates. This person
pointed to Bide n's more moderate viewpoints compared with those of other Democrats running or considering
entering the race.
Another person familiar with the exchange brushed it off saying "no conclusions were reached, n and that Trump is
"gonna win in 2020 regardless."
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Tmmp has ripped Biden for considering a 2020 mn. In a recent Fox News interview, the president said he's not
concerned about the Democratic field.

"I'm not worried. So far I love the competition, I love what I see," Tmmp said in January. When asked at the time
whom he would like to run against, Trump didn't commit to a particular candidate but went on to call Bi den "weak"
and claimed President Barack Obama "took him otfthe trash heap" when he chose him to be his vice president in
2008.
A White House spokeswoman referred CNBC to the Trump campaign. Kayleigh McEnany, the Trump campaign's
1

press secretary, did not return repeated requests for comment. Biden s spokesman declined to comment.

The first contests of the primary are under a year away, while the first Democratic debates are slated for later this year.
Early polls show Biden is the favorite among Democratic primary voters and may have an advantage over the
president in a one-on-one election.

ln a 201ll.J'QLIT.ICQLM,mling Con\i_\l!tj2Q.)l, Biden led in a head-to-head matchup with Tmmp. Forty-four percent of
voters said they would pick the former Delaware lawmaker, while Trump received support from 3 7 percent. The
survey was of 1,993 registered voters from July 26 to July 30.
Biden is leading in most of the national polls of the potential Democratic field, including a ivloming Consult survey.
that shows him with 31 percent of early primary voters saying they would back him ifhe runs. Behind him are Sens.
Bernie Sanders ofVermont, Kamala Harris of California and Elizabeth Warren of Massachusetts. The poll has a

margin of error of plus or minus 1 percent.

The Biden dilemma
Political strategists from both sides of the aisle have mixed views about whether the president and his team should be
worried about Biden entering the 2020 race.
Democratic political strategist Mary-Anne Marsh questioned whether the third time will be the charm for the former
vice president after he failed to make it through the primary the two other times he ran for the White House.
"I think the biggest question is: Will Joe Biden be the better candidate when he nms this time compared to the two
other times? He never made it to the general. So I think that's a big question," said Marsh, who worked on campaigns
for Sens. John Kerry and Ted Kennedy. "Biden doesn't appeal to activists who dominated in 2016 and particularly the
A.
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Trump asked advisors whether he should worry about facing Joe Biden in 2020

in the House of Representatives.

►

"Eiden would be a huge problem for President Trump in a general election. Look at the midterms. He campaigned

across the country and was a huge hit," said Tyler Law, former national press secretary for the Democratic
Congressional Campaign. Biden, for instance, went to Pennsylvania during a special election and helped Democrat
Coner Lamb pull off a victory in a Republican-held district.
Other strategists see former New York City Mayor Mike Bloom berg's decision not to run as an opportunity for Bi den.
"With the announcement [Tuesday] from Bloomberg that he is not running, I think there is even more of an opening
for Bi den in the Democratic primary," said Christian Ferry, who worked as a deputy campaign manager for

Republican Sen. John McCain's 2008 run for president. "Biden can appeal to working-class Democrats who felt no
connection to Hillary Clinton and independents who would be scared of a more progressive nominee."

According to the most recent Gallup P>/11, Trump has an approval of 90 percent with Republican voters but he
continues to struggle with independent voters. Only 35 percent of independents back him. In 2016, he won
independent voters with a narrow margin over Clinton.
Overall, Gallup shows 43 percent of participants approve of the president's performance during his first term, while
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Trump denies sending Rudy Giuliani to Ukraine to push Biden, election probes

POLITICS

Trump denies sending Rudy Giuliani to Ukraine to
push Biden, election probes
PUBLISHED WED, NOV 27 2019•11:05 AM EST

UPDATED WED, NOV 27 2019•2:29 PM EST

Christina Wilkie
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KEY POINTS
President Donald Trump denies that he directed Rudy Giuliani, his personal
attorney, to travel to Ukraine.
Trump's remarks contradict scores of previous statements from Giuliani, Trump
and nearly a dozen current and former national security officials who testified in
the impeachment inquiry.
His statement also prompts legal experts to question whether the president had
waived attorney-client privilege.
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Trump denies sending Rudy Giuliani to Ukraine to push Biden, election probes

Trump's claims are contradicted by months of statements from Giuliani and from
Trump himself, ~ y from nearly a dozen current and former
national security officials in the ongoing House impeachment inquiry. It also prompted
legal experts to question whether the president had waived attorney-client privilege.
During.fill interview, former Fox News Channel host Bill O'Reilly asked Trump what

~ d c i n g "in Ukraine on your behalf."
"Well, you have to ask that to Rudy, but Rudy, I don't, I don't even know," Trump
replied. "I know he was going to go to Ukraine, and I think he canceled a trip. But, you
know, Rudy has other clients other than me. I'm one person."
"So, you didn't direct him to go there on your behalf?" O'Reilly asked again.
"No, but you have to understand, Rudy is a great corruption fighter," Trump said.
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Pressed by O'Reilly a third time, Trump again denied knowing about Giuliani's work
there.
"No, I didn't direct him, but he's a warrior, Rudy's a warrior. Rudy went, he possibly
saw something. But you have to understand, Rudy, has other people that he represents
... I think he's done work in Ukraine for years, I mean that's what I heard. I might have
even read that someplace," the president said.
Robert Costello, an attorney for Giuliani, did not immediately reply to a request for
comment from CNBC on the president's latest remarks about Giuliani's work.

Contradictory claims
In sworn testimony, former and current administration officials have said that Giuliani
directly~'l.ed t h e ~ that Ukraine launch investigations
into the son of former Vice President Joe Biden and a 2016 election-related conspiracy.
Those demands are now at the center of an impeachment inquiry into whether Trump
abused the power of his office by freezing foreign aid to Ukraine in order to pressure the
government to announce investigations.

Read more: Giulianially wants to tcstityJ:hatNuncs hidUkrainc meetings from Schiff
According to the White House's own rough transcript of Trump's July 2 5 call with
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskiy, the president brought up Giuliani several
times in the context of the investigations.

https://Www.cnbc.com/2019/11/27/trump-denies-sending-rudy-giuliani-to-ukraine-to-push-biden-election-probes.html
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Attorney General [Bill] Barr to call."
Meanwhile, Giuliani has also insisted for months that his work in Ukraine is being done
solely to defend Trump, his client.
In early November, Giuliani wrote on Twitter, "The investigation I conducted
concerning 2016 Ukrainian collusion and corruption, was done solely as a defense
attorney to defend my client against false charges, that kept changing as one after
another were disproven. The evidence, when revealed fully, will show that this present
farce is as much a frame-up and hoax as Russian collusion, maybe worse, and will prove
the President is innocent."

Questions of attorney-client privilege
Following Trump's comments, several legal experts raised the possibility that the
president may have effectively waived any shield of attorney-client privilege that would
have prevented Giuliani from publicly discussing the work he did for Trump in Ukraine.
Likewise, in the absence of an attorney-client relationship, Giuliani, a private citizen,
would have little justification for refusing to testify in the impeachment inquiry. Giuliani
was subpoenaed earlier this fall to testify, but defied the order by claiming that some of
the documents requested by the committee were protected by attorney-client privilege.
The latest speculation about Trump and Giuliani's legal relationship follows months of
debate in legal circles about whether Giuliani's work in Ukraine can even be considered
"legal services," in order to meet the basic threshold for protection through attorneyclient privilege.
Giuliani has claimed he was in Ukraine "defending" Trump against "false charges." But
it's not clear what those charges were, and the president has not been charged with any
crimes.
Moreover, if Giuliani were found to have been aiding the president in committing an

https:/lwww.cnbc.com/2019/11/27/trump-denies-sending-rudy-giuHani-to-ukraine-to-push-biden-election-probes,html
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Giuliani under investigation
While Trump's comments about his personal attorney left many in Washington
scratching their heads, they fit into the president's decades-long pattern of denying or
downplaying his relationships with close associates who come under legal scrutiny.
Earlier in the week, I!ic:.wallfila:.ctJUJ.IIrul.l_r.s:pQd:c.d that subpoenas issued to several of
Giuliani's associates name his eponymous firm, Giuliani Partners, in requests for
information. The subpoenas appear to indicate that federal prosecutors in the
Manhattan U.S. attorney's office, which Giuliani himself once headed, are ~gating
Giuliani's consulting_businefil,.
The subpoenas also revealed a list of potential charges under consideration in the
probe. They include conspiracy to defraud the United States, money laundering,
making false statements to the U.S. government, donating money from non-citizens to
U.S. political campaigns, making so-called "straw man" campaign donations, mail
fraud, and wire fraud.
Giuliani denied that he had committed any crimes and accused prosecutors of
conspiring "to destroy my reputation so that I'm not credible when I continue to reveal
all of the massive evidence" of wrongdoing in Ukraine.
A White House spokesman did not immediately respond to questions from CNBC about
Trump's denial that Giuliani was working at his direction.

- CNBC's Yelena Dzhanova contributed to this report.

https://www,cnbc.com/2019/11/27/trump-denies-sending-rudy-giullani-to-ukrafne-to-push-biden-election-probes.html

AB

39-405

517

01/18/2020

211

CIA director stands by intel community assessment Russia
meddled in election

• Trump has been on a marathon trip through Asia
• He met with Putin three times during recent summit
Washington (CNNJCIA Director Mike Pompeo stands by US intelligence assessments that
Russia meddled in the 2016 election, the agency said Saturday, despite President Donald
Trump saying he believes Russian President Vladimir Putin when he says his country didn't
interfere.

"The Director stands by and has always stood by the January 2017 Intelligence Community
Assessment entitled: Assessing Russian Activities and Intentions in Recent U.S. Elections,"
the CIA said in a statement when asked for reaction to the president's remarks. "The
intelligence assessment with regard to Russian election meddling has not changed."
The agency said it would have no further comment.
Trump says he believes Putin's election meddling denials
While describing his relationship with Putin and the ongoing investigations into 2016
meddling, Trump seemed to indicate to reporters aboard Air Force One on Saturday that he
trusts Putin's denials more than the comments of former intelligence officials, like former
112
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high-ranking intelligence officials James Corney, John Brennan and James Clapper.
"I mean, give me a break, they are political hacks," Trump said. "So you look at it, I mean,
you have Brennan, you have Clapper and you have Corney. Corney is proven now to be a liar
and he is proven now to be a leaker. So you look at that and you have President Putin very
strongly, vehemently says he had nothing to do with them."
Read More
Trump told reporters as he flew from Da Nang to Hanoi in Vietnam that he's done
confronting Putin over the issue and took him at his word that Russia did not seek to
interfere in the election.
"He said he didn't meddle. He said he didn't meddle. I asked him again. You can only ask so
many times," Trump said.
Trump spoke to Putin three times on the sidelines of summit here, where the Russia
meddling issue arose.
"Every time he sees me, he says, 'I didn't do that,"' Trump said. "And I believe, I really
believe, that when he tells me that, he means it."
"I think he is very insulted by it," Trump added.
His remarks, which came near the end of Trump's marathon swing through Asia, amounted
to the clearest statement yet of Trump's views about last year's election meddling issue.
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DOJ quietly posts internal legal opinions about
immunity from congressional testimony
By Katelyn
CNN
U
7:46 PM ET, Thu December 12, 2019

politics
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How much will the House debate influence voters? 05:10
(CNN) - The Justice Department on Thursday quietly published on its website some never-before-seen internal
legal opinions that could help President Donald Trump block congressional requests as he
US House and
in the Senate,

impeacl1ment by

bolster the White House's stonewalling of Congress on witness testimony and
Eight of the opinions
document subpoenas.
opinions date back to the 1970s, when President Richard Nixon faced impeachment,
and the early 1980s. One from 1982 was written by the former head of the Office of Legal Counsel at the request of
Rudy Giuliani, who at the time worked within the Justice Department.
Some of the opinions appear to have been made public before, and some have only been cited by the Justice
Department in other legal arguments. Those released Thursday hadn't all been collected before on the Justice
Department's central website regarding its internal legal opinions.
A Justice Department official acknowledging the releases said these opinions were cited in the Office of Legal
Counsel's more recent opinion that former Trump White House counsel Don MGahn should be immune from
subpoenaed congressional testimony. The House has sued for McGahn to testify, winning at the trial court stage,
and the Justice Department is appealing. The newly released opinions were requested by the House as part of the
McGahn lawsuit, according to the official.
The collection could be a valuable central resource for the President in the coming weeks, fleshing out the
authority the executive branch has given itself to ignore congressional requests.
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Then-head of the Office of
Counsel Ted Olson wrote in July 1982 that the White House counsel should not
submit to a subpoena or request to testify to the Senate, arguing the president's "close advisors are an extension
of the President." Just as he cannot "compel congressmen to appear before him," Congress "may not compel him
to appear before it," Olson wrote.
Notably, Olson told the deputy attorney general that if the president broke with precedent and submitted to such
testimony it would be seen by "rnany -- including members of Congress who are aware of the historical practice -as a sign of weakness."

politics

LIVE TV

agreeing to this particular Congressional demand to depose one of the highest and most intimate of Presidential
advisers will erode a central foundation of executive privilege and severely chill internal deliberations among
Executive Branch advisers in the future."
Other early opinions republished Thursday also tout the autonomy of the executive branch, and were written by
notable other former Office of Legal Counsel chiefs within Justice, including William F,ehnquist, who
the
US cl1ief Justice and oversaw the impeachment and trial of President Bill Clinton.
"It is vital that a recommendation that the President assert privilege be a considered one, because the
consequences of initially asserting the claim and then receding from it in the face of public criticism are obviously
more hurtful than an initial decision not to assert the claim," Rehnquist wrote in 1971.
The Office of Legal Counsel writes binding opinions for the executive branch, but they do not always withstand
scrutiny in federal courts.
Currently, appeals courts are weighing the White House's assertions of absolute immunity over its current and
former officials and the House's subpoena power.
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Exclusive: Giuliani associate willing to tell Congress Nunes
met with ex-Ukrainian official to get dirt on Biden
""'

-

-

-

""

"""

(CNN)A lawyer for an indicted associate of Rudy Giuliani told CNN that his client is willing to

tell Congress about meetings the top Republican on the House Intelligence Committee had
in Vienna last year with a former Ukrainian prosecutor to discuss digging up dirt on Joe
Biden.
The attorney, Joseph A. Bondy, represents Lev Parnas, the recently indicted Soviet-born
American who worked with Giuliani to push claims of Democratic corruption in Ukraine.
Bondy said that Parnas was told directly by the former Ukrainian official that he met last
year in Vienna with Rep. Devin Nunes.
"Mr. Parnas learned from former Ukrainian Prosecutor General Victor Shakin that Nunes
had met with Shakin in Vienna last December," said Bondy.
Shakin was ousted from his position in 2016 after pressure from Western leaders, including
then-vice president Biden, over concerns that Shakin was not pursuing corruption cases.
Republican senators echoed Biden in urging Ukrainian president to reform prosecutor
general's office
Nunes is one of President Donald Trump's key allies in Congress and has emerged as a
staunch defender of the President during the impeachment inquiry, which he has
115
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frequently labeled as a "circus." Nunes declined repeated requests for comment.
Read More
After the story published, Nunes disputed CNN's report, telling far-right website Breitbart
that it was "demonstrably false."
Giuliani made an appearance on Fox News on Saturday and, when asked about the CNN
report, said he had no reason to doubt Nunes.
Bondy told CNN that his client and Nunes began communicating around the time of the
Vienna trip. Parnas says he worked to put Nunes in touch with Ukrainians who could help
Nunes dig up dirt on Biden and Democrats in Ukraine, according to Bondy.
That information would likely be of great interest to House Democrats given its overlap with
the current impeachment inquiry into President Trump, and could put Nunes in a difficult
spot.
Bondy told CNN his client is willing to comply with a Congressional subpoena for documents
and testimony as part of the impeachment inquiry in a manner that would allow him to
protect his Fifth Amendment rights against self-incrimination.
Bondy suggested in a tweet on Friday that he was already speaking to House Intel though
the committee declined to comment.
Giuliani has told CNN previously about his conversations with Shokin and Parnas, saying
that this was part of his legal work for his client, President Trump. Parnas' claims about
Nunes' alleged involvement offers a new wrinkle and for the first time suggests the efforts
to dig up dirt on the Bidens involved a member of Congress.
Inauguration galas. an intimate dinner. and a White House party: Trump's 10 interactions
with indicted Giuliani associates
Parnas' claim that Nunes met with Shakin, which had not been previously reported, adds
further context to a Daily Beast report that Parnas helped arrange meetings and calls in
Europe for Nunes last year, citing another Parnas' lawyer, Ed MacMahon.
Those revelations came to a head on Thursday when Democratic Rep. Eric Swalwell raised
the Daily Beast story publicly during the impeachment hearing.
Parnas, who was indicted on federal campaign finance charges last month, worked with
Shokin and Giuliani to push a pair of unfounded claims: that Ukrainians interfered in the
2016 election on behalf of Democrats, and that Biden was acting corruptly in Ukraine on
behalf of his son Hunter, who sat on the board of Ukrainian gas company Burisma Holdings.
According to Bondy, Parnas claims Nunes worked to push similar allegations of Democratic
corruption.
"Nunes had told Shakin of the urgent need to launch investigations into Burisma, Joe and
Hunter Biden, and any purported Ukrainian interference in the 2016 election," Bondy told
CNN.
There is no evidence that the Bidens acted inappropriately. Nor is there evidence to support
the conspiracy theory that Ukraine worked with Democrats to interfere in the 2016 election.
Yet these claims have been a key part of the public defense of the President put forth by
Nunes and other Republicans during the impeachment hearings this month.
215
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Parnas is currently under house arrest in Florida and has pleaded not guilty to charges of
federal campaign finance fraud.
Over the past two weeks, CNN approached Nunes on two occasions and reached out to his
communications staff to get comment for this story.
In the Capitol on Nov. 14, as CNN began to ask a question about the trip to Vienna, Nunes
interjected and said, "I don't talk to you in this lifetime or the next lifetime."
"At any time," Nunes added. "On any question."
Asked again on Thursday about his travel to Vienna and his interactions with Shokin and
Parnas, Nunes gave a similar response.
"To be perfectly clear, I don't acknowledge any questions from you in this lifetime or the
next lifetime," Nunes said while leaving the impeachment hearing. "I don't acknowledge any
question from you ever."
CNN was unable to reach Shokin for comment.

A trip to Europe
Congressional travel records show that Nunes and three aides traveled to Europe from
November 30 to December 3, 2018. The records do not specify that Nunes and his staff
went to Vienna or Austria, and Nunes was not required to disclose the exact details of the
trip.
Nunes' entourage included retired colonel Derek Harvey, who had previously worked for
Trump on the National Security Council, and now works for Nunes on the House
Intelligence Committee. Harvey declined to comment.
Bondy told CNN that Nunes planned the trip to Vienna after Republicans lost control of the
House in the mid-term elections on Nov. 6, 2018.
"Mr. Parnas learned through Nunes' investigator, Derek Harvey, that the Congressman had
sequenced this trip to occur after the mid-term elections yet before Congress' return to
session, so that Nunes would not have to disclose the trip details to his Democrat colleagues
in Congress," said Bondy.
At the time of the trip, Nunes was chairman of the Intelligence Committee. In January,
Democratic Rep. Adam Schiff took over as chairman of the powerful committee, which is
now conducting the impeachment inquiry.

Nunes meeting with Parnas
Bondy said that according to his client, following a brief in-person meeting in late 2018,
Parnas and Nunes had at least two more phone conversations, and that Nunes instructed
Parnas to work with Harvey on the Ukraine matters.
Parnas said that shortly after the Vienna trip, he and Harvey met at the Trump International
Hotel in Washington, where they discussed claims about the Bidens as well as allegations of
Ukrainian election interference, according to Bondy.
Following this, Bondy said that in a phone conversation Nunes told Parnas that he was
3/5
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conducting his own investigation into the Bid ens and asked Parnas for help validating
information he'd gathered from conversations with various current and former Ukrainian
officials, including Shakin.
Parnas said that Nunes told him he'd been partly working off of information from the
journalist John Solomon, who had written a number of articles on the Biden conspiracy
theory for the Hill, according to Bondy.
CNN reached out to Harvey on multiple occasions for comment. Reached by phone on
Friday morning, Harvey refused to comment and directed CNN to contact the
communications director for Nunes. That person, Jack Langer, did not respond to numerous
requests for comment from CNN. A spokesman for Schiff declined to comment for this
story.

The BLT team
Bondy told CNN that Parnas is also willing to tell Congress about a series of regular
meetings he says he took part in at the Trump International Hotel in Washington that
concerned Ukraine. According to Bondy, Parnas became part of what he described as a
"team" that met several times a week in a private room at the BLT restaurant on the second
floor of the Trump Hotel. In addition to giving the group access to key people in Ukraine
who could help their cause, Parnas translated their conversations, Bondy said.
The group, according to Bondy, included Giuliani, Parnas, the journalist Solomon, and the
married attorneys Joe diGenova and Victoria Toensing. Parnas said that Harvey would
occasionally be present as well, and that it was Parnas' understanding that Harvey was
Nunes' proxy, Bondy said.
Solomon confirmed the meetings to CNN but said that calling the group a team was a bit of
a mischaracterization. Solomon said that connectivity happened more organically, and that
his role was only as a journalist reporting a story.
Solomon also said that Di Genova and Toensing, his lawyers, introduced him to Parnas as a
facilitator and interpreter in early March. "Parnas was very helpful to me in getting Ukraine
officials on the record," Solomon told CNN. "I only gradually realized Lev was working for
other people, including Rudy Giuliani."
Solomon insists he was only reporting on a story as it unfolded, "Any suggestion that I was
involved in any campaign to pressure Ukraine or the United States government to take any
actions is categorically false," Solomon said.
Giuliani did not respond to requests for comment. DiGenova and Toensing declined to
comment through a spokesperson.
Solomon no longer works at the Hill. After Solomon's reporting came under intense scrutiny
during the impeachment inquiry, the paper announced it is reviewing his work.

Parnas wants to talk
In the weeks since his arrest, Parnas has become disenchanted with Trump and Giuliani,
415
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according to Bondy as well as other sources who spoke to CNN. Parnas, these sources say,
was particularly upset when Trump denied knowing him the day after Parnas and his
associate Igor Fruman were arrested in October.
Videos show indicted Giuliani associate standing behind Trump at 2018 rally
Last week, CNN reported that Parnas had claimed to have had a private meeting with
Trump in which the President tasked him with a "secret mission" to uncover dirt on
Democrats in Ukraine.
"He believes he has put himself out there for the President and now he's been completely
hung out to dry," a person close to Parnas told CNN. Last week, the White House did not
respond to repeated requests for comment to a series of questions regarding the meeting
and Trump's relationship with Parnas.
On Thursday, Bondy promoted the hashtag #LetLevSpeak on Twitter in response to a
number of questions about whether Parnas would testify in front of Congress.
Bondy tweeted directly at Republican California Rep. Kevin McCarthy Thursday night after
McCarthy accused Schiff of blocking important witnesses from testifying,~ "I don't
agree with your premise, but please, if you mean what you say, call my client, Lev Parnas.
#LetlevSpeak."
UPDATE: This story has been updated to include Nunes' comment after publication and Giuliani's
response to the CNN report on Fox News.
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Ukraine
By
and Michael
CNN
Updated 6:10 PM ET, Tue December 17, 2019

Washington (CNN) - Rudy Giuliani told CNN that President Donald Trump has been "very supportive" of his
continued efforts to dig up dirt on Democrats in Ukraine, including his most recent trip to the
European
ccuntry.
The admission bolsters a central Democratic argument of the impeachment proceedings: that the President has
allowed his personal attorney to push Ukraine for investigations that benefit Trump's political agenda.
In a phone conversation with CNN on Tuesday, Giuliani suggested that Trump has been well aware of everything he
has done in Ukraine, though he declined to say if Trump directed him to go on his most recent trip there.
"We're on the same page," Giuliani said of Trump.
Visiting Ukraine earlier this month, Giuliani claims he gathered evidence of a wide-ranging conspiracy to prevent
his and the President's efforts to uncover years of corruption there. In Giuliani's view, that corruption chiefly involves
Trump's domestic political opponents, including Joe Biden as well as Hillary Clinton.
Unprompted, Giuliani emphasized that he and the President are "on offense" when it comes to pursuing dirt on
Democrats.
"Just in case you think we're on defense, we're not," Giuliani said. In recent days, he has given a series of
interviews about his Ukraine exploits to national news outlets, including The New York Times,
News and the
New Yorker. Giuliani's comments come as Democrats in the House prepare to vote on articles of impeachment
against the President.
In his interview with CNN, Giuliani spoke at length about former us ambassador to Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch, who
was removed from office earlier this year and has become a central figure in the impeachment inquiry. Giuliani
claimed Yovanovitch perjured herself during her congressional testimony last month and that she should be
charged with obstruction of justice.
He declined to offer specific evidence that would back up his claim, though he insisted he has it.
The former New York City mayor told CNN he spoke with
Trump as well as Secretary of State Mike Pompeo about
previously
removing Yovanovitch last spring. CNN
reported that Giuliani delivered a group of documents to
Pompeo about Yovanovitch.
Giuliani also admitted he pushed for her ouster because she
was interfering with his work to dig up dirt on Democrats on
behalf of Trump. He has long complained that the
ambassador blocked some of his Ukrainian sources from
coming to the United States.

Related Article: Democrats try to make
Republicans pay the price in Trump trial
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When asked specifically why he pushed the issue with Trump
and Pompeo, Giuliani said Yovanovitch had been "blocking
witnesses to come to the United States and she had been
doing it for a year."
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Shakin, along with his successor Yuriy Lutsenko,
been the source of Giuliani's unsubstantiated claim that Joe
Biden, as vice president, improperly intervened in a Ukrainian investigation into an energy company on whose
board his son, Hunter Biden, sat Another claim provided by these two Ukrainain ex-officials is that Democrats
colluded with Ukrainians in the 2016 election.
There's been no proof of either of these claims, despite Giuliani making them in public statements and media
appearances for the last several months.
Responding to reports that the current attorney general, William Barr, is frustrated with Giuliani's rogue
gathering operation, Giuliani downplayed any objections from the administration.
"I haven't heard tl1at from the President I think he would tell me," Giuliani said. "I would think that if Bill Barr has a
real complaint about me, President Trump would have told me that And I've been told by mutual friends that it's
not true."
Pompeo, meanwhile, has refused to comment about his view of Giuliani's activities in Ukraine. In an interview witti
a Kansas radio station on October 24, Pompeo did not answer repeated questions about whether he approved of
what Giuliani was doing.
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GOP-led committee probed possible Ukraine interference in
2016 election and found nothing worth pursuing, sources say
December 3, 2019

(CNN)The Republican-controlled Senate Intelligence Committee looked into allegations that Ukraine
interfered in the 2016 election and found no evidence to support the claims, according to sources
familiar with the matter.
This squares with the overall conclusion of officials who have looked into the matter. Sources tell
CNN that no US intelligence agency has ever produced a product accusing the Ukrainian
government of interfering in the 2016 US election.
Some Republican lawmakers continue to misleadingly say that the government of Ukraine interfered
in the 2016 election on the same level as Russia, despite the GOP-led committee looking into the
matter and finding little to support the allegation. The committee went so far as to interview former
Democratic National Committee operative Alexandra Chalupa -- a central figure in theories that say
Ukraine interfered in the election -- before closing that aspect of their probe, according to the
sources. Politico on Monday was first to report the committee's exploration of Ukraine's actions in
2016.
The committee looked into any possible Ukrainian interference because -- as committee Chairman
Sen. Richard Burr, a North Carolina Republican, told reporters on October 4, 2017 -- the investigation
was to look into a number of measures, including "any collusion by either campaign during the 2016
elections."
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Twelve days after he said that, sources tell CNN, Chalupa met with staffers on the committee for a
more-than-two-hour meeting covering a range of subjects, including why she was so alarmed in 2016
to learn that candidate Donald Trump had hired Paul Manafort, who worked with corrupt Ukrainian
President Viktor Yanukovych.
Read More
Chalupa was never called back before the committee and investigators considered the matter closed,
sources say. Chalupa could not be reached for comment
Burr told CNN that some officials from Ukraine actively supported Hillary Clinton but "I don't think
anybody interfered in the same way Russia did."
Burr wouldn't comment when asked about Chalupa's testimony.
Sources familiar with the matter say that on October 5, 2017, the committee also interviewed Shawn
Henry, the president of Crowdstrike Services, the cybersecurity company that has become a focus of
conspiracy theorists on the matter including Trump. Henry declined to comment when reached by
CNN.
Sen. Marco Rubio, a Florida Republican who's a member of the Senate Intelligence Committee, also
told CNN there's "nothing that compares to the Russian effort," adding that what Ukrainian officials
did is "nothing close" to the extensive Russian effort and it's "not even in the same universe."
Members of the Senate Intelligence Committee are careful about what they say publicly about
committee matters, but Sen. Angus King, a Maine independent, told CNN, "I've been in probably 25
hearings and briefings on the Senate Intelligence Committee over the past three years on the subject
of the 2016 election -- including updates from staff on the committee -- and I have never heard
anything about any engagement by Ukraine in the 2016 election."
Sen. Mark Warner, a Virginia Democrat who is the ranking member on the committee, refused to
comment specifically on whether the committee had investigated if Ukraine interfered in the 2016
election. But he emphasized to CNN that Russia was responsible for the 2016 election interference.
"I stand by the bipartisan Senate Intelligence Committee investigation, which confirmed the
Intelligence Committee's assessment that it was Russia," Warner said. "I stand by the Mueller report,
which confirms that it was Russia that intervened. I stand by Mr. Trump's appointees as head of the
CIA, head of the FBI, director of national intelligence, who have all testified publicly that it was
Russia."
Republican accusations of Ukrainian election interference include what former Trump homeland
security adviser Tom Bossert has called a debunked conspiracy theory -- that it was Ukraine, not
Russia, that actually did the hacking of the DNC server.
GOP officials have also accused Ukraine of interfering in the 2016 election because some officials in
the Ukrainian government publicly criticized Trump and supported Clinton, which intelligence and
national security officials widely do not consider to be "interference" in an election.
The conspiracy theory that Ukraine, not Russia, interfered in the US election was pushed publicly by
Russian President Vladimir Putin in February 2017 and has been since pushed by Trump, his
attorney Rudy Giuliani, and -- most recently -- Sen. John Kennedy, a Republican of Louisiana.
Still, Republican lawmakers have increasingly attempted to equate the actions of the two countries
even though no intelligence community report has ever accused Ukraine of interfering in the election,
sources tell CNN.
Trump's former Russia expert Fiona Hill testified last month that there had been comments by
various Ukrainian government officials, including the Ukrainian ambassador to the US, who in 2016
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took issue with candidate Trump's pronouncements on Ukrainian issues.
"They bet on the wrong horse," Hill said. "They bet on Hillary Clinton winning the election. And so,
you know, they were trying to curry favor with the Clinton campaign -- it's quite evident here." But she
said that's not the same as what Russia did in 2016.
In recent weeks, Republican lawmakers have increasingly floated that Ukraine interfered in the 2016
election despite the conclusions of the intelligence community that Russia alone was responsible.
Most notably it's Kennedy, an outspoken Louisianan, who has grabbed headlines for his statements
about the 2016 election. Kennedy first said last month on Fox News that it could have been Ukraine
and not Russia who interfered in the election. He later backtracked on those comments to CNN's
Chris Cuomo and said he was wrong.
But on Sunday, he said he now thinks both Russia and Ukraine interfered in 2016.
"I think both Russia and Ukraine meddled in the 2016 election. I think it's been well documented in
the Financial Times, in Politico, in The Economist, in the Washington Examiner, even on CBS, that
the prime minister of Ukraine, the interior minister, the Ukrainian ambassador to the United States,
the head of the Ukrainian Anti-Corruption League, all meddled in the election on social media and
otherwise," Kennedy said on NBC's "Meet The Press."
Other Republican lawmakers haven't been as explicit in support of the conspiracy theory. Some, like
Sen. John Cornyn of Texas, wouldn't rule it out, though.
"I can't talk about things I see in a classified setting in the Intelligence Committee, but I think it's fair to
say other countries over a long period of time in the past and I anticipate for a long time in the future
will try to sow discord and disinformation and get involved in the US elections," Cornyn said on
Monday when asked by CNN if he had seen any evidence that Ukraine interfered in the 2016
election.
Asked if he knew of any intelligence agencies that said Ukraine had interfered in the election, Cornyn
said, "Well, I believe there was some open-source reporting to the effect there were actors in Ukraine
actively encouraging the Clinton campaign."
Even Burr wasn't immune to attempting to walk a fine line that wouldn't contradict the President.
"But it's a legitimate argument that they interfered -- that they were active," Burr told CNN, in another
example of Republicans attempting to muddy the water when it comes to Ukraine and the 2016
election.
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Highlights from the new Mueller FBI investigation documents
cnn.com/2020/01/02/politics/mueller-investigation-documents/index.html
January 3, 2020

Washington (CNN)The Justice Department on Thursday released more than 350 pages of FBI
memos from key witness interviews in the special counsel investigation into Russian interference in
the 2016 US presidential election, following a Freedom of Information Act lawsuit by CNN and
BuzzFeed News.
The batch includes memos about what top advisers to President Donald Trump -- including Stephen
Miller, Sarah Sanders, Rob Porter, Michael Cohen, Paul Manafort and others -- told then-special
counsel Robert Mueller regarding Russian interference and the President's attempts to obstruct the
investigation.
READ: Newly released Mueller investigation FBI memos
The release reflects notable interviews the Justice Department showed the US House of
Representatives confidentially at the conclusion of the Mueller investigation.
Here are highlights from the documents:
Read More

Why Trump did the Lester Holt interview
Trump told White House counsel Don McGahn and then deputy White House counsel Uttam Dhillon
that the communications team could not get the story right about the firing of former FBI Director
James Corney, so he was going to participate in an interview with NBC's Lester Holt to say what
really happened, according to Dhillon's interview with investigators.
READ: Newly released Mueller investigation FBI memos
The now-infamous May 2017 interview with NBC News was the first time Trump explicitly tied the
Russia probe to his rationale for firing Corney. Trump told Holt he planned to fire Corney "regardless"
of a recommendation from then-Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosenstein and expressed his
frustration with the bureau's investigation into Russian meddling in the 2016 election.

How Trump fired Corney
In a separate interview with investigators, White House policy adviser Stephen Miller described the
process for crafting the letter that was used to fire Corney, which began over dinner at Trump
National Golf Club in Bedminster, New Jersey. Trump began the dinner, which also included White
House senior adviser Jared Kushner, by saying he wanted to fire Corney and articulate his reasons in
a "well honed" letter. He told the group he already had a "great concept" for the letter and laid out his
arguments.
Trump dictated some of the passages to Miller, who then went to research the claims and craft the
document, according to Miller's interview. He added his own thoughts to Trump's and pieced a draft
together.
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Trump then made handwritten edits to a draft of the letter, along with Miller's own edits. The
President was insistent that news of Corney's firing not leak.
Later, at a White House meeting with senior staff, including Miller, McGahn and then-White House
chief of staff Reince Priebus, Trump told the group, "I'm going to read you a letter. Don't talk me out
of this. I've made my decision."
Dhillon told investigators McGahn tried Trump to take out the part about the three times Corney had
told the President he was not under investigation, but it seemed to be the most important part of the
letter to Trump and he insisted on keeping it in.

Pre-pardons idea considered but scrapped
Trump's former lawyer and fixer Michael Cohen told the FBI at some point he and Trump attorney Jay
Sekulow discussed the concept of Trump issuing "pre pardons," or pardons to everyone so that no
one had to comply with the investigations.
Cohen said they learned, however, that pre-pardons would actually result in people having to
cooperate with everything and that the blanket immunity of a pre-pardon would mean people would
waive their right to take the Fifth Amendment against self incrimination. Cohen told the FBI he never
spoke directly with Trump about pardons.

Trump Jr.: 'Is there anything you have on Hillary?'
One of the eight people in the room for the June 2016 Trump Tower Meeting, translator Ike
Kaveladze, gave Mueller's investigators a vivid account of Donald Trump Jr.'s annoyance mid-way
through the meeting when Trump Jr. asked: "Is there anything you have on HILLARY?"
Kaveladze recounted how the meeting was initially described to him as about adoptions, but how he
later learned Trump's campaign team was promised damaging information on Hillary Clinton.
On June 6, 2016, Russian businessman Aras Agalarov, who helped setup the meeting, called
Kaveladze and asked him to take part in a meeting with "someone from the Trump Organization,"
according to the FBI notes. Kaveladze said Aras did not provide much information, but during a
second call that day, Aras asked Kaveladze if he knew anything about the Magnitsky Act. Kaveladze
said he was familiar with it as it pertained to adoptions and Aras sent him a three-to-four page
synopsis of the meeting topics and the business card of Nataliya Veselnitskaya.
But soon Kaveladze saw that they would be meeting with prominent members of the campaign
including Trump, Jr., Jared Kushner, and Manafort and was surprised, so he called Roman
Beniaminov who clarified that "Veselnitskaya had negative information on Hillary Clinton and that was
the purpose of the meeting.''
During the meeting, Kaveladze told investigators that "Kushner appeared to be aggravated and
stressed. He was really upset and said, 'What are we doing here?"' Soon after, Trump Jr. asked for
any information on Hillary Clinton.
Later, Kaveladze reported to Aras "the meeting was a complete waste of time. He told Aras the
meeting was not with lawyers and they were 'preaching to the wrong crowd."'

Mystery witness
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The batch of documents raise a new mystery about the Mueller investigation: Who spoke to Mueller
on April 12 and 13, 2018, for apparently several hours?
Could it be Jared Kushner? Or a witness whose name has never been publicly associated with the
Mueller investigation before?
So far, the Justice Department has released public interview memos from more than 25 named
witnesses who gave information to Mueller -- from former top Trump administration advisers Sarah
Sanders and Miller to convicted campaign operatives Manafort and others.
But only one name is withheld entirely in the 356-page release. "Interview of [REDACTED]," one
memo is titled.
According to previous CNN reporting, witnesses including Kushner spoke to Mueller in April 2018.
Other top advisers were interviewed potentially around that time, or at least before April 2018.
The mystery witness spoke with special counsel's office prosecutors Jeannie Rhee and Rush
Atkinson -- who had focused on the Russian interference side of the investigation and prosecutions
of Michael Cohen and Roger Stone -- voluntarily over two days within Mueller's offices, according to
the sliver of unredacted text in the memo.
The interview appears to be a notably long one, worth 31 pages of single-spaced notes. It only
appears to reflect what the witness told Mueller's team on the first interview day, April 12, according
to the document.
Aside from a brief introduction, every paragraph that the special counsel's office wrote about the
mystery witness' interview is redacted. The Justice Department gives several reasons for the
redactions, including personal privacy and privilege reasons.
The level of redactions in the document is especially notable, since the Mueller investigation has
been relatively transparent, especially in Mueller's report, in disclosing when and which witnesses
spoke to Mueller.
Extensive redactions about the details witnesses told Mueller, however, are common throughout the
public records releases.
In a separate court proceeding, House Democrats revealed that they believed Kushner was
interviewed by Mueller's team on April 11, 2018.

Manafort used Hannity as 'back channel' to Trump
Manafort said he used Fox News host Sean Hannity as a "back channel" to Trump in the period
between the FBI raid of his apartment and his indictment months later, in October 2017.
Hannity would send supportive messages to Manafort, telling him to hang in there and that Trump
had his back, according to newly released FBI interview notes.
Manafort said he didn't recall any direct or indirect communication with the White House in the period,
but that Hannity, a personal friend, was "certainly a back channel."
Hundreds of messages between the two men were released in June as part of the wind-down of
Manafort's criminal case in Washington, showing a close relationship and shared disdain for the
Mueller investigation.
Manafort told the special counsel's investigators that he did not believe Trump will pardon him, but,
as revealed in the Mueller report, Manafort was hopeful for one and noticed how the President
discussed pardons publicly, according to the interview notes.
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Manafort said in an interview with the investigators that he never received any assurance from the
President that he would get a pardon, according to the notes.
While the President's personal lawyer Rudy Giuliani raised the prospect of a pardon for Manafort in
interviews with reporters, Manafort said he hadn't talked to Giuliani since his indictment, the interview
notes say.

Hannity suggested Cohen hire Sekulow
Cohen also tells the FBI that after he received a letter from the House for his testimony he contacted
Jay Sekulow on the advice of Sean Hannity. Sekulow didn't take Cohen on as a client.
Cohen and Sekulow met with Trump at the White House around May 18, 2017, to get direction about
how to respond to the congressional request. Cohen told Trump he replied that he would not
cooperate with Congress. Trump asked him why he would respond like that, according to the FBI
notes. By the end of the meeting Cohen understood the direction from Trump was to cooperate,
according to the notes. The Trump Tower in Moscow did not come up during that meeting.
Cohen later spoke again with Trump, this time over the phone, about his letter response to Congress.
Cohen told the FBI he didn't recall discussing specific details, only that he planned to put out a letter
in response.
Cohen said he and Sekulow never discussed the disconnect between the letter contents and facts
Cohen knew to be true. Cohen said he never told Sekulow that there were more than three meetings
about Trump Tower Moscow but he said there was more to the story, according to the notes.
Sekulow, as previously reported, told Cohen to stay on message, according to the FBI notes.
The notes add that Cohen told the FBI he never told someone whose name is redacted but could
have been his lawyer based on the content of the conversation -- that he was uncomfortable with the
letter. The individual whose name is redacted wrote the letter response to the House based off of
Cohen's memory, according to the FBI report.

'Trump wanted them'
According to notes from an interview with Trump campaign aide John Mashburn, not only the
campaign but Trump himself was interested in finding Clinton's missing emails.
"Everyone was looking for them and Trump wanted them," according to the documents. "Mashburn
thought it would be great to find them so they could better understand several issues, like the Clinton
Foundation, donations, etc."
Mashburn insisted that the campaign "was not scouring the Internet to try and find them. The emails
they were searching for were related to Clinton's private server, and not related to the emails that
Wikileaks released."

Papadopoulos a 'problem child?'
Mashburn's interview also revealed attempts by the campaign to get rid of former Trump campaign
aide George Papadopoulos, who later served 12 days in prison for lying to investigators about his
contact with individuals tied to Russia during the 2016 campaign.
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Mashburn and others "were aggravated with" Papadopoulos, and former Trump campaign aide and
White House communications director Hope Hicks pushed for his ouster. But Mashburn thought the
job should go to Sam Clovis, another campaign aide.
"At one point, Hicks told Papadopoulos to talk to Mashburn because Papadopoulos was becoming a
problem child with campaign and they wanted to get rid of him," according to the documents.
"Mashburn believed it was Clovis' responsibility to control Papadopoulos given that Clovis had initially
brought him to the campaign."
But Mashburn's ire was specifically due to Papadopoulos' antics -- "Mashburn just wanted
(Papadopoulos) to go away because he had been cold-calling embassies and using the campaign to
bolster his own profile," investigators wrote.

NSC lawyer warned K.T. McFarland not to send email that could appear to
be 'quid pro quo'
Long before the current Ukraine controversy, the term "quid pro quo" came up in a White House
conversation between K.T. McFarland, then a deputy national security adviser, and White House
lawyer John Eisenberg, according to a heavily redacted account of her interview with FBI
interviewers.
The discussion in February 2017 came after national security adviser Michael Flynn, McFarland's
boss, had been ousted over his interactions with the then-Russian ambassador. McFarland, who had
been privy to details of Flynn's Russia conversations, was also being forced out.
McFarland was offered an ambassadorship to ease her way out of the White House. But first, Priebus
had a request, McFarland told the FBI.
Priebus said words "to the effect of 'the President would like you to send me an email saying,"' the
interview notes say before a redaction. The notes continue: "could she say the President never
directed Flynn to call the Russians about sanctions."
McFarland told the FBI she didn't respond to Priebus's request, but called Eisenberg to recount the
conversation. She told the White House lawyer that she was being fired and offered an
ambassadorship, but that the letter was being requested from her.
There are additional redactions in the interview notes, but McFarland, appears to be referring to
Eisenberg, saying "He offered his opinion it was a bad idea for her to write the letter because it was
awkward and looked like a quid pro quo situation."
McFarland told the FBI that Priebus later came back to her and "told her not do the email and to
forget he even mentioned it."
McFarland's interview, much of which is redacted, described interactions with White House officials
during the transition and after inauguration as the Trump administration tried to save a possible reset
of Russian relations. A top concern was Russian retaliation after the Obama administration issued
sanctions following Russian interference in the 2016 elections.
McFarland told the FBI about a meeting during the presidential transition in which Trump asked her
"if the Russians did it," an apparent query about the Russian hacking attacks and other activities to
meddle in the 2016 election.
McFarland said she responded "yes," to the President-elect. "Trump repeated he was not sure," the
interview notes say before another redaction. "He said he had reason to doubt it was the Russians."
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What Manafort told Mueller on Wikileaks
In one of the first glimpses by the public of what Manafort told Mueller, the former Trump campaign
chairman described then-candidate Trump's interest in Wikileaks email releases that Russia had
stolen from the Democrats.
During the campaign, "Manafort did not want Trump distracted by the titillation of a Wikileak's
release," investigators noted about his September 2018 interview. "Manafort viewed the drops as a
gift but one that they could not control."
Mueller ultimately found in his final report that the Trump campaign welcomed the Wikileaks
releases because they could damage Clinton's presidential campaign, and the campaign strategized
to take advantage of them politically. But Mueller charged no one on the campaign with conspiring
with the Russians.
The interview notes have several paragraphs redacted, and the publicly released version doesn't
appear to add more detail about Trump's potential knowledge of efforts to reach Wikileaks, about
which Manafort's deputy had told Mueller.
Instead, Manafort offered to Mueller theories about why Trump may have publicly encouraged Russia
to find Clinton's emails that summer. Manafort said he was surprised Trump had encouraged Russia
specifically.
"Manafort does not know why Trump asked Russia as opposed to another country," the notes from
one of Manafort's cooperation sessions said.
Manafort also gave Mueller's team a theory about why Trump named Russia when he said at a
campaign rally, "Russia, if you're listening, I hope you're able to find the 30,000 emails that are
missing."
"Trump would have been talking with his 'kitchen cabinet,' the investigator noted from Manafort's
September 2018 interview. "Manafort guesses that more people than not were identifying Russia so
that stuck in Trump's head."
Manafort ultimately lied to investigators during some of his cooperation interviews and to a federal
grand jury about certain topics. He is serving seven years in prison for financial and lobbying-related
crimes prosecuted by Mueller's team.

Michael Cohen and Borat?
In a redacted interview section, Cohen is shown an email referencing the Russian Union of
Industrialists and Entrepreneurs. It doesn't explain the reference further but the notes indicate that
while in Kazakhstan, Cohen met with someone who stormed out of the room after Cohen gave him
his business card.
A few minutes later the person returned, angry, and asked Cohen if he was related to Sasha Baron
Cohen, the comedian who played Bora!, a fictitious Kazakh journalist, in a satire. Cohen said after
the election he had no meetings or contemplation of securing Russian investment money.
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Key impeachment witness told to leave Ukraine before Pompeo
visit
Updated: December 30, 2019

(CNN)A top State Department aide told acting US ambassador to Ukraine Bill Taylor -- a key witness
in President Donald Trump's impeachment inquiry -- to hand over his duties just days before
Secretary of State Mike Pompeo is expected visit Kiev in January, a source familiar with the situation
told CNN.
The timing means that Pompeo will not have to meet, be seen or photographed with Taylor, who drew
the President's ire after his damning House testimony that Trump demanded his appointees set up a
quid pro quo with Ukraine, explicitly offering much-needed US military aid and an Oval Office meeting
in exchange for personal political favors.
Pompeo, a stalwart Trump ally who many expect to announce a run for a US Senate seat in Kansas
in the near future, has insulated himself from Taylor for weeks, the source familiar said.
Since his public testimony before Congress last month, Taylor has not had any direct contact with
Pompeo, either over the phone or in person, the source familiar said. After both his closed-door
testimony in October and his public appearance in November, Taylor returned to work the next day.

No effort to extend
Read More
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The Wall Street Journal was the first to report that Ulrich Brechbuhl, a key aide to Pompeo, told
Taylor that Pompeo wanted him to hand over responsibilities in early January, before the top US
diplomat arrived, and that Taylor understood Pompeo didn't want to be photographed with him during
his visit
Taylor will step down from his post and leave Ukraine on January 2, two sources familiar with his
plans tell CNN. The exact dates of Pompeo's visit have not been made public.
Although Taylor's appointment expires in early January, the State Department could have tried to
extend his stay in Kiev, but sources tell CNN there was no effort to do so despite the vacuum his
departure will create in US leadership on relations with Ukraine at a particularly fraught time.
The State Department did not reply to requests for comment on Taylor's tenure, his departure or
explain who would follow him as top US diplomat in Ukraine.
Impeachment Fast Facts
Critics in Congress expressed alarm at reports that Taylor would be returning to the US. Rep. Eric
Swalwell, a California Democrat, accused Trump of seeking retribution.
"Bill Taylor shouldn't be punished for doing the right thing," Swalwell told CNN a day after the House
held its historic vote to impeach the President "We're in the position we're in today," Swalwell said,
because "people like ... Bill Taylor, did the right thing."
"They stood up, the President got caught, Ukraine got the aid, and the lesson I take from that is,
when you stand up to the President you stop his corruption."
Taylor, career diplomat and military veteran, came out of retirement earlier this year to take on duties
in the embassy after Ambassador Marie Yovanovitch was abruptly recalled to Washington at the
President's direction.

'A snake pit'
Taylor testified about his concerns about taking the post in Kiev in the wake of Yovanovitch's
unexpected removal in May after a smear campaign led by the President's personal lawyer, Rudy
Giuliani.
"I was concerned that there was, I think I put it, a snake pit in Kiev and a snake pit here, and I was
not sure that I could usefully serve in that context," Taylor said, according to the transcript
Taylor had served as the US ambassador to Ukraine from 2006 to 2009, but at the time he was
asked to take over at the embassy, he had retired from the Foreign Service and was serving as
executive vice president at the US Institute of Peace, a nonpartisan think tank.
Pompeo had to convince Taylor to take the job, a move the top US diplomat may regret if he runs for
Senate and seeks the backing of the President's supporters. Pompeo has made multiple trips to
Kansas this year and recently launched a personal Twitter account that features posts about his dog
Sherman, farmers, football and the military.
Since Taylor's testimony, Trump has repeatedly made the unfounded claim that the former
ambassador is a "Never Trumper," first leveling the charge in an October tweet The President
repeated it to a gaggle of reporters on the White House lawn. "Here's the problem," Trump said,
referring to Taylor. "He's a Never Trumper."
Taylor has been widely described as a respected and apolitical public servant who has served in both
Republican and Democratic administrations.
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Kurt Volker, the former special representative to Ukraine, left his post earlier this year when the
Ukraine controversy began. And those who are still tending to the relationship do not have the
political vote of confidence from the Trump administration.
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Pompeo: 'I was on the phone call' with Trump and
Ukrainian President

(CNNJUS Secretary of State Mike Pompeo admitted Wednesday that he was on the July 25
phone call in which President Donald Trump asked Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky
to investigate former Vice President Joe Biden.
Mike Pompeo gave a very evasive answer when asked about the Ukraine call
"I was on the phone call," Pompeo said Wednesday during a news conference in Rome with
Italy's foreign minister, hours before the State Department's inspector general's "urgent"
private briefing he requested with senior congressional staff members about documents
related to the Ukraine scandal.
The phone call was part of a whistleblower's complaint that alleged Trump sought "to solicit
interference" from Ukraine in the upcoming 2020 election, and that the White House took
steps to cover it up. Trump has denied doing anything improper.
Pompeo's remarks on Wednesday was the first time the top US diplomat confirmed that he
was on the July call between Trump and Zelensky - after previously evading questions on
what he knew about the conversation and news reports from Monday that revealed he was
on the call.
During the news conference Wednesday, Pompeo was asked if he heard anything on the
113
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call that gave him any concerns or raised a red flag, but he dodged the question.
Read More
"The phone call was in the context of -- now I guess I've been secretary of state for coming
on a year and a half. I know precisely what the American policy is with respect to Ukraine.
It's been remarkably consistent, and we will continue to try to drive those set of outcomes,"
Pompeo told reporters.
"It's what our team, including Ambassador (Kurt) Volker, were focused on was taking down
the threat that Russia poses there in Ukraine. It was about helping the Ukrainians to get
graft out and corruption outside of their government and to help now this new government
in the Ukraine build a successful thriving economy. It's what the State Department officials
that I've had the privilege to lead have been engaged in. And it's what we will continue to do.
Even while all this noise is going on."
The Wall Street !ournal first reported -- and CNN confirmed -- that Pompeo was on the call
with Trump and Zelensky, where Trump asked Zelensky for a "favor" -- investigate Biden, a
2020 candidate for the Democratic nomination, and his son, Hunter Bid en. There has been
no evidence of wrongdoing by the Bidens.
Pompeo was asked about the whistleblower complaint last week while in New York for the
United Nations General Assembly, but he said at the time he had not yet read it in full.
He gave a similar answer to ABC News during a September 22 interview. where he was
asked what he knew about the conversation.
"You just gave me a report about a (intelligence community) whistleblower complaint, none
of which I've seen," Pompeo told ABC News at the time.
The whistleblower complaint led House Democrats to launch a formal impeachment inquiry
into Trump.
Late last week, Pompeo was subpoenaed by the chairmen of the House Intelligence, Foreign
Affairs and Oversight committees over his failure to produce documents related to Ukraine.
In addition to the subpoena, the chairmen informed Pompeo in a separate letter that they
had scheduled depositions for five State Department officials who have been mentioned in
relation to the inquiry. Pompeo had responded Tuesday that the proposed timetable for
witnesses to testify in the coming days was too compressed, and Democrats warned
Pompeo that any effort to prevent those officials from speaking to Congress "is illegal and
will constitute evidence of obstruction of the impeachment inquiry."
In Rome Wednesday, Pompeo said he objected to the demands that "deeply violate
fundamental principles of separation of powers," saying that the House Democrats had
directly contacted the five officials and told them not to contact legal counsel at the State
Department.
"We will, of course, do our constitutional duty to cooperate with this co-equal branch,"
Pompeo said. "But we are going to do so in a way that is consistent with the fundamental
values of the American system. And we won't tolerate folks on Capitol Hill bullying,
intimidating State Department employees. That's unacceptable, and it's not something that
I'm going to permit to happen."
213
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This story has been updated.
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Adam Schiff pushes Jctm Bolton to testify but will not goto court to force him- CNN Politics

Schiff pushes Bolton to testify but will not go to court to force him
By Chandelis Duster, KriSWn Holmes and Manu Raju, CNN
Updated 2:37 PM ET, Sim November 24, 2019

(CNN) - House Intelligence Chairman Adam Schiff left the door open to the possibility of more hearings or depositions in the impeachment lnqulry but said that Democrats
will not ~wait months and months while the administration plays a game of rope-a-dope in an effort to try to sta!L"
Schiff' iroicaW!ld on Sunday in an interview wittl Jake Tapper on CNN'• ·stll.W!I of the Union" the.t Democratl ¥iOutl not be Wlldng for mar national aocu;ity aO.i1er John
Bol)On to court hr hil te1timonv.
Schiff also said Botton shOu!d have the "couragett to testify like former National Security Council Russia expert Fiona Hill and others. And ti' he chooses not to testify, Bolton
will have to explain to the country "why did he wait to tell" his story in hls upcoming book rather than to the public ~when it mattered."
'We've certainly been in touch with his lawyer and what we've been informed by his lawyer because we invited him and he did not choose to come in and testiry is if we
subpoena him, they will sue us in court," Schiff said. "Now, he will have to explain one day if he maintains that position why he wanted to wait to put it in a book instead of
telling the American people what he knew when it really mattered to the country.~
·«

Over the past two weekS of f)Jblic testimony, Bolton emerged as a critical witness. During that congressional testimony, Nation a! Security Council staff p!aced him in key
meetings with Ukrainian leaders and private meetings with the President on releasing military aid to Ukraine. Botton's lawyer told Democrats that the former national
security adviser knows information that had not yet been disclosed to the committee but would only testify if a court ordered him to do so.
In his intervlew with 18.pper, Schiff defended this decision, saying that the evidence was already oveM'helming without the testlmony of Bolton and other Trump
administration officialS being blocked from appearing ln front of the committee by the White House.

Calls for Schiff to testify
Schiff also said he doesn't want to testify in a Senate trial if the House approves articles of lmpeaehment.
Trump and his allies have called on Schiff to testify in a Senate impeachment trial, accusing him of meeting with the
whistleblower to orchestrate the accusations against the President that led to the impeachment inquiry, Schiff denles
meeting with or even knowing who the whistleblower is. The anonymous whistleb!ONer did have a meeting with some
committee staff before filing a complaint with the inspector general for the intelligence community.
Schiff said Sunday that there was "nothing" for him to testify about, adding that the cal!s for him to do so mean "they
are not serious about what they are doing."

Related Video: Schiff: 'There's nothing for
me to testify about' 02:10

"There is nothing to testify about. I think if the President or his allies in the Senate persist it means they are not serious
about what they are ctoing," Schiff said. "What would I offer in terms of testimony that! heard Dr. (Fiona) Hill in open
hearing say such and such? That is not pertinent. The only reason for them to go through with this is to mollify the
President and that is not a good reason to try to can a member of Congress as a witness."
Schiff added, "!f they go down this road, it shows a fundamental lack of seriousness. A willingness to try to turn this
lnto a circus like the President would like and I hope they don't go there."

Schiff pushed back on the idea that his testimony could be equated to President Clinton's attorney questioning then-independent counsel Ken Starr during those
impeachment proceedings, saying the two situations were not the same.
"! am not a special counsel. I do not work for a separate branch of government I am not in the Justice Department,~ Schiff told Jake Tapper. The Democratic
representative went on to say that anything he could offer was already heard in public testimony,

https:llwNw.cnn.com'201~11/24/politics/--.,.schiff-house-democrats-impeachrrent-state-of-the-union-cnnl\lindexhtml
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Schiff aiso addressed a question from Tapper on whether or not Democrats were waiting for the Impeachment to
move to the Senate, where Supreme Court Justice John Roberts, who will preside over the trial, could compel White
House aides to testify. Schiff said there was "merit to the idea that [they] may get a quicker ruling from a Chief Justice
in a Senate trial." should it come to that, than "going months and months litigating."
"Ultimately though one thing is clear, because we have adduced so much evidence of guilt of this President, so much
evidence of serious misconduct. any privilege the President would have would be vitiated by this crime fraud
exception_ So that will give way," Schiff said. "And if it doesn't lo quote my colleague Chairman (Jerry) Nadler, lt will
mean that either Justice Roberts or the Supreme Court itself is not really a conservative justice or court merely a
partisan one. And I have to hope that is not the case for the country's sake."

Related Video: SChiff: additional
witnesses could appear in senate 01:36

Obstruction of justice beyond Ukraine?
As impeachment proceedings head into the next phase, Democrats have been debating whether to bring articles of
impeachment on allegations of obstruction of justice laid out in the Mueller report as well as potential violations of the
emoluments clause of the Constitution which prevents federal officeholders from receiving payments or anything of

va!ue from a foreign state.
On Sunday, Schiff did not rule out that the House could impeach Trump on matters beyond Ukraine.
"Now there's been more obstruction of Congress that goes beyond Ukraine. There's atso the obstruction of justice that Mueller wrote about so extensively. And there are
other v!Olations of the Constitution that we will need to consider." Schiff told Tapper. "I'm not at this point, Jake, prepared to say what I will recommend.~
Trump has denied oootructing justice or violating the emoluments clause. The Mueller rel"X)rt detailed numerous cases in which Trump asked his aides to take actions that
would have obstructed the Russia investigation but stated they were unsuccessful because the aides refused the orders.
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Senators were briefed on Russian campaign to blame Ukraine
for 2016 election meddling in the fall
November 22, 2019

The latest on the Trump impeachment inquiry
By Meg Wagner, Zoe Sottile, Fernando Alfonso Ill and Veronica Rocha, CNN
Updated 8:05 p.m. ET, November 22, 2019
• Scheduled public hearings are over: The last scheduled public hearing in the impeachment
inquiry was yesterday. Overall, lawmakers heard from 12 witnesses over five days.
• What happens next: The House Intelligence Committeeand two other panels are working on a
report that could be the basis of articles of impeachment. Democratic sources say the House
could possibly vote to impeach President Trump by Christmas.
• Sign up for CNN's Impeachment Watch newsletter here.
In a classified briefing this fall, US intelligence officials told senators and their aides that Russia has
engaged in a years-long campaign to shift the blame away from Russia and onto Ukraine for
interfering in the 2016 American presidential campaign, according to two US officials.
That briefing aligns closely with Thursday's testimony from Fiona Hill, President Trump's former top
Russia expert. The message conveyed by US intelligence officials to lawmakers also takes on new
relevance as many of those conspiracy theories have been increasingly repeated by Republican
lawmakers.
Senators were told that the Russian disinformation operation focused on a handful of Ukrainians who
openly criticized or sought to damage Trump's candidacy
efforts that were significantly less
organized than the multi-faceted election interference push ordered by Russian President Vladimir
Putin, one US official said, confirming details first reported by the New York Times.
US intelligence officials also told lawmakers that Russia used intelligence operatives to spread now
debunked conspiracies, along with established facts, to frame Ukraine for the interference in the
2016 campaign, the official said.
Russian intelligence officers conveyed that information to prominent Russians and Ukrainians,
including oligarchs, to pass along to US political figures and some journalists who likely were
unaware of where it came from, according to the same official.
The Office of the Director of National Intelligence, which primarily oversees efforts to counter foreign
election interference, declined to comment.
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Democratic presidential candidate, former vice President Joe Biden speaks to the
audience during a town hall on November 21, 2019. Sean Rayford/Getty Images

Former Vice President and 2020 presidential candidate Joe Biden addressed Republican Sen.
Lindsey Graham's role in the ongoing impeachment inquiry in an interview with CNN's Don Lemon in
South Carolina today.
"They're asking Lindsey Graham, they have him under their thumb right now," Biden said. "They
know he knows that if he comes out against Trump, he's got a real tough road for re-election."
Graham, the chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee, has been a vocal critic of the
impeachment inquiry and recently asked the State Department for documents related to the Biden
and his son Hunter's work in Ukraine. There is no evidence of wrongdoing by either of the Bidens.
Biden said that he is "disappointed" and "angered" by Graham's push to investigate him and his son.

66 '"'He knows me. He knows my son. He knows there is nothing to this. Trump is now essentially
holding power over him that even Ukrainians would not yield to," Biden said."
Asked what he would say to Graham if he could, Biden replied, "I say Lindsey, I, just I'm just
embarrassed by what you're doing for you. I mean, my Lord."
Some background: Biden and Graham have historically had a friendly relationship, with Graham
once calling Biden "the nicest person he's ever met."
Watch here:
President Trump is tweeting his gratitude to the two GOP leaders in the Senate and the House,
respectively, as the House impeachment inquiry begins to wrap up and a potential trial is set to begin
in the Senate.
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More on this: This week, the House Intelligence Committee wrapped up public hearings in the
impeachment inquiry. The intelligence committeeand two other House panels are now working on a
report that could be the basis of articles of impeachment. Democratic sources say the House could
possibly vote to impeach President Trump by Christmas. If that vote passes, it would setup a possible
impeachment trial in the Senate.

House Speaker Nancy Pelosi speaks to the media during her weekly press
conference on November 21, 2019. Alex Edelman/Getty Images

Democrats are "moving quickly" to impeach President Trump before Christmas, according to CNN's
congressional correspondent Phil Mattingly.
Here are the next steps for Democrats:
1. The report: "At this moment and through the course of next week, Thanksgiving week, House
Intelligence Committee staff are drafting a report of their findings based on the depositions,
based on the public hearings we've seen to this point," Mattingly said.
2. The articles of impeachment: The House Intelligence Committee will then send the report to
the House Judiciary Committee, which will draft articles of impeachment, Mattingly said, adding
that that committee could have public hearings of their own.
3. The vote: There could be a committee markup of articles of impeachment in the second week
of December. A vote on the House floor to impeach President Trump could come before
Christmas.

66 ""And it's very clear they are moving quickly," Mattingly said. "One thing is certain at this time:
Impeachment is happening.""
He also pointed out that several key witnesses, like White House acting chief of staff Mick Mulvaney
and former National Security Adviser John Bolton, have refused to testify.
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While "there could be some movement on court cases related to someone like John Bolton sometime
in the first or second week of December," Mattingly said that "Democrats have made clear they are
not waiting on the courts."
"They are moving forward, and that means likely before the end of the year, likely before Christmas,
the House Democrats will vote to impeach President Trump," he said.

President Donald Trump speaks to the media before departing from the White
House on November 20, 2019. Mark Wilson/Getty Images

President Trump didn't answer questions on whether the whistleblower should be fired or whether he
supported his lawyer Rudy Giuliani during an event today recognizing NCAA athletes.
CNN's Pamela Brown asked the President if the intelligence community whistleblower who filed the
complaint at the center of the ongoing impeachment inquiry should be fired.

"What whistleblower9 " Trump responded. "I don't think there is (one). I consider it to be a fake

I

whistleblower cause what he wrote didn't correspond to what I said in any way."

Earlier in the event, Trump also said it's been a "tremendous week with the hoax."
"You know, they call it the impeachment hoax and that's really worked out incredibly well and we
have tremendous support," Trump said. "I don't think I've ever seen support in the Republican Party
like we do right now."
The President also wouldn't answer a question on whether he supported everything Giuliani did in
Ukraine.
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John Bolton, President Trump's former national security adviser, is back on Twitter today and just
tweeted that he has "liberated" his account.
Bolton added that his account was "previously suppressed unfairly in the aftermath of my resignation
as National Security Advisor."
He ended the tweet with a cryptic message: "More to come ..... "
This follows an earlier tweet today - his first in more than two months - where Bolton said: "Glad to
be back on Twitter after more than two months. For the backstory, stay tuned...... "

Here's his second tweet of the day:
Some more background: Earlier this month, Bolton's lawyer said the former adviser has "personal
knowledge" of relevant meetings and conversations "that have not yet been discussed in testimonies
thus far" as part of the impeachment inquiry into President Trump.
However, the lawyer added that Bolton is refusing to testify until a federal judge rules in an ongoing
legal fight between House committees and the White House, according to his lawyer.
Rep. Brad Sherman said that the impeachment hearings are holding President Trump accountable but also added that it wouldn't hurt for the Democrats to get more information in the ongoing
impeachment inquiry.

"The question is, how many crimes would the President have committed beyond what he has
done ifhe thought he was invincible?" the congressman asked on CNN's Newsroom with
Poppy Harlow this morning. "It's a necessary protection that we do everything possible to
restrain a president with clear criminal tendencies."
He went on to say the Democrats should not move slowly and wait for more evidence and people to
testify but that "it wouldn't hurt for us to get a bit more information."
"The point I'm making is we shouldn't wait," Sherman said. "What we should do is move forward
when we have the proof that he committed a particular high crime and misdemeanor. I think we have
reached that point, but it wouldn't hurt for us to get a bit more information."

Some context: Despite speaking with 17 witnesses behind closed doors, including 12 witnesses in
just a week of public testimony, Democrats have not obtained crucial documents or spoken with
several key officials because the White House and State Department have refused to comply with
subpoenas.
That has left top Democrats with a choice: They could fight in court to obtain potential smoking-gun
documents and testimony from acting White House chief of staff Mick Mulvaney, Secretary of State
Mike Pompeo and former national security adviser John Bolton. Or Democrats could move forward
with the evidence they have.
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House Speaker Nancy Pelosi has chosen the latter.
Yesterday, the House Intelligence Committee wrapped up its scheduled public hearings in the
impeachment inquiry.
In total, 12 witnesses spoke publicly. Nine of those were this week.
Here are the key takeaways from each witness who testified in this packed week of hearings.

• Lt. Col. AlexanderVindman: Vindman, the National Security Council's Ukraine expert,
described a July 10 meeting in which there was a demand in the White House of a direct quid
pro quo by Ambassador to the European Union Gordon Sondland. He said that, "It is improper
for the President of the United States to demand a foreign government investigate a US citizen
and political opponent," he said in his opening statement.
• Jennifer Williams: Williams, a high level national security aide at Vice President Mike Pence's
office, testified that President Trump's call with the Ukrainian president was "unusual." Williams
was on the call at the time.
• Kurt Volker: Volker, former US Special Envoy to Ukraine, admitted that he was wrong to draw
a "sharp distinction" between Burisma and former Vice President Joe Biden.
• Tim Morrison: Morrison, the former top Russia and Europe adviser on the National Security
Council, said he never asked his Ukrainian counterparts to investigate the Bidens because "it
was not a policy objective."
• Laura Cooper: Top Pentagon officialCooper testified that Ukrainian officials knew as early as
July 25 that there was an issue with US aid to the country. This undercut a key Republican
rebuttal - in their defense of Trump, Republicans have alleged that no bribery could exist if the
Ukrainians weren't aware the aid was being held.

• David Hale: Undersecretary of State David Hale defended ousted Ukraine ambassador Marie
Yovanovitch, saying that she served "with dignity and grace" while Rudy Giuliani and other
Republicans accused her of interfering with President Trump's plans in Ukraine.
• Gordon Sandland: Sondland, the US Ambassador to the European Union, testified there was
a quid pro quo for Ukraine to announce investigations into President Trump's political
opponents that came from the President's personal lawyer Rudy Giuliani at the "express
direction of the President." He also implicated Mike Pompeo, Mike Pence, and Mick Mulvaney.
• David Holmes: Holmes, a top US official in Ukraine, undercut the GOP's defense that there
was no pressure on Ukraine. He testified that the Ukrainians felt pressure to move ahead with
probes and that they want to keep White House happy because "they still need us now."
• Fiona Hill: Hill, the former White House Russia expert, delivered a rebuttal to the "fictional
narrative" pushed by Trump and his GOP allies, including during the impeachment inquiry
hearings, that Ukraine interfered in the 2016 election. And she implicated her former boss John
Bolton, who has refused to to testify in the investigation.
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John Bolton, President Trump's former national security adviser, is back on Twitter.
Here's his first tweet after more than two months:
Some background: Earlier this month, Bolton's lawyer said the former adviser has "personal
knowledge" of relevant meetings and conversations "that have not yet been discussed in testimonies
thus far" as part of the impeachment inquiry into President Trump.
However, the lawyer added that Bolton is refusing to testify until a federal judge rules in an ongoing
legal fight between House committees and the White House, according to his lawyer.
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Stalled Ukraine military aid concerned members of
Congress for months

(CNNJLawmakers on Capitol Hill couldn't figure out over this past summer why nearly $400
million in aid they'd voted to go to Ukraine still wasn't in the country's coffers.
There was growing speculation by the end of August. Congressional leaders, their aides and
members of key committees -- including the Appropriations, Armed Services and Foreign
Relations committees -- were scrambling to figure out why money that had been
appropriated by Congress months before still hadn't been disbursed. Outreach by
lawmakers to key agencies left few clues other than the delay was coming from the White
House and no one could pinpoint exactly what the reason was.
Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell got involved, reaching out to both Secretary of
State Mike Pompeo and Defense Secretary Mark Esper as other members urged action with
letters, public statements, floor speeches and staff outreach.
"I have no idea what precipitated the delay, but I was among those advocating that we
needed to stick with our Ukrainian friends," McConnell, a Republican from Kentucky, said
about his outreach last week.
The comment came in a week in which a redacted, whistleblower complaint was released
alleging that Trump was trying to elicit dirt from Ukraine's President Volodymyr Zelensky
1/5
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about his political rival, Vice President Joe Bi den (There is no evidence of wrongdoing by
either Joe Biden or his son, Hunter). Earlier this month, the White House also released a
transcript a iuly phone call between Trump and Zelensky in which Trump touts the US
support for Ukraine while Trump later asks Zelensky for a favor.
Read More
In more than a dozen interviews with members of Congress and aides in recent days, many
lawmakers on both sides of the aisle say that while they don't remember the exact timeline
of when they became aware there was an issue with Ukraine funding, there was a growing
sense at the end of August that Congress needed to push the administration harder when it
returned from its Augusts recess to release it. Sen. Lindsey Graham, a member of the
Senate Armed Services and Foreign Relations Committee, told CNN he talked to the
Pentagon about the funding multiple times.
Impeachment inquiry into Trump will test power of 'fully operational' right-wing media
machine
"I called the Pentagon. The Pentagon said that they were worried about the new
administration, they were doing their due diligence, they were worried about corruption,
they were worried about military aid. They wanted to figure out what was what. I said, 'Fine,
just figure it out,'" Graham said, adding that it wasn't unusual for President Donald Trump
not to be keen on foreign aid.
"As to the President, he wants to withhold aid across the board to get people to pay more,"
said Graham, a South Carolina Republican and key congressional ally to Trump, arguing
there is no connection between the money and the President trying to get dirt on his
potential political opponents.
Trump and his supporters on Capitol Hill and at the White House have denied there was any
quid pro quo. Instead, Trump's supporters have argued the delay in military funding came
out of a fear the administration had about corruption in Ukraine.
Over the summer, Sen. Bob Menendez, the top Democrat on the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee, had his staff making regular phone calls to the State Department while
Menendez himself applied public pressure.
In a statement on August 29, Menendez said "in willfully delaying these funds, the Trump
Administration is once again trying to circumvent Congress' Constitutional prerogative of
appropriating funds for U.S. government agencies. It is also undermining a key policy
priority that has broad and deep bipartisan support."
Sen. Chris Murphy, a Democrat from Connecticut, who planned to travel to Ukraine in the
first week of September also released a statement urging the administration to release the
money.
"Everything I had heard was that this was a decision made by the President. It was his
decision and it was his decision alone," Chris Murphy, a Democrat from Connecticut, told
CNN.
Republican Sens. Ron Johnson of Wisconsin and Rob Portman of Ohio each spoke directly
with the President about it as well.
215
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Earlier in the summer, most members and aides hadn't raised a red flag on Ukraine aid. The
money hadn't been sent out, but given this was an administration where key players had
made no secret of how they felt about foreign aid, it wasn't particularly unusual.
The President had been open he detested how much the US government sent to countries
abroad. It was a refrain of his campaign. And Mick Mulvaney, the President's acting chief of
staff and 0MB director, who had earned a reputation from his colleagues on the Hill as a
take-no-prisoners budget slasher, had been pushing for a rescissions package throughout
the summer that would have cut roughly $4 billion in foreign aid. Many members and aides
assumed a holdup on Ukraine funding could have something to do with the package.
On August 22, news reports indicate Mulvaney and the administration had relented on
rescissions, however. And, it was after that fight was over, members began to wonder why
military aid to Ukraine still had not gone out. At the end of August, Politico reported millions
in military aid to Ukraine was still being slow-walked.

A bipartisan priority
Lawmakers were struck by the fact that this was money that had already been appropriated
with broad bipartisan support. Ukraine military aid was a rare, foreign policy issue that
united members of both parties. Supporting the country was widely viewed on Capitol Hill
as a way to deter Russian aggression, keep them at bay and secure the region. The fact that
the money was being held up and without a clear explanation or briefings about a changing
policy prescription in the region, bothered many.
While, it wasn't unprecedented for an administration to change course or hold back money
if there was an evolving situation in a country they were aiding, it was unusual for members
of the relevant committees not to be in the loop on those discussions.
"We would have expected congressional notification that in fact monies were being held,
and that would have elicited from us a briefing and normally we would have gotten a
briefing," Menendez told CNN.
He added, "This is emblematic of this administration in so many ways."
There were two separate lines of money being held up. There was $250 million in military
aid that was appropriated to come from the Department of Defense that had yet to be
dispersed and another $140 million that was supposed to come from the State Department.
A Democratic Senate aide told CNN last week that the Defense Committees had been
alerted by the Department of Defense that they were prepared to send off $125 million in
February and then another $125 million in May.
A top Pentagon official sent a letter to Congress in May certifying Ukraine was making
progress in the fight against corruption justifying the US provide Ukraine with a $250 million
military assistance.
On June 18, the Pentagon announced plans to provide $250 million to Ukraine in security
cooperation funds for additional training, equipment and advisory efforts to build the
capacity of Ukraine's armed forces.
Then, nothing, according to a congressional aide and a US official familiar with the
3/5
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correspondence.
"We'd been given signals twice by the administration that they were going to release the
funds then nothing happened. In August we were told the 0MB is holding it," Senate
Minority Whip Dick Durbin said. "They were withholding these funds that had been
appropriated and signed into law by the President until the last two weeks of the fiscal year.
That's crazy. It hardly ever happens,"
Another Democratic aide told CNN that the State Department notified 0MB of their
intention to obligate the $141 million in aid to Ukraine on June 21. Typically, that process
would have just been a courtesy. 0MB would have had up to five days to ask questions
about the process. But, instead, it was more than two months before Congress received a
notice that the money was being dispersed.
State Department officials told Senate staffers in a briefing last week that the department
had no objections to the money moving forward and were not aware that 0MB had sat on
it, according to a Senate source. But officials in the meeting pointed the finger directly at
Mulvaney as the person who directed the State Department not to send out the funds.
In the beginning of September, Johnson and Murphy traveled to Ukraine. When they
returned, they both talked to Durbin, an Illinois Democrat and vice chairman of the Senate
Appropriations Defense Subcommittee, about the need to make sure Ukraine got their
money.
"I will tell you who brought it up to me was Ron Johnson," Durbin said. "He came back from
Ukraine and said 'we gotta get this money released.' And, I said, 'I'll look into it.'"
Murphy would say later about his time in Ukraine that there had been "near panic" in the
country during his trip about whether America was really committed to their relationship in
part because of delayed aid.
In the meantime, more senators were catching on to the fact that the money was being held
and they pointed their attention at Mulvaney. On September 3, Portman and Johnson along
with Democratic Sens. Jeanne Shaheen of New Hampshire and Richard Blumenthal also of
Connecticut -- members of the bipartisan Ukraine caucus -- sent a letter to Mulvaney
demanding answers as to what was going on with the money.
"This body has long advocated for increasing the military capacity and capabilities of
Ukraine - a fledgling democracy that is pro-West and pro-United States and since 2014 has
been under increased military, political and economic pressure from Russia," the senators
wrote.
In the House, the Foreign Affairs Committee Chairman Eliot Engel of New York and the
committee's top Republican, Rep. Michael Mccaul of Texas, sent their own letter to
Mulvaney two days later.
Finally, there was an opportunity to put the Trump administration on the spot.

A little-noticed committee vote
Durbin had been working on an amendment, which would hold back money to the
415
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Pentagon if the administration didn't spend military aid money for Ukraine on time. He'd
been talking with one very concerned Republican about it: Lindsey Graham.
On September 12, the Senate Appropriations Committee gaveled into their Defense
Appropriations markup hearing. The routine session was mired with fireworks over the
President's campaign promise of a border wall between the US and Mexico, but the meeting
made news for another reason.
Graham announced the Trump administration had finally released the military aid for
Ukraine. There was no longer any reason for Durbin to offer his amendment.
"Why was it released? Because of your amendment," Graham told the committee. "That is
why it was released because I was going to vote for it ... If you are listening in Ukraine on CSPAN, you are going to get the money."
Graham pushed for Durbin to drop his amendment.
"We can call the Secretary of Defense at any time we want to about 2020 funds and say,
'When are you going to release the funds to the Ukraine? If you have a legitimate problem,
tell us now.' If they give us the run-around, count me in on a bill that will get 90 votes,"
Graham said.
Durbin spoke anyway, flirting with the idea he'd still force the committee to vote on his
amendment that would put pressure on the administration to spend Ukraine aid money in
the next fiscal year or face consequences.
But, multiple Republicans also chimed in that they were concerned about the money having
been withheld. Sen. Susan Collins, a Republican from Maine, said she was "inclined" to vote
for the amendment because "I think it has been a problem that the money has not been
released."
Louisiana GOP Sen. John Kennedy asked multiple times, "Mr. Chairman I would like to ask
Sen. Durbin and Sen. Murphy why they think the funds were held up. "
Durbin responded, "We don't know."
Durbin withdrew the amendment, which he said at the time was an act of good faith.
Less than two weeks later, Democrats across Capitol Hill including Durbin announced
support for the House's official impeachment inquiry.

515

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

251
Trump at war with Democrats: 'We're fighting a!! the subpoenas'~ CNNPolitics
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Trump at war with Democrats: 'We're fighting all the
subpoenas'
By
and
Malloy, CNN
Updated 3:40 PM ET, Wed April 24, 2019

politics

LIVE TV

Dems: We may hold ex-White House aide in contempt 02:19
Washington (CNN) - President Donald Trump vowed on Wednesday to fight "all the subpoenas" issued by House
Democrats investigating his administration. reinforcing his administration's increasingly comlJative posture toward
congressional oversigi1t
Trump lasered in on the House Judiciary Committee's subpoena of his former White House counsel Don McGahn,
calling it "ridiculous." The White House has already instructed former White House
security director Carl
Kline not to comply with a subpoena for his testimony and officials have said the
House may seek to
executive privilege to block McGahn from testifying.
"The subpoena is ridiculous," Trump said of the demand for McGahn to testify about his obstruction of justice
testimony to special counsel fiobert Mueller. "I thought after two years we'd be finished with it ... I say it's enough."
House Democrats have lambasted the White House's stonewalling of their requests.
In a statement Tuesday, House Judiciary Chairman Jerry
Nadler said "the moment for the White House to assert some
privilege to prevent this testimony from being heard has long
since passed."
"I suspect that President Trump and his attorneys know this to
be true as a matter of law -- and that this evening's reports, if
https://www.cnn.com/2019/04/24/politics/donald-trump-fight-subpoenas-don-mcgahn-rid!cu!ous/index.html
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accurate, represent one more act of obstruction by an
administration desperate to prevent the public from talking
about the President's behavior," Nadler said of reports that
tiie Wriite House would invoke executive privilege to keep
McGahn from testifying. "The Committee's subpoena stands. I
look forward to Mr. McGahn's testimony."
While Democrats insist they are conducting legitimate
oversight, Trump accused Democrats of pursuing their
investigations for purely political purposes.

Related Article: White House may seek to
prevent McGahn from complying with
House subpoena

"These aren't, like, impartial people. The Democrats are trying
to win 2020," Trump said. "The only way they can luck out is
by constantly going after me on nonsense, but they should be
really focused on legislation, not the things that have been,"

Trump insisted on Wednesday that he and his administration
have been "the most transparent.,, in the history of our
country" and called on Democrats to drop their investigations.
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Trump hasn't talked to attorney genera! about having Ukraine investigate Biden, DOJ says

politics

• LIVE TV

whistleblower complaint: The complaint, which deals, at least in part, with the phone
call Trump had with the Ukrainian leader, was hand-delivered to Capitol Hill this afternoon for
lawmakers to review.
Impeachment inquiry: House Speaker Nancy Pelosi has announced a formal impeachment
inquiry into President Trump.
Our live coverage has ended, but you can scroll through the posts to read more.

i!i
22 Posts

SORT BY

Latest

V

10:10 a.m. ET, September 25, 2019

Trump hasn't talked to attorney general about having Ukraine investigate
Biden, DOJ says
The Department of Justice said President Trump has not asked Attorney General William Barr
to contact Ukraine.
Here's the full statement from Justice spokesperson Kerri Kupec:
The Attorney General was first notified of the President's conversation with Ukrainian
President Zelensky several weeks after the call took place, when the Department of Justice
learned of a potential referral. The President has not spoken with the Attorney General about
having Ukraine investigate anything relating to former Vice President Biden or his son. The
President has not asked the Attorney General to contact Ukraine -- on this or any other
matter. The Attorney General has not communicated with Ukraine -- on this or any other
subject. Nor has the Attorney General discussed this matter, or anything relating to Ukraine,
with Rudy Giuliani
A Department of Justice team led by U.S. Attorney John Durham is separately exploring the
extent to which a number of countries, including Ukraine, played a role in the
counterintelligence investigation directed at the Trump campaign during the 2016
election. While the Attorney General has yet to contact Ukraine in connection with this
investigation, certain Ukrainians who are not members of the government have volunteered
information to Mr. Durham, which he is evaluating.

.1'.
https://www,cnn.com/po!itics/!ive-news/trump-impeachment-inquiry-09-25-2019/h_619f3c67775916f27e22898fbed21 Of2
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I. Overview
For 20 of the last 25 years, Republioons controlled the U.S. House of Representatives
and led oversight and Investigations. These are some of the rules and practices they
followed, but now oppose:
• Use of Depositions to Gather Evidence: I ■ tlll• ... ajority, Hou•• Republican• uaed
d•poaitio"I to 9ath•r evidence. One R•publica ..•led comNhae, for .-:arapl•,
deposed over 140 Clinton Ad•ini1tration official•. Now in the .-.inodty, Hou••
Republicans object to the use of depositions to gather evidence.
.. Maint•na•c• of th• Confld•ntiality of D•po•ition• In the majority, House
Republicans insisted on ti.• co•fid•1111tiality of d•po•ition• to pre••.--. th•
int~r...,, of inv••fiJilafion•, diredin51 that d•p:>•lition• could not be released
without con•••• ol tlit• R•publican cllair « a <:ommittee vote. Rep. Trey Gowdy,
th• chair of tll• ■•n51haxi Cof'll!Mitt••, nipaatadly r••i•t•d call• to r•laaH
dapo•ition and il'ltarvi•w tran,cript• b•CQu .. "fr]•laa,ig" tra1ucrlpt• ca1111 i...,pad
ti.• r.coll•ction• of oth.r wil-• ..•••, i•opardix• th• •fficacy of th• il'lv••fiJi!afion,
alert witnesses to lines of inquiry ba•t l'lof ... ad• public, al'ld publici:H p•rsoaal
information." Now in th• r■ inority, Hou•• R111pwblcan• obj•d to •ointai11ing
confid•ntiality durinlill th• inv••fili!lafiv• pha•• of Ill• in1p•ach1111•nt inquiry.
• l!xdu•ion of A"•ncy CounHI witll Co■flict• of Interest: In th• .. ajority, th•
deposition rul•• adopt.d by HouN R.,:iublican• probibit.d •x•cutiv• branch
cou1111••I• for a"••ci•• und•r co■ "r•Hional •crutiny froN aft•ndinlill depositions.
How in the •inority, Hou•• lepublica•• object to their owa prcictice, callin" it
"c:o,.pletely devoid of any .-.erit or l•"itiJaacy."
• Testimony and Documents from Political Appoi1111t•••: In th• Dtajority, House
l•publica .., d•,.anded a1111d obtain•d ,.•tiDto-ny a•d other •vide1111ce fro...,
p:>litical appointeH i• tll• •••cutiv• branch i1111cludinlill top Whit• H,;au•• ofAcial•
MJCh a• White HouM chi•f& of staff, White House daputy chief• of 1taff, a•d
White House counsels. Now in the minority, Hou•• l•publican• •upport Wblt•
Hou•• •ffort• to defy congr•Hional •ubpo.na• for •••tiDtony and docuN•nt•
from political appoi1111teH in th• White Hou•• and executive broach a"••ci•L
.. Testimony and Docut111•at• frora Car••r l!Nploy•••: In the majority, House
Republicans r•lillularly d••a•d•d aAd obtain•d •••ti.-.01111y fro.-. career i;;ivil
servants. I• the l•nlillhaxi i•quiry alone, House Republic-ans took testimony from
over 60 canier er■ploy•••· Now in the •inority, House Republicans •upport
Tru111p Ad111ini•tratio11 effort• to order can,•r offi<ial• not to t••tify befor•
Congress in violation of multiple federal statutes.

II. Use of Depositions to Gather Evidence
Procedures during Republican Control:
House Republicans gave deposition authority to committees for specific investigations
in the 1990s {e.g., ~ l e s for the House Committee on Government Reform
and Oversight inquiry into the Clinton Administration; _m?.g£§ition rule.§; for the House
Committee on Edu<:afion and the Workfor<:e inquiry into the administration of labor
laws). In :2011, House Republkons gave the Committee on Oversight end
Government Reform standing deposition authority in the HouJi~..J:Yki.!- In 2014,
House Republicans gave depositi_on (Hsthori.t£ to the Select Committee on the Events
Surrounding the 2012 Terrorist Atta<:k in Benghazi, and in the House rules approved
in :2015 House Republicans gave ~ ~ f l gufhorlty :to f,;itJf~fil!i in
ad.-dithm to the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
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in 2016, several House Republic:ans, including then-Rep. Mike Pompeo and wrrent
House Committee on Oversight and Reform Ranking Member Jim Jordan,
r6'ommended ex:tendin9 deposition authority to alt House committees, ~i:f..IBg:

"The ability to interview witnesses in private allows commfftees to gather
I Overview

Ii Use of

information <:onfidentially and in more depth than is possible under the fivemlnute rule governing committee h=rings. This ability is often critical to
conducting cm effective and thorough investigation."

Deposrt1onsto
Gather Evidence

Ill Mamtenance of
the Conf1dent1al1ty of
Deposrt:1ons
IV Exclusion of
Agency Counsel

w1thConfilctsof
Interest
V Test1monvand
Documents from

Pol1t1ca! Appomtees
Vi Test:mony and
Documents from

In 2017, Republican leaders followed this odvice. The 20171;:fo,use rules provided ell
standing committees {other than the Rules Committee and the House Administration
Committee) and the House Permanent Seled Committee on Intelligence with
deposition authority.
Republican chairs mode extensive use of deposition authority. in the 1990s, the
Committee on Government Reform and Oversight under Republican cl1girmanship
took ~ s i t j o n s of im:!ivich.1ois who worked in the Clinton Administration,
induding White House chiefs of staff, White House counsels, and other offkials at the
most senior levels of government. The Benghazi Committee also used the deposition
authority as part of its investigation into Setretary Clinton, taking the deposition of
Hillary Clinton advisor Sidn~y Blumenthal. The House Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform under Chairman Darrell Issa took depositions during its inquiries
into the

attad;: in Benghozii and alleged -tpq;efil)g of poljtkol Slf'OOPS by the- lntemg!

~~-

Current Procedures:
The ~ for the turrent Congress continue the Republi<:tm approach and grant
sianding committees deposition authority. This is the authority wrrently being used
in the impeachment inquiry.

Republican Comments on Current Procedures:
Republicans are questioning the deposition process, with Rep. Jordan§!§.~, "The
Ameritan people understand fairness and they instinctively know that what is
happening here is not fair/' and House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy ,;19.hX!ffiS that
Democrats have "designed a process to pick and choose who to come" and 1u:ruli!.m.
that the impegchment inquiry "should happen in the light of day."

Ill. Maintenance of the Confidentiality of
Depositions
Procedures during Republican Control:
The deposition rules adopted by House Republi;::t.ms have regularly restrided
attendance at depositions to tommittee members and committee staff. In 2015,
Oversight Committee Chairman Darrell Issa was escorted out of a deposition of the
Benghazi Committee that he attempted to attend. Benghazi Chairman Trey Gowdy
explolnt!d: "I'm a prosecutor, we always follow the rules. [Issa] is not a committee
member and non-committee members are not allowed in the room during the
deposition. Those are the rules and we have to follow them, no exceptions made."
The same rules have also restricted the release of deposition transcripts until
approved by the committee chair or the ,committee. When House Republicans gave
the Committee on Government Reform and Over-sight deposition authority in 1997 for
its investlg(ltion of the Clinton Administration, the reso!utkm wiving t h e ~
deposition ,:.11.ithority provided that depositions would be "considered as taken in
executive session," which meant that deposition evidence obtained was subject' to the
~ requiring committee Quthori:zation for any public releose.

When House Republicans gave the Benghu:zi Committee deposition authority in 2014,
the 4!:m95ltj9n pmedunas they approved provided that transcripts could be released
only with approvul of the committee thuir or a committee vote. The fieposition
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(1:;l.9;1l.9t.l£.1.1.S: established by House Republi<:ans in 2017 adopted the same restrittions
on release of deposition trans<:ripts by other committees.

Table of Contents
House Republican theirs have regularly used their authority to withhold the release
of deposi1ion tn;mscripts for extended periods of time. In 1997, the House
I Overview

II Use of
Oepos1t1onsto
Gather Evidence

Ill Mamtenance of

Government Reform and Oversight Committee ~ , s i t l o n ; . confidenfl_gi for
months during its inquiry into the Clinton Administration. In 2015, over a year into
the investigation by the Benghazi Committee, Chairman Gowdy ~oted, "[T]he
Committee does not plan to release the transcript of any witnesses•••• Releasing
transcripts (an impad the recolie<:tions of other witnesses, jeopardize the effo:m:y of
the lnvesti9ation, alert witnesses to lines of inquiry best not made public, and
publicize personal inform;:ition."

the Confldenlial1ty of

Depo•t1on,IV Exdus1on of
Agency Counsel
w1thConfoctsof

lnterHt

In maintaining the confidentiality of depositions, the Republican rules were following
lon9•established precedent. The House prncedures for hsndilm,;i the, lmpem.:hment
inquiry into President Nixon expressly provided that "no member shall make any •••
testimony or ••. papers or things public unless authori%ed by a majority vote of the
committee."

V. Testimony and
Documents from

Polit1cal.<\ppointees

VI Test,mony and

Current Procedures:

Documents from

The deposition regulations issued in 2019 by the Oem«ratic Rules Committee chair

C,ir~•r Employ•e•

adopt the rome approach to confidentiality as the Republican ;hu:;,o§iji92

re9ulo:tlons,.

Republkan Comments on Current Procedures:
Republicans now object io confidentiality in depositions, with House Republican Whip
Steve Scalise [@f~r.rillS to the practice as "a Soviet-style process" that "should not be
allowed in the United States of America" and fgjfi.!'!£i for every Member of Congress
and the press to be allowed Into the depositions.

IV. Exclusion of Agency Counsel with
Conflicts of Interest
Procedures during Republican Control:
The deposition rules adopted by House Republi<:ans have regularly provided that
counsel for government agencies may not attend depositions. During the
Government Reform and Oversight investigation of the Clinton Administration in
1997 and 1998, the S&:!mmittee ru!2.€ expressly provided thgt "counsel ••. for agencies
under investigation May not att•nd." T h • ~

imm.~, in whkh then·Rep. Pompeo partkipated, lik•wiH •JIP.-.uly provid•d
that "counsel ••• for agencies under investigation may not attend."
Republi.:ans chairs of the House Oversight and Government Reform Committee
repeatedly implemented roles that barred agency counsel attendan(e (rules of the
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform for t h e ~ , ~ 1JA1b, and
Republicans extended standing deposition
authority to additional committees in 2015 and 2017, the deposition rules issued by
the House Rules Committee chair also im:orporated this bar {deposition regulations

lruh Congresses). When the House

for the llfilh and 1J1ith Congresses).

Current Procedures:
The agency counsel prQVisions in the dep2slti1?P regulgtiom issued by the Democratic
Rules Committee dH1ir in 2019 are identical to those in the <q~psit)oi:i res1,1i,µtions
previously issued by the Republican Rules Committee i::hair.

Republican Comments on Current Procedures~•
The Trump White House Counsel has .£911£4 the bar on government attorneys in
depositions "unconstitutional," while Secretary of State Pompeo hlls ~ these
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procedures constitute £'abusive prosecutions" and ;;:pf~~ them "not fair." House
Minority Leader Kevin M<:Cm-thy ~t2!..~ that failure to allow White House Counsel to
attend depositions "would create o process completely devoid of any merit or

legffimacy."
I Overview

V. Testimony and Documents from Political
II Use of
Oepos:t1onsto

Appointees

Gather Evidence

Ill Maintenance of

Procedures dunllg Repvblkan Control:

the Conflrlentml1ty of

Depos1t1ons
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w1thConfilctsof
lnten;,st
V. Testimony and

Congress has regularly demanded and obtained testimony from

n.~!lu~m~

k~ntb..9.P.E!'.~i[I~?.!• To dte one example, Republican chairs took ~~R~ti'iiP.11/L<;!.0.b~
rno5t senior offida!s in the Clinton Whit'-'LHouse, including two White House <:hiefs of
staff, a deputy chief of staff~ iwo White House CQUnsels, a <:hief of staff to the Vit:e
President, and a chief of stoff to the First Lady.

Documents from
Polit1ca! Appointees
VI Test•mony and
Documents from

Republic.cm <::heirs have also regularly demanded and obtained documents f r ~
White House and agency heads. House Republitans received over 2 million pag~s of
doc:oments in their investigations into the Clinton Administration, lnduding internal
White House emails, confidential rommuni,:ations from the White House Counsel's
Offke, Justice Department and FRI investigative and prosewtor'ial materials, and
internal agency deliberations. The House Committee on Energy and Commerce under
Rep-ublican Chairman Fred Upton in 2.011 ~tl1>-ied c:md received documents

re911:udin9 the Obama Admlnistmtior{s evuluation of a loan guarantee to solar
energy <::ompany Solyndra that included emails between White House Offiw of
Management and Budget Director Jock Lew cmd 0MB Deputy Director Jeff Zients ond
between White House Director of Communications Dem Pfeiffer, Senior Advisor to the
President David Plouffe, and Deputy .Senior Advisor tQ the President Stephanie
Cutter. The House Benghazi Committee under Republican Chairman Trey Gowdy
r<eq!.:!@St~ am::i,roq;ily~~ documents that induded emQiis of politkal appointees such
as .Secretmy of State Hillary Clinton, State Deportment Chief of Staff and Counselor
Cheryl Mills, U.S. Ambassador to the United Nations Susan Rice, and State
Depcu1ment Deputy Chief of Staff Jacob Sullivon.

Current Procedures:
Consistent with Republican practices, House committee <::hairs are seeking testimony

Republican Comments on Current Procedures:
The White House hos ~ ~ i . d s not to ,;oopero;te wlth the impeoduneffl
Political appointees who hove refused to provide testimony or documents

VI. Testimony and Documents from Career
Employees
Procedures during Republican Control:

£.!.,reer ~Sil! in the Department of State, Central Intelligence Agency, and
Department of Defense.
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At l~st sev.e11 fet;!era! $.fatutes protect the disclosure of information by civil servants
to Congress. Federal officials who seek to prevent career employees from
communicating with Congress face signfa,;.qnt_pgtentiul administrative ;;:ivlli_ond

.tdm~~tM.

Current Procedures:
II Use of
Oepos1t1onsto

Consistent with Republic:<m prat;tices, Demo<;ratic committee chairs are seeking
testimony from career civil servants.

Gather Ev,dence

Ill Mamtenance of

Republkan Comments on Current Procedures:

the Confidentiality of

Depos1t1ons
IV Exclusion of
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w1thConfl1ctsof
Interest
V. Test:monyand

Documents from
Pol1t1ca: Appointees

The Trump Administration has asserted that demanding the coopemtion of career tivil
servants j;£!]Stitutes "strong-arm tactics" that lack "any regard for due process and

the rights of individuals and of the Exe<utive Branch/' and is in§trndima im:.livlduds
oolled to testify before C:on_gres.s that there is an "Administration-wide direuion that
Executive Branch personnel 'ccmnot parti<:ipate in the impea,::hment inquiry under
these tlrcumstam;es."' House Republicans are supporting these White House efforts

to obstruct the impeachment inquiry.

VI Test•mony ancl
Documents from
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Carlos Barria/Reuters

Speaker

Christopher A. Wray
Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation

Presider

Richard N. Haass

https;//www.cfr,org/event'conversation-chr1stopher-wray-O

AB

1133

39-405

01/18/2020

261
A Conversation With Christopher Wray I Council on Foreign Relations

1/1/2020

f

President, Council on Foreign Relations; @RichardHaass

Director Wray discusses the FBI's role in protecting the United States from today's
global threats.
HAASS: Well, good morning and welcome to the Council on Foreign Relations. I'm
Richard Haass, president of the Council.
And we're honored this morning to welcome Christopher Wray, who is the director
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. He's going to be here to discuss the FBI's
role in today's world. Director Wray leads the nearly thirty-seven thousand men and
women of the FBI, and I just want to take a second to thank him and all of his
colleagues for what they do for this country.
Timing is a lot in life, and the timing could hardly be better for us-the director
may feel differently-(laughter)-given all that's going on that falls under his and
the Bureau's purview. He's had a distinguished career. First served as the assistant
U.S. attorney for the Northern District of Georgia in '97 to 2001. Then he joined the
Office of the Deputy Attorney General here in our nation's capital. In 2003 he was
nominated by forty-three to serve as the assistant attorney general for the
Department of Justice Criminal Division, where he spent several years. Glad I didn't
know you at that time. And then he returned to the government recently, in August
of 2017, when he was confirmed overwhelmingly by the Senate to become the
eighth director of the FBI.
Here's how we're going to do it today. The director will first offer some remarks
from this podium, then he and I will have a conversation before turning to you, the
membership, for your questions.

https://www.cfcorg/event/conversatlon-chr1stopher-wray-O

AB

2/33

39-405

01/18/2020

262
1/1/2020

A Conversation With Christopher Wray I Council on Foreign Relations

cjmd with that, please join me in welcoming Director Wray to the Council on

Foreign Relations. (Applause.)
WRAY: Well, thanks, Richard. It's great to be here with all of you. Listening to

Richard go through my background a little bit there, I will say that if you had told
me just even a couple years ago when I was back in private practice that I would be
finding myself back in the world of law enforcement and national security in any
capacity, much less standing in front of the Council on Foreign Relations as the FBI
director, I would have been more than a little bit skeptical. My wife would probably
have burst out laughing. (Laughter.) She and my grown kids-our grown kids both
spend a lot of their time rolling their eyes at me and shaking their heads. But there's
nothing like a loving family to keep your feet firmly on the ground. (Laughter.)
In spite of their amusement or maybe even amazement, I am, in fact, here today to
talk about the national security threat from the FBI's perspective. And I want to
talk about a number of things, but I want to focus in particular on the multilayered
threat posed by China. I also want to talk about the need for stronger-than-ever
partnerships with law enforcement, with the intelligence community, with all the
communities we serve, and increasingly with our partners in academia and the
private sector, because the reality is that the threats we face today are too diverse,
too dangerous, and too all-encompassing for any of us to tackle alone.
As you heard, I last left DOJ's leadership back in 2005. And at the time I think it's
fair to say we were still in many ways building up our national security capabilities
in the wake of the 9/11 attacks. And we'd made a lot of progress by the time I left,
but coming back now I see a before and after with the break in the private sector
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+at jumps out at me more, and I see firsthand the strides-really incredible strides

-that have been made tci-vards keeping people safe from all kinds of harm from an
increasingly wide array of bad guys.
In some ways, for me it's a little bit like the experience that I'm sure a lot of you
have had of seeing the child of an old friend and you think, wow, last time I saw you
you were like this tall; when did you get so big? When did you get so grown-up? Of
course, then I start thinking even using that analogy makes me wonder how did I
get so old. (Laughter.) But putting my advancing age aside, the world is incredibly
different now. 9/11 was a gamechanger in so many terrible ways, not just for the
United States and for our own national security apparatus but for the whole world.
And those attacks blew apart any notion of separation between foreign and
domestic threats, any notion that such attacks only happen to other people in other
countries.
I remember vividly standing in the FBI's 9/11 command center with then-Director
Mueller and a slew of others in a jam-packed room in the afternoon of the attacks. I
remember in the period that followed meeting with families of the victims of those
attacks and absorbing their shock and their heartbreak face to face. And though
none of us could have foreseen where we'd be now, today in 2019, we all knew that
the world had shifted around us. And now when I look forward it strikes me that we
face yet another paradigm shift in the way we view the world.
The nature of the threats we face is evolving. Criminal and terrorist threats are
morphing beyond traditional actors and tactics. We still have to worry about things
like an al-Qaida cell plotting a large-scale attack, but we also now have to worry
increasingly about homegrown violent extremists radicalizing in the shadows. These
folks aren't targeting the obvious-you know, the airport, the power plant; they're
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cjmgeting schools, sidewalks, landmarks, concerts, shopping malls with anything

tl1ey ca._11 get their hands en, and sometimes things they can get tl1eir hands en
pretty easily: knives, guns, primitive IEDs, cars. These are people moving from
radicalization to attack in weeks or even days, not years. And they're doing it online
and in encrypted messaging platforms, not in some camp or cave.
On the cyber front, we're seeing hack after hack and breach after breach, and we're
seeing more and more of what we call a blended threat where cybercrime and
espionage merge together in all kinds of new ways. We still confront traditional
espionage threats-you know, dead drops, covers, things like that-but economic
espionage dominates our counterintelligence program today. More than ever, the
adversaries' targets are our nation's assets-our information and ideas, our
innovation, our research and development, our technology. And no country poses a
broader, more severe intelligence collection threat than China.
China has pioneered a societal approach to stealing innovation in any way it can
from a wide array of businesses, universities, and organizations. They're doing it
through Chinese intelligence services, through state-owned enterprises, through
ostensibly private companies, through graduate students and researchers, through a
variety of actors all working on behalf of China. At the FBI we have economic
espionage investigations that almost invariably lead back to China in nearly all of
our fifty-six field offices, and they span just about every industry or sector.
The kind of activity I'm talking about goes way beyond fair market competition. It's
illegal, it's a threat to our economic security, and by extension it's a threat to our
national security. But it's even more fundamental than that. This is behavior that
violates the rule of law. It violates principles of fairness and integrity. It violates our
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cjn1es-based world order that's existed since the end of World War II. Put plainly,

China seems determined to steal its ivay up the economic ladder at cur expense.
And to be clear, the United States-our country is by no means their only target.
They're strategic in their approach. They actually have a formal plan set out in fiveyear increments to achieve dominance in critical areas. And to get there they're
using an expanding set of nontraditional methods, both lawful and unlawful, so
weaving together things like foreign investment and corporate acquisitions,
together with cyber intrusions and supply chain threats. The Chinese government is
taking the long view. That's probably an understatement. They've made the long
view an art form. They're calculating. They're focused. They're patient and
persistent.
Overlaying all these threats is our ever-expanding use of technology: nextgeneration telecommunications networks like 5G, the rise of artificial intelligence
and machine learning, cryptocurrencies, unmanned aerial system, deep fakes, all
sorts of stuff that wasn't particularly focused on during my time in the private
sector but now back in government I see blinking red right in front of me and right
in front of all of us. And we grow more vulnerable in many ways every day.
Taken together, these, I think, could be called generational threats because they're
going to shape our nation's future. They'll shape the world around us. They're going
to determine where we stand and what we look like ten years from now, twenty
years from now, fifty years from now.
Our folks at the FBI are working their tails off every day to stop and find criminals,
terrorists, and nation-state adversaries. We're using a broad set of techniques, from
our traditional law enforcement authorities to our intelligence capabilities. We've
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cj,ot taskforces all over the country with hundreds of partners from local, state, and

federal agencies. \Ne've got taskforces nciv targeting every+...hing from terrorism to
violent crime to cybercrime to crimes against kids, crime in Indian Country, you
name it. We've got legal attache offices all over the world now, stationed around to
participate in joint investigations and information sharing. We've got rapidresponse capabilities. We can deploy at a moment's notice pretty much anywhere in
the world for almost any kind of crime or national security crisis. And on the
nation-state adversary front, together with our partners, we've got a whole host of
tools we can and will use, from criminal charges and civil injunctions to economic
sanctions, entity listings, visa revocations.
But even with all of that, we can't tackle all these threats on our own. We've got to
figure out more and more ways to work together, particularly with all of you in the
private sector. We need to focus even more on a whole-of-society approach because
in many ways we confront whole-of-society threats. It is very clear to me that the
next few years will be very much defined by what kind of progress we can make
with private-public partnerships.
One of the things that I've found most pleasantly surprising since coming back to
government is the state and enthusiasm of partnerships. I've spent most of the past
twenty months since becoming FBI director visiting all fifty-six of our field offices,
and in each office I've been meeting with all of our employees to get a better
handle on the work they're doing in the trenches, but I've also been meeting in one
state after another with our partners: law enforcement, the communities we serve,
academia, the private sector. And while I hear about the same threats and concerns
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cfaerywhere I go, I also hear about how much more effectively we're working with

our partners across the beard l-"lith ivhcle nevv levels of tea.."'TI.i"-:ork. And in my viei-v,
that's exactly the kind of thing we need to be building on every day.
In our country the vast majority of our critical infrastructure and intellectual
property is, of course, in the hands of the private sector. You own it. You run it.
You're on the frontlines. So you know the risks, you know the weak spots, and
you're much more likely in many ways to see the emerging threats coming down
the road.
Nation-state actors are also targeting academia, including professors, research
scientists, and graduate students. They seek our cutting-edge research, our advanced
technology, and our world-class equipment and expertise.
And that's why it's so important for these lines of communication to be open. We've
got to share as much information as we can with you as quickly as we can through
as many channels as we can. We've also got to create mechanisms for you to share
information with us so that we have a better understanding of what you're seeing,
what you're worried about. We've got to keep building trusted relationships with all
of you so that you know with confidence that we're here to help.
So I hope we can keep this forward momentum going. I really do believe it's the
only way we can maintain and strengthen our firm footing as the world continues
to shift around us. So look forward to continuing the discussion with Richard and
with all of you. Thanks for having me. (Applause.)

https:/lwww.cfr.org/event/conversat!on-christopher-wray-O

AB

8/33

39-405

01/18/2020

268
A Conversation With Christopher Wray I Council on Foreign Relations

1/1/2020

cfAAsS: Well, thank you, sir. This is-this is actually now going to be one of the

cool moments cf my sixteen years here, because as i-ve start the Q& ..A:.. ! ca..11 nci·v read
the director of the FBI his Miranda rights-(laughter)-and tell him that it's on the
record and anything he says can and will be used against him. (Laughter.)
WRAY: That means I can decline to answer. (Laughter.)
HAASS: Touche. (Laughter.)
We'll get to China in a minute, because you had a lot to say about China. But I
wanted to speak about another country-to use your phrase, a nation-state
adversary-namely, Russia. And I wanted to begin with the special counsel, Mr.
Mueller, who described Russian interference in the

2016

election, to use his phrase,

"sweeping and systematic." Is that a view you subscribe to?
WRAY: Well, I think everybody has their own adjectives. I do think that Russia
poses a very significant counterintelligence threat, certainly in the cyber arena,
certainly what we call the malign foreign influence territory, certainly in their
presence of intelligence officers in this country. So in a lot of ways, yeah.
HAASS: Did we see any change, from your vantage point, between Russian
interference in the

2016

presidential election and the

2018

midterms? Did you see

any evolution in the scale or nature of the Russian threat or interference?
WRAY: Well, I think it's important to distinguish between two categories.
Sometimes the word "interference" and "influence" get-even by us kind of get
bandied about a little interchangeably, and I'm not sure that's quite the right
analogy for each.

https://www.cfr.org/event/conversation-christopher-wray-O

AB

9/33

39-405

01/18/2020

269
1/1/2020

A Conversation With Christopher Wray I Council on Foreign Relations

c}oreign influence-malign foreign influence-we usually use to describe the fairly

aggressive campaign that ,ve s:.n-~-: in 2016 a..11d that's described in t..½e special
counsel's report, and that has continued pretty much unabated, is the use of social
media, fake news, propaganda, false personas, et cetera, to spin us up, pit us against
each other, sow divisiveness and discord, undermine Americans' faith in democracy.
That is not just an election-cycle threat; it's pretty much a 365-days-a-year threat.
And that has absolutely continued. We saw that, therefore, continue full speed in
2018, in the midterms. What we did not see in 2018 was any material impact or
interference with election infrastructure or, you know, campaign infrastructure.
HAASS: Since you raised that, I assume, though, you don't-you don't assume that
won't be an issue in 2020. So do you feel that we either nationally or locally-how
comfortable are you with what is being done to protect our election infrastructure?
WRAY: Well, I think-on the one hand I think enormous strides have been made
since 2016 by all the different federal agencies, state and local election officials, the
social media companies, et cetera. But I think we recognize that our adversaries are
going to keep adapting and upping their game. And so we're very much viewing
2018 as just kind of a dress rehearsal for the big show in 2020.
HAASS: 2020. You talked in a slightly different context about public-private
partnerships. What about the public-private partnership between your-the FBI
and law enforcement more broadly and social media companies? What do you see
as the division oflabor? And are you comfortable with the nature and level of effort
by the social media companies to make sure they're not exploited?
WRAY: You mean on this foreign influence threat?
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cjtAASS: Yes, sir.
WRAY: So that's one of the places where I've seen the most dramatic change from
2016

to the midterms in 2018. The flow of information back and forth between law

enforcement and the intelligence community and Silicon Valley, I think, has gotten
dramatically better. I think those companies recognize that there is a need for them
to take action, so that their own platforms are not abused. And so there was-there
were a lot of success stories in the midterms, where some of these companies were
taking pretty aggressive action on their own, voluntarily, not at our behest or
requirement, to enforce terms of use and so forth on their platforms and shutting
down and kicking off various accounts that fit into the kind of category we talked
about.
HAASS: Russia is obviously the-again, to use your phrase-the national security
adversary that most people are concerned about. But what about others trying to
influence our society, our political processes? China, conceivably, North Korea, Iran,
all of whom have fairly advanced cyber capabilities. To what extent is this a Russia
problem? To what extent is this a much broader challenge?
WRAY: Well, foreign influence is certainly a broader problem. And it's been around
for decades. I think what's changed and what the Russians have really take not a
different level in 2016, and continuing, is the use of social media as kind of a
bullhorn to facilitate those efforts. Certainly we see other types of foreign influence
efforts by all those countries that you mentioned, but they tend to take slightly
different forms sometimes to influence particular policymakers, officials, to shift
decision-making and analysis in the government one way or the other. But certainly
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cjt1 those countries are watching and taking note of what the Russians attempted to

do in 2016 and since. And I think ive expect that tl1is is going to become a
phenomenon we're going to have to contend with, with a lot more than just Russia.
HAASS: Let's turn to China for a second, because that was a big part of your
opening comments. You've got the challenge posed by Chinese students, some of
whom seem to be more interested in acquiring technology than good grades.
(Laughter.) What about the Confucius Institutes? What is your view of those and
whether they are a dangerous platform, or a problematic platform in this country?
WRAY: Well, I mean, the Confucius Institutes are something that we view as part of
a sort of soft power strategy that the Chinese government has, and certainly
something we're concerned about. In many ways, a lot of the things that I talked
about in my opening comments are things we're more concerned about even than
the Confucius Institutes, though.
HAASS: Should there be clearer criteria or rules of the road, or rules of conduct,
that universities put into place and enforce about scholar access and student access?
And if those rules are violated, should there be penalties?
WRAY: I do think that the academic sector needs to be much more sophisticated
and thoughtful about how others may exploit the very open, collaborative research
environment that we have in this country, and revere in this country. And I'm
encouraged, actually, by the number of universities around the country that are
taking very thoughtful, responsible steps to make sure that they're not being
abused, and that their information, proprietary research, confidential information
isn't stolen, which is happening all over the country. And it's a real problem.
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cjtAASS: One of the phrases you used in your remarks was: China-I think I've got it

right here-is determined to steal its ivay up the economic ladder at cur expense.
And then you talked about the first layer of responsibility is obviously the firms
themselves. What more needs to be done? To what extent does this require things
that are really beyond the capacity of individual firms? I mean, they're up against a
nation-state. It doesn't sound like a fair fight.
WRAY: Well, we are structured very differently, right, as a country, than China,
where essentially everything rolls up to the Chinese Communist Party. They have
scale and centralization. We have decentralization and free markets. And I wouldn't
want to change that. But it does mean that we need to be thoughtful about trying
to find ways to partner together in a common defense. And we're trying to take
steps in that regard with things like meeting with companies, providing threat
awareness briefings, telling them things to be able to look out for, in some cases
even doing what in the intelligence community we would call defensive briefings,
you know, in a classified setting, and cautioning them about what some business
partner might mean that they don't fully appreciate. But I do think companies need
to make sure that they're taking a little bit more of the long view. They can't just be
focused on what's going to look good in the next earnings call. The reality is that
some of these threats are existential threats to them as a business. And they need to
have that perspective.
HAASS: Is your relationship simply preventative, in the sense that you would go to
company XYZ and say: You ought to be doing this sort of thing? Or do you also have
a reactive relationship, where you would go to them and say: We have reason to
believe you have now been penetrated by this or that, some national actor, and you
have to deal with that? How does it work?
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cf,RAY: Well, first off, we try not to be telling companies what they need to do.

.A.gain, t..11at goes along t"'-.rit._11 the kind of free market i·vorld that i-ve're in. So l':e try to
have conversations where we're giving them facts, and information, and sensitizing
them to things that they need to be concerned about. And more often than not, I've
actually been pleased by the reaction we've seen in the corporate sector by
companies making, I think, on their own, the right decisions.
Now, in the cyber arena, because, of course, one of the many tools in the toolbox of
our adversaries are cyber intrusions, we have a whole protocol for when we make
victim notification and when we try to provide information to a company that may
have been hacked or where they may have had an insider who's been bought off,
who helped steal information. And that's happening all the time. In the last several
months alone, we've charged a number of either MSS officers or hackers associated
with the MSS for what is out and out intellectual property theft.
HAASS: DOD has run into some problems with certain firms in Silicon Valley not
wanting to work on certain contracts, when they felt it was being put for certain
purposes, they were uncomfortable for civil liberties and whatever reasons. Have
you run into that problem, where certain firms, companies in this country, have
basically said: We're not going to cooperate for you because our-for example, our
employees are not comfortable with doing so?
WRAY: You know, we-I would say our relationship with Silicon Valley is
complicated. (Laughter.) But I think we are having, I think, increasingly positive
interactions with them. We don't always agree on everything, but we're not
experiencing, that I can think of, any company that just says: We don't want to work
with you.
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cjtAASS: OK. The most recent large-scale terrorist attack, an awful one, a few days

age ivas in Sri Lanka. \Alhat is your take on v·ihat lesscns-ivhat does that tel1 us?
What lessons? How should we understand that and perhaps act in any way
differently going forward?
WRAY: Well, without commenting too directly on the Sri Lankan attacks specifically
-other than to confirm that, of course, the FBI has sent personnel over to assist in
the investigation, to work with our partners over there-I do think it's a reminder
that the terrorist threat isn't yesterday's news, isn't yesterday's problem, isn't gone. I
sometimes think people in this country and in other parts of the world have started
to get maybe a little blase or a little complacent about it. And it's a pretty chilling
reminder that the threat is real.
I think it also shows that folks can radicalize in a virtual way, which is a bigger and
bigger problem. You know, people talk about ISIS and the fall of the caliphate,
absolutely true. On the other hand we, worry very much about what is in effect a
virtual caliphate where terrorist organizations can organize in a way that don't
require the same kind of physical infrastructure. The other thing we see, which is, I
think, a problem that people need to be very aware of, is you always hear this
phrase about connecting the dots in the terrorist arena, but a lot of the terrorist
plots of today are more compact, involving fewer people, less complicated attacks,
shorter period of time, which means fewer dots to connect in the first place.
And then if you add on top of that the different ways in which communication is
encrypted and hidden, that makes the dots even fewer. And the time in which law
enforcement and intelligence community folks can act has compressed. So the
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cj,rofessionals sometimes refer to the time from flash to bang. Well, the time from

flash to ba.11.g has shortened..And that's putting a ivhole neiv strain on our co11ective
security.
HAASS: At the risk of worrying everyone in the room and beyond, have you seen
any change in the interest on the part of these individuals, and networks, and
groups in what we used to describe as grand terrorism-not content with car bombs
and knives and boxcutters, but also thinking of weapons of mass destruction?
WRAY: Well, I want to certainly be careful about what I can talk about in this kind
of a setting, but I will say that despite my description of the home-grown violent
extremist, the ISIS-inspired attacks, the car bombs, the gun attacks, the knife
attacks, et cetera, the so-called sleeper cells the efforts to conduct mass casualty
attacks is still a phenomenon that exists today. And there's degrees to which some
terrorist organizations are starting to rebuild and revive. So it's something we're
definitely focused on.
HAASS: So-I don't want to put a words in your mouth, obviously-but implicit in
what you're saying is that people have to rethink the way they think about terrorist,
at times-you used the word, I think, some people are getting blase. There's a sense
of thinking it as a traditional threat there that it's time limited and at some point it
goes away. And as I hear you talking about it, what you're basically saying is we
have to think of this as an open-ended, ever-evolving threat.
WRAY: I think that's-I think that's fair. I mean, what I would say is there's a
difference between resigning yourself to terrorism as a fact of life and becoming
apathetic and numb to it. So finding that balance between staying vigilant, staying
on the balls of our feet, taking it seriously, and not being consumed or distracted by
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cJris, I think, where we need to be. And I think in many ways, that's one of the

t.."'1ings I've actually been most encouraged about inside the national security arena.
The sort of robust, mature machine that now exists inside the government,
collaboration, integration between different parts of law enforcement, our joint
terrorism taskforces within the intelligence community, with our foreign partners is
so much more well-oiled than it was in the immediate aftermath of 9/11, that I was,
you know, relieved, frankly, to find it. But it just has to be also caveated with the
fact that the-you know, that the challenge keeps going up too.
HAASS: So a few more questions then we'll open up to our members. You alluded
to domestic terrorism. How big of a problem is that? What you might call white
nationalist groups in the United States? The emergence-a lot of people a few years
ago would have talked about domestic terrorism and this focus of this or that
Islamic cells. What about white nationalist terrorism?
WRAY: Well, we sort of separate the world of terrorism into kind of true
international terrorism, which is, you know, al-Qaida, Al-Shabaab, Hezbollah, et
cetera; homegrown violent extremists, which I was describing quite a bit earlier,
which are more ISIS or other groups inspiring but maybe not directing-so efforts
to conduct attacks by people who are already here on behalf of the global jihadist
movement; and then what you're getting to, which is domestic terrorism, which is
not just different kinds of violence committed on behalf of some kind of white
supremacy ideology but all the way over to anarchist ideologies, and all kinds of
things in between.
We have lots and lots of investigations in that space. It's a steady, persistent threat
against all those different types of domestic terrorism. We've had quite a number of
arrests. I think last year we had more arrests-domestic terrorism arrests, our JTTFs,
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cjmr Joint Terrorism Taskforces-than we did internationally terrorism arrests. So

ive're i·vcrking verJ actively in t..liat space. You knciv, ive brought charges against
some folks involved in the Rise Above Movement for their connection to the
Charlottesville rallies and some other things. We had an individual-a Coast Guard
lieutenant who wanted to commit an attack right here. We've had the so-called
package IED caseHAASS: Who might, by the way, be released, I saw, by the judge.
WRAY: We'll hope the judge does the right thing. (Laughter.)
HAASS: One issue that's come up obviously, and the president's made a-put a great
emphasis on it, is the threat-the national security threat posed by, quote-unquote,
"illegal immigrants" coming across the southern border. To what extent, from your
point of view, are illegal immigrants in this country-to what extent do they pose a
serious national security threat?
WRAY: Well, certainly the border security threat is something that I think needs to
be taken extremely seriously. Having gone down and visited the border in multiple
locations and been to all of our field offices that are in that area I think there are
significant security threats posed along the border, ranging from drug trafficking
concerns, human trafficking concerns, and a lot of the attendant violence that
comes with it.
HAASS: OK. I could ask a lot more questions, but I will show uncharacteristic
restraint. We've got a good chunk of time left. I guess I don't have to ask people to
raise their hands. (Laughter.) You anticipated my-what I'll ask you to do is keep
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cjour-raise your hands. We'll get you to stand up. Please identify yourselves. One

question to a customer. LA"'nd as brief as you ca...11 make it, and that ivay more of your
fellow members will get in.

Jill, why won't you kick us off?
Q: Thank you very much. Jill Dougherty from the Wilson Center.

You know, Director Wray, I was thinking of a phrase, it came to mind as you were
speaking, which is: dirty cops, a phrase used by President Trump. And it seems
pretty obvious that the bureau has been under sustained rhetorical attack recently.
To what extent has the bureau been damaged by this? If it has, how would you
assess the impact of that on the bureau?
WRAY: So this is a topic near and dear to my heart. I would tell you that rumors
about damage to our morale, or brand, or anything else, are grievously overstated. I
say that now with the perspective of having been to all fifty-six field officers and
met with-and when I say I met with, I mean, like, have a conversation with
something like three or four thousand of our partners. The feedback I get from our
partners is that the bureau has never been stronger and better. The feedback I get
from our employees is that they're inspired. We're not focused on the rhetoric.
We're focused on the work. We're focused on who we do the work with, and who we
do the work for.
And I look at examples, like the woman in our Miami officer, who had twelve
stitches in her face from a bad accident. Next morning, back at it. I look at the guy,
the SWAT agent in Chicago who got shot up in his arm by a fugitive from an AK-47
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+d not only survived but retrained himself to shoot lefthanded, and then

requalified for S\A/AT leftha..11.ded. These are people ivho love their jobs.
HAASS: Have you had any issues or any changes in either recruitment or retention?
WRAY: You know, actually, I'm glad you brought that up because despite chatterand lord knows there's enough chatter out there to keep everybody busy-I'm
focused more on action and words-action than words. And so I look at recruiting.
You know, we have had since October something like sixteen thousand people apply
to be special agents, which is up from all of the prior year. That tells me something
about brand and enthusiasm for the mission. I look at the interns applications-you
know, we're in a thriving economy. So kids coming out of college have a ton of
choices.
We have the highest number of people applying to work at the bureau out of
college that we've ever had. And our selection rate in both of these pools is between

s and 6 percent, which is more selective than just about any Ivy League school. Of
course, I'm tempted to maybe stop using the Ivy League school analogy. (Laughter.)
HAASS: Yeah, the question is whether it's as selective as USC.
WRAY: Yes, right. But I look at retention-and then I'll be quiet. But again, this is
something I feel very passionately about. You look at our attrition rate-meaning
special agents leaving before their normal retirement age-and our attrition rate
last year was 0.5 percent.
HAASS: Impressive.

https://www.cfr.org/event/conversaUon-chrlstopher-wray-O

AB

20133

39-405

01/18/2020

280
A Conversation With Christopher Wray I Council on Foreign Relations

1/112020

c_foRAY: And I bet you that there's not an organization represented in this room that

has a.~ attrition rate t..11.at lo,v. So ·we have people ivho are grouchy and cynical all
the time, just like everybody. (Laughter.) But when it comes time to manifest their
views through their work, they move the mission.
HAASS: Good to hear.
Sir.
Q: Steve Charnovitz, George Washington University Law School.

You've explained that China has a formal plan to achieve dominance. And you said
they're weaving together the legal as well as the illegal activities. And the FBI
mission is the illegal ones. But since you mentioned the legal side, do you think the
United States has a strong enough long-term plan of our own to deal with China's
challenges in the world? So, for example, is the line between legal and illegal right,
should it be changed? The Congress did that a little bit last year on export controls.
Are there other areas where the Congress should change the line? You mentioned
economic sanctions. Do they have a role, versus the legal activities of China? And
then how can the United States take the long view, more than what we're doing,
with respect to soft power?
WRAY: So it's an excellent question. I would say there are legislative fixes that are
useful. For example, in the foreign investment space CFIUS, which a lot of people in
this audience are familiar with, Congress did make, I think, very important reforms
on CFIUS. That's not a matter of criminalizing or making something illegal, but it's
a matter of using our laws to better protect our economic and national security.
And I think there may well be things like that that can and should be done.
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cfou know, the importance of recognizing that things like foreign investment is fine,
corporate acquisition is fine, talent recru.it..111ent in the academic sector is fine. But

understand that those things in the wrong hands can be abused. And so both
punishing the behavior when it crosses the line and then using the tools that we
have to better protect ourselves long term, I think is where the country needs to be.
I do think that this country, going back the last couple of decades, has
underestimated this threat. The good news is, everywhere I go in my first twenty
months in this job-up on the Hill, throughout the administration with different
agencies, the corporate sector, the academic sector, foreign partners-people are
waking up and realizing that this is a threat that needs to be taken seriously. And I
think that's good news for everybody.
HAASS: Edward Luttwak.
Q: Edward Luttwak.
I was very reassured by your-what I interpreted as a focus on China as a strategic
threat. Question: Are you able to acquire the necessary human resources? Because
the foreign intelligence community, twenty years after the Middle East high
engagement, still has nobody who speaks Arabic in the room of fifty-two-maybe
one. Question, can you acquire this expertise? Second, given that you have such
wide responsibilities, but many of them are also the concern of state, local
enforcement, and so on, can you offload these other responsibilities to focus on the
strategic threat? These are the two questions. Thank you.
WRAY: So I'll take the second one first. We don't view ourselves as offloading
responsibilities, but we do view ourselves as working more smartly, if I can use that
-probably not a word-with our state and local law enforcement partners. That's
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cjmere these taskforces come into play. So take something like violent crime for

example. \Ale aren't offloading violent crime responsibility, but tve are trying to
focus on what does the FBI uniquely bring to bear to that problem set, and then
leveraging partnership with others, like state and local. So try to imagine a care
with an FBI agent at the wheel, and everybody else in the car is from another
agency. We're all going the same place. We're working together. And that allows us
to stay in the fight, to provide the expertise that we have without trying to be all
things to all people. So that's the way we kind of view most of those phenomenon.
I think on the first issue, about whether we have enough resources to deal with the
China threat-and it sounds like you're particularly talking about our language
skills, certainly we are trying very hard to recruit people with language skills. Every
time I go to a graduation-an agent or analyst graduation-I'm looking at language
skills that are reflected in the class. So people who speak Mandarin, for example,
are certainly attractive to us. But, again, that's where partnership with others helps
us bridge that gap. So we're not the only agency working on this problem, so
therefore we're not solely dependent on our own linguists. We work so much more
closely now with our intelligence community partners, so we can share and
collaborate with each other. And if we work more and more closely with the private
sector, there are ways for us to leverage their expertise. Our foreigu partners, we're
able to leverage their expertise.
You know, there are very few people in this world who, having seen what it's like to
work in silos and seen what it's like to work in teams, would pick silos. And it took, I
think, the national security apparatus a little while to get to that recognition. But
now that we're there, it makes it so much more efficient and effective to deal with
some of these kinds of problems.
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c_foAASS: What about on the technology side? Last I checked, your stock option plan
is not very generous. (Laughter.} And hci·v is it you compete \A,rith t..11e private sector

there to get people not who speak Mandarin, but might be able to also to be
familiar with some of the cutting-edge technology, say in AI? How do you compete
there?
WRAY: Well, certainly in terms of recruiting it's a challenge, but we find that most
young technically savvy people today are drawn less to financial incentive and more
to trying to do meaningful work and tackle hard problems. And so what we have to
offer in terms of recruiting is we're dealing with the most sophisticated adversaries
there are. And we're able to give them an opportunity, some of these kids, to do
things that they can't legally do-(laughter)-in the private sector. So there's that.
(Laughter.) And then second, we also-through our partners, we have a lot of ways
in which we're partnering with the private sector to take advantage of their
innovation. I've been out to northern California a couple times. A lot of my direct
reports have done it as well. And so we're looking at ways in a variety of settings to
capitalize on what they see in terms of innovation and technology.
HAASS: OK. Sure, yeah.
Q: Hi. Jeff Pryce, Johns Hopkins.

On the Russian intelligence adversary, one of the evolutions from the old days has
been the increasing role of the GRU military intelligence in the Russian intelligence
services. And I wonder if you have any thoughts on that shift in the balance of the
Russian challenge. The GRU has a reputation of being more aggressive, operating
by a slightly different set of rules than their sister Russian agencies. So thoughts on
that shift in the Russian challenge, and implications for us.
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cfaRAY: I'm pausing because I want to think about what's appropriate for me to talk
'llhnn+ in +pie:, lrinrl nf! c>otting.

HAASS: You're just among friends here.
WRAY: Yeah, exactly right. (Laughter.) Small, intimate collection.
HAASS: Exactly.
WRAY: Well, look, we've taken a number of steps to be more aggressive to call out
GRU actors for some of the more brazen things that have occurred. I think about,
for example, you know, we charged a number of GRU officers for their role in an
extensive hacking campaign to undermine in the international anti-doping arena,
for example. Some people sometimes question whether it makes sense to chargeyou know, to indict foreign intelligence officers. I actually happen to believe that it
makes sense because sometimes in the foreign intelligence arena you get into
questions of attribution. I'm tempted to say nothing saying attribution more than
an indictment. We believe very strongly in our criminal justice system. And that's
our way of saying: We're so confident that we're right that we're willing to have
these people come into a U.S. courtroom and take our chances with the jury,
beyond a reasonable doubt. And also, we find that a lot of these folks like to be able
to travel. And once they've been indicted, their travel options get decidedly smaller.
And the FBI has a long memory and a broad reach, and I wouldn't be surprised if
we see some of these people in orange jumpsuits one day.
HAASS: Nelson Cunningham.
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c/t. Thanks very much. Long ago I was an AUSA in the Southern District of New
York. And on behalf of all the great agents I've ivcrked \iJit..11 I ivant to tJ1a..11k you fer
spending a lot of time on the integrity and the reputation of the FBI as director.
My question, though, goes to the cyber intrusions-the celebrated cyber intrusions
we've had-North Korea's hack of Sony, the Chinese hack of the Office of Personnel
Management records, others. My question is: Do we have the right tools, the right
framework for retaliating? In other words, not just saying: Stop doing that, don't do
it again. But you did it, we know you did it, and here's the way that we've retaliated
against you. Do we do that in the right way?
HAASS: You can even extend that to those who might try to influence our elections.
Do we have the right retaliatory framework there?
WRAY: Well, the thing about offensive cyber is that it works best if people like the
FBI director don't talk about it on television. (Laughter.) But suffice to say we're
looking at an all-tools, all-agencies approach. I will use your question as an
opportunity to say that what we're not a big fan of is what some in the private
sector sometimes refer to as hack back. We don't think it's a good ideaHAASS: Just can you explain what you mean?
WRAY: Yeah. We don't think it's a good idea for private industry to take it upon
themselves to retaliate by hacking back at somebody who hacked them. That
creates all kinds of potentially unintended consequences. And so not something we
would recommend, any more than we would recommend people taking justice into
their own hands privately in another arena. I do think we have to get more and
more agile in dealing with the problem. And one of the-in the cyber arena in
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~ticular. And one of the things that I think is still kind of lost, even among

sophisticated audiences, is people tend tc think cf cybersecurity as their perimeter,
whereas in fact in many ways the most important part of cybersecurity in today's
world is inside. It's your own insiders.
So think about the analogy of a house, right? Yes, it's very important for you to
have an alarm that goes around your perimeter. Yes, it's important for you to have
locks. Maybe it's important for you to have cameras on the outside, and lights, and
everything else. But all that stuff is kind of useless if the person who's in your house
already got a key from somebody and is just hanging out in your basement and
whenever you go off to work is rummaging through your personal and confidential
information. So a big part of cybersecurity is encouraging companies and other
organizations to much more quickly look inward, because it's not a question of if
you get hacked, it's when. And so mitigation is in some ways more the appropriate
concept than just out-and-out prevention.
HAASS: So you're going to say here on the record that you do not keep your
password written on a yellow stick-um next your computer? (Laughter.)
WRAY:Iam.
HAASS: OK. Good. I just want to-just wanted to clarify that. (Laughs.) Yes, sir.
Q: Thank you very much, sir. My name is Andy Maslowski (ph) with the U.S.

Department of State.
A question for you that may not be immediately within your purview but based on
something you had shared with us. You said that you feel that malign influence
from other countries targeting the United States with the intent to divide us is
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cjmgoing. I think, you know, any good analysis of threats requires a good analysis of

the \"..tlnerabilities of that tl1reat. From your perspective, llhat makes us so
1

vulnerable to attempts to divide us as a country? And what could we, as the federal
government or leaders such as yourself or others, be doing to address that
vulnerability? Thank you.
WRAY: Well, I don't think we in the FBI, or we in the federal government, can or

should police content. And that's a core tenant of who we are as a nation. And so in
a sense, though, that makes us inherently more vulnerable. So part of what we need
to be doing is raising public awareness, so we have a more resilient, less reflexive,
more thoughtful populace. So people need to be careful what they read. People
need to try to do a little thought about maybe what's the sourcing of what I'm
reading. People ought to get their news from a variety of different sources. People
ought not to believe everything they see on Twitter.
HAASS: You don't think there ought to be any-just so I understand what you said
-you don't think there ought to be any limits or constraints on content dealing
with incitement, how-to to do certain things? You think all-that we basically ought
to leave it up to the judgement of individual Americans and others to make of it
what they will?
WRAY: I don't know that I would say that. I just think when it comes to passing laws

or providing criminal tools that deal with content, we're in very delicate First
Amendment territory, and we need to be very thoughtful about how we do that. We
are trying to do our partner to raise people's awareness about what the issues are,
what they should be on the lookout for. You know, we put out a website at one
point called protected voices, that sort of tried to raise campaign awareness in other
people in the voting public about how to be a little more intelligent consumers of
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cfoformation. And, again, back to the private sector, there's an incredibly important

role for Silicon Valley a..qd a lot of the social media companies to be able to de
things that they can do as a business to enforce terms of use on their own platform
to prevent those platforms from being abused and manipulating our public.
HAASS: Sure. Yes, sir.
Q: Hi. I'm Andy Sullivan with Reuters.
If we could return to domestic terrorism for a minute, when you're investigating

somebody who's inspired by ISIS, for example, you've got a very valuable tool you
can use, which is it's against the law to provide material support to a foreign
terrorist organization. When you're looking at somebody who's inspired by white
supremacy or other ideologies like that-the Coast Guard gny is a good exampleyou don't have that. Do you need more tools from Congress? Do you need more
laws to help go against people like this? The Coast Guard guy might go free today.
WRAY: Well, I would say that, look, we always like having more tools. That makes
us more versatile and more effective. So I would never be one to turn down the
offer of new weapons in the fight.
But I will say that what distinguishes the international terrorism arena from the
domestic terrorism one is not just the existence of a material support statute. It's
also true that we designate foreign terrorist organizations, and that's what people
are providing material support to. The State Department is involved in those kinds
of designations. In the domestic terrorism context we are not seeing so much
terrorist organizations in the same way that you might think of ISIS or al-Qaida or
al-Shabaab or Hezbollah as an organization. We're seeing more lone actors, more
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cj,eople kind of informally kind of associated with each other. It's much more

uncoordinated, decentralized. And so it's not really clear to me tl1at you \A.Jculd be
able to designate, for example, domestic terrorism organizations and really move
the needle much.
We rely very heavily on all sorts of other charges in the domestic terrorism context:
gun charges, you know, mass explosive charges, false statement charges. We work

with state and locals, with all kinds of, you know, murder charges, attempted
murder charges, assault charges, you name it. And so I think we've actually been
pretty effective. But it does put a premium on the theme that I've been pounding
on today, which is this partnership concept.
We certainly-we've also brought hate crime charges in the context of some of the
domestic terrorism settings. One of the Charlottesville actors, for example, we had a
twentysomething-count hate crime indictment.
HAASS: Got time for just a couple more. Mr. Slattery, you've been patient.
Q: Yeah. Jim Slattery, Wiley Rein.

I get the whole issue about regulating content-(comes on mic)-under the First
Amendment. What can we do, though, to disclose origin of content and provide that
information to the consumers of the content?
WRAY: So you're-I think you're-well, we sometimes use the word "source"
instead of origin, but I think that's the right concept, which is we're focused on
who's doing it, not on what they say. So I think it's important to understand that in
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c_{ne space of foreign influence we don't start by looking at inflammatory content

a..11.d then trying to figu.re cut \¥ho's responsible for it. \A-le're focused on t..¾e threat
actors, and then we try to figure out what content they're generating.
And I think when we have something that we can expose publicly to raise
awareness, we try to do that. We are also mindful, though, of the fact that the sort
of perplexing thing about the sowing divisiveness and discord strategy is that we
don't want to play into the adversary's hands by giving more amplification and
volume to something that we might be able to nip in the bud fairly quickly, right?
So think about some completely fake news effort using a false persona, bots, et
cetera. If we're able to, working with Silicon Valley, get that shut down within a
matter of days before it got a ton of traction, we don't want to then add to the
problem by increasing everybody's concern by, you know, broadcasting information
that we were able to prevent from really going viral. So there is sort of a balancing
act tactically that we go through on a case-by-case basis.
But I do think you're right in general that focusing on the source or the origin, as
you say, is really the name of the game. I think people would be surprised at how
much content is a couple steps removed sourcing back to, you know, the IRA or
some other Russian propaganda arm.
HAASS: Are you yourself on Facebook or Twitter?
WRAY: Nope. (Laughter.)

HAASS: Will you do it-after you're out of this job, will you-will you start?
WRAY: Nope. (Laughter.)
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cjtAASS: Dan Yergin.
Q: Director Wray, as you know, there's been some discussion recently about the
issue of visas involving academics and researchers from China who are not in
artificial intelligence, but rather things like international relations. Could you share
your thinking about that and how you see that kind of issue evolving?
WRAY: Well, I don't want to comment on any specific visa-related decision or a
specific academic center's decision. I will say that we have seen many instances in
which the visa process, which I think is very important to ensure an open and
collaborative research environment, which I have no desire to change in that sense,
is being abused and exploited. And in those instances where we have information
that exposes that abuse, we want to share it with the right people so they can make
the right decisions. And as I said, I think that's starting to happen more and more
often, and I think you can expect to see that happening more and more often.
HAASS: Got time for one last question. The gentleman in the back has been
patient. And thenQ: My name is Tarat Puladia (ph). I'm with the Voice of America Persian Service.
My question is that-so White House, in an unprecedented move, last week
designated IRGC and Quds Force as FTO. So my question is this. In this context, the
role FBI plays in combating IRGC, Quds Force, Hezbollah presence here in the U.S.
And is there any credible threats from these individuals or these entities in the U.S.?
Thank you.
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+RAY: Well, I don't want to discuss any specific investigation, certainly. I will say

that i":ith or ·v-.rit..11.out L11e designation i":e've had any number cf matters related to
Quds Force activity, including here in the United States, as have some of our closest
partners. And I think it's high time that that threat be taken even more seriously.
HAASS: When the director hears the initials CFR, his first instinct is the Code of
Federal Regulations. (Laughter.) I want to thank him today for visiting the other
CFR. And again, thank you not just for being with us today, but for all that you and
your colleagues do.
WRAY: Thank you. (Applause.)
(END)
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Foreign Affairs Issue Launch
Coauthors Joe Biden and Michael Carpenter discuss the article, "How to Stand Up to
the Kremlin: Defending Democracy Against Its Enemies," which appears in the
Janua,y/February issue of Foreign Affairs.
HAASS: Well, good afternoon.
I want to welcome one and all to today's Council on Foreign Relations meeting
which, among other things, is here to launch the January-February issue of Foreign
Affairs magazine. And I really do urge you all to read it. What a-like all of our
issues, it begins with a cluster, and there is a cluster of about a half-dozen articles
on a subject that doesn't really get the attention it deserves, which is how countries
have either dealt with or failed to have dealt with the legacy of their own pasts,
something I know intimately from my time trying to negotiate in Northern Ireland.
But this deals with countries like South Africa, but also the United States, given
our own complicated legacy, as well as Russia, China, and others. So I really urge
people to look at it. It's just one step beyond the normal foreign policy
conversation, but it's an important one.
The subject, though, today is another article in the-in the magazine. I probably
should introduce myself. Should be familiar to everybody. My name is Richard
Haass, by the way. I work here at the Council on Foreign Relations. (Laughter.)
CARPENTER (?): And I work for Richard.
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HAASS: And we're joined today by the gentleman on my right, Joe Biden, who of
course served as the 47th vice president of these United States and who now leads
the Penn Biden Center for Diplomacy and Global Engagement. And let me say
something about this center which is based here in our nation's capital. It officially
opened its doors February 8th, and the mission of the center is to develop and
advance smart policy and influence the national debate about how American can
continue to lead in this century, and it's, quote, "founded on the principle that a
democratic, open, secure, tolerant and interconnected world benefits all
Americans." Close quote.
Full disclosure: the former vice president and I go back more than four decades. He
was a newly minted senator, I was a wet-behind-the-ears young staffer on the
Senate side of the Hill, and over the last 40-plus years we've had a continuing
conversation about the world and our country's place in it, and the only thing I'd
put as a caveat is I'm not sure we distributed the time equally in that conversation.
(Laughter.)
BIDEN: This may be the only audience who will think it was you. (Laughter,
applause.)
HAASS: Never go up against a pro, that's what I should have-should have known.
Sitting to the vice president's right is Michael Carpenter-your left-he's going to
be our-is the senior director at the Penn Biden Center, and he's the former
DAS-secretary-deputy secretary of Defense for Russia, Ukraine and Eurasia, and
the two of them are co-authors of the recent article in this same issue: "How to
Stand Up to the Kremlin: Defending Democracy Against Its Enemies."
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Let me just say that their piece addresses many of the same issues as a justpublished special report by our own Bob Blackwill and Phil Gordon on how to
respond to Russia's intervention in the

2016

presidential election, and more

broadly how to respond to the geopolitical challenge that Russia poses to the U.S.
interests around the world.
And let me say, I returned from Moscow a few days ago, and I was struck by how
limited this relationship is, our bilateral relationship. It's actually less to it right
now substantively than it was during most of the four decades of Cold War.
I'm struck, too, by how different our views of the world are, but also-and it comes
out in their article-by the case for at least exploring the possibility of limited
cooperation in meeting the challenges posed, say, by North Korea's nuclear-missile
program, on trying to reduce conflict in eastern Ukraine, or in Syria.
But with that, let me thank both of you for being with us today. Thank you for
writing for our magazine.
And let's start. And again, I'll ask questions for a few minutes. Then we'll open it
up to you, our members.
So let me start with a basic question, a scene-setter. Is it accurate or useful, either
or both, to describe where we are with Russia as a second or new cold war?
BIDEN: I think that'd be a little bit of an exaggeration. I think, look, what we-the
Cold War was based on a conflict of two profoundly different ideological notions of
how the world should function. This is just basically about a kleptocracy protecting
itself. That's a vast oversimplification. But I think that this is about the Kremlin,
and i.e. Putin in particular, doing everything he can to dismantle the few structures
that were, in fact, set up in Russia that were trending toward or at least squinting
toward, as a famous founder of ours once said, squinting toward democracy.
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And there's an overwhelming-I think a basic judgment has been reached that in
order for Russia, with all its profound structural difficulties that it has, to be able
to sustain itself and for this kleptocracy to continue, there's-it's much easier if
you're dealing with 28 different nations not in union with one another, not a
Western economy that is coordinated. And it gives them more room to wander and
engage in the activities that they've engaged in, which is essentially when the wall
came down, everything that was part owned by, quote, the Soviet government was
now owned by apparatchiks personally.
And so I'm vastly oversimplifying, but I think there's a basic decision that they
cannot compete against a unified West. I think that is Putin's judgment. And so
everything he can do to dismantle the post-World War II liberal world order,
including NATO and the EU, I think, is viewed as in their immediate self-interest.
HAASS: Michael, let me ask you a variant of the same question. And it picks up on
what the vice president just ended with. If you had to describe, in an elevator, what
you think the essence of Russian national-security strategy is, how they-how they
would define success for themselves, what do you think it would be?
CARPENTER: So I think Russia has three principal goals. One is to weaken Western
democracies internally. Another one, as the vice president said, is to divide the
countries of NATO and the EU internally, to deal individually with those nations,
as opposed to with a united front. And then third is to undermine the rules-based
international order, which, from Moscow's perspective, is slanted in favor of the
United States because it promotes norms of democracy, because it promotes
certain other norms in the international sphere-territorial integrity,
sovereignty-that Russia sometimes feels it can transgress when it wants to.

https://www.cfr.org/event/foreign-affairs-issue-launch-fonner-vice-president-joe-biden

AB

39-405

1/15/2020

01/18/2020

298
A Conversation with Former Vice President Joe Biden and Michael Carpenter

Page 6 of32

And so what Russia has essentially done is it's taken the fight from what was
originally just contained to the post-Soviet space and taken that fight now to
Europe, to the United States, by subverting our institutions internally, by using
sometimes hard power, but more often corruption, energy, information, and cyber
to be able to undermine these democratic institutions, as I said, internally.
HAASS: However one might describe U.S.-Russian ties, they are not good. And
looking backwards over the last quarter of a century, in some ways it's anticipating
what history will grapple with. Was this inevitable? Was there something about the
nature of America, America's definition of what world order consisted of,
something about Russian political culture that essentially-despite the optimism
25 years ago when President Bush 41, my boss at the time, talked about a new
world order-was it inevitable? Or to some extent, does Western policy bear some
of the responsibility for the current state of affairs? Obviously higher on the list of
certain people would be NATO enlargement. Did we have to get to where we are,
or could it have been avoided?
BID EN: I think it's hard to say if it could have been avoided, but it's more easily
able to identify why it didn't happen. And it wasn't, in my view, because of the
expansion of NATO. As you may remember, that was my primary responsibility on
the floor of the Senate with Michael Haltzel. And the only time I had a real serious
and elongated disagreement and debate with Pat Moynihan was on the expansion
of NATO. And his argument was, to vastly oversimplify it-it was much more
articulate than I'm about to state-but was that this is not the time to worry the
new leadership in Russia that they're about to be surrounded and overtaken, et
cetera.
I don't see-I ask the reverse question all the time, is what happens ifwe didn't
have NATO. Does anybody think if NATO did not exist, the expansion of NATO did
not occur, and somehow the fact that a KGB thug ended up in control of that
country would have been altered? I don't any evidence that suggests that would be
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the case. Matter of fact, I would argue that you would very much likely see more
use of military power and force. And one of the things we talked about, and I'll not
go any further, is that as all these Eastern and Central European countries were,
quote, "freed," they all had their own agenda, their own historical fears, their own
concerns. And they're all engaging independently in activities and actions that
could have been very destabilizing-destabilizing to the whole region.
And so part of what we did was to stabilize and give some assurance to each of
those countries that they should yield toward what would be more considered to be
basic democratic instincts and policies, than to go the route some of them were
considering going. And so I don't think-I don't think that the expansion of NATO,
history will-it will be a debate that will continue-was the reason why the
instability to the extent that it-that it was inevitable that Russia would take the
role that it took. But I do think there were a number of things, when you think
about it, as you've written about-and many of you have-there isHAASS: You're not going to mention the name of the book? (Laughter.)
BIDEN: You just made me forget the name of the book right then. (Laughter.) But
it's a very good book. I strongly urge you to buy-urge you to buy two copies.
(Laughter.)
But think about it. I mean, look at all the countries in the world, including in this
hemisphere, that are coming out from under what has essentially been somewhere
either decades if not an entire history of corruption and dictatorships or oligarchs
running those countries. And it's really-and I've spent a lot of time. I mean, I've
spent more time I would-I know I spent more time than any member of our
administration trying to deal with making sure that this revolution of dignity did
not blow up in the face of what is a great opportunity for Ukraine. But the
corruption is so endemic and so deep and so consequential it's really, really, really,
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really hard to get it out of the system. So I think there were some-you know,
there was at least

100

years of history and beyond in Russia that made it difficult to

actually set up these institutions in the first instance.
HAASS: Michael, as you and just about everyone in this room, I know, knows, last
month this administration published its first National Security Strategy. And
among other things, it called for the United States to rethink the policies of the
past two decades when it came to several countries, China and Russia-so let's
focus on Russia, given our subject today-and it described those policies as being
based on the assumption that engagement with Russia and its inclusion in
international institutions and global governance would turn it into a benign actor
and a trustworthy party. And the National Security Strategy goes on to say that
this premise has turned out to be false. Do you agree with the National Security
Strategy, then?
CARPENTER: So I don't think the premise that engagement with Russia is destined
to fail, especially if one steps back and looks over the long run. Certainly, what
we've seen is an increasingly revanchist and aggressive Russia acting out both on
its periphery, in Europe, here in the United States.
You know, looking back, I think we can also see that there were some missed
opportunities. But, you know, the goal of integrating Russia into both international
economic institutions, the WTO, the IMF, and the World Bank, after the fall of
the-collapse of the Soviet Union, but then also more sort of norms-based
institutions, like the Council of Europe, I think that was the right choice to make
then.
Obviously, we've-and, you know, and going back to your question about was this
inevitable, I mean, there was a certain sort of original sin there where the ex-KGB
elite, as the vice president alluded to, sort of captures the institutions of the state
in Russia. And you can't get around that. And you saw that play out, you know,
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with the cyberattack

And yet, there were still sort of contingent events that shaped

the flow of Russia's leadership and how it responded.
And one of those, by the way, was the mass protests in Russian cities in the winter
of 2011,

2012

where all of a sudden you had the Putin regime, which seemed so

stable, had been riding these high oil prices for years, starting to look fragile. I
mean, there was one event where Putin shows up at a mixed martial arts
competition amongst a crowd that's basically his base and they're jeering and
booing him. And so that had a profound impact, followed up, as it was, on the Arab
Spring in terms of internal calculus about how to interact with the West.
And we saw that the result of that ended up being confrontation. I don't think it
was inevitable. I don't think that having tried to integrate Russia into those
institutions was a mistake because there's still history ahead of us and we need to
have that play out.
HAASS: So even if it might have been-or either failed or might have been a
mistake in the past, it doesn't-you're both basically saying we shouldn't give up
on the possibility.
CARPENTER: We need to-we need to lookBID EN: But I don't think we can give up on the possibility. I don't think we can
give up on the possibility. I don't think we should be na1ve about it. I think we
have to do a number of things in the meantime to make it clear to Russia that they
are going to pay a price for many of the things they have done, in addition to
making sure that we just, in effect, advertise to the Russian population and to all of
Western Europe what they're actually doing.
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I mean, here we are, we're talking about Russian interference in the United States,
whether there was collusion between the Trump administration and Russia. That's
obscured a much larger discussion that should be taking place about whether or
not what Russia is doing in the rest of the world right now and what Russia is doing
in Europe right now. And part of it is just pulling the-pulling the Band-Aid off.
And for example, we recommend in here an international commission.
Immediately, we got response from a number-I got response from a number of
European leaders wanting to set up an international commission, an independent
commission made up of all parties, the mainstream parties in Europe, to actually
spend time and do what we haven't done here, look at what Russia is doing in
Europe right now that their publics do not know. Because when they do know it,
their influence diminishes precipitously, like it did in France in this election, like it
has in-but part of this is that there is not much discussion. And our leadership has
been abdicated.
Your point is there's three ways you lose power. One is just, you know, abdicate.
Well, that's what we're doing. And part of it is just going out and telling-it sounds
almost sophomoric-tell the truth, lay out what's happening out there and get the
international community to join in in terms of providing the hard data after some
serious looks as to what is going on.
And the second thing is, if you're sitting here-and when my grandchildren are
writing their senior thesis to some great university about what happened to Russia,
in

2018

like in

what was the consensus in America about what Russia was going to look

2030?

Well, you know, I wouldn't want to have to be in a position-I often

say to classes I teach, I would not want to be in a position, no matter what
approach I took, of having to lead Russia. Look at-look at the state of Russia now.
They're in enormous decline. They're-by any definition, these guys are on a
toboggan run. The question is when the run ends. You know, they have a secondrate military power. They have significant advantages geographically, where
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they're engaged. They have a nuclear arsenal that is-can blow up the whole
world. But in terms of their efficacy, their capacity is de mini mis compared to ours.
They're in a situation where they're an oil-based economy. You have Gazprom
going from a market value of something like $350 billion to $50 billion in the last
10

years.

What do you do if you are a democratic leader of Russia? What do you do? How do
you provide jobs for your people? Where do you go? How do you build that
country, unless you engage the West? I don't know how that happens.
And so I haven't given up hope. I'm not nafoe about it. As you've noticed, I've been
a very strident voice in my-the last administration about Putin and Russia, as I
am now. But that doesn't mean that this is a fait accompli that this is the way
things are going to be.
Now, the last point I'll make is-you all know it better than I do-that, you know,
when nation-my dad had an expression, never back a man in a corner whose only
way out is over top of you. Well, you know, take a look at Russia now. Where do
they go? They're incredibly dangerous as they continue to engage in this
precipitous decline. Their life expectancy is changing. They're expected to be a 20
percent smaller population by 2050. I can go on. And so the-it's going to be a
really tough, tough time to get them to the place where their citizens think they
have any future.
And he's-and the last point. This new, phony nationalism and populism that is
being used by charlatans all across the world right now, the only thing keeping
Putin where he is is that it's the United States is the enemy. He's going to
demonstrate that they're powerful again. But eventually he's going to have to
produce something, and I don't see where it gets produced, absent a change in
behavior.
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HAASS: In the piece, the two of you say that there's no truth that the United
States-unlike what Putin seems to believe or say, that the U.S. is seeking regime
change in Russia. So the question I have is, should we be? And if not, ifwe
shouldn't be seeking regime change, what should we be seeking in the way of
political change inside Russia? What's an appropriate agenda for the United States
vis-a-vis Russia, internally?
BID EN: Well, first of all, there's a lot of brilliant minds sitting in front of me, and
for me to presume to tell you what the answer to that question is. But I have an
opinion, as you might guess. (Laughter.)
HAASS: Plus, you're sitting here and they're not, yeah.
BIDEN: That's right. (Laughs.) Look, folks, we can't make this about a conflict
between Russia and the United States. We've got to make this about a conflict
between the Russian kleptocracy and oligarchy and the Russian people.
There is no country in the world that, in fact, is comfortable with wholesale
corruption-wholesale corruption, not based on any ideological rationale why the
concentration of wealth has occurred the way it has. And the fact of the matter is
that I think that there's a lot of things we can do and should be doing to make it
clear that Russia has violated these norms, and still be willing on strategic matters
to talk to them and cooperate with them.
HAASS: Would one of them be, for example, publishing what we think is Putin's
net worth?
BIDEN: Yes. We had an argument inside the outfit I used to work with about that.
(Laughter.) I'm all for publishing, especially when I had no money. (Laughter.) I
had-you know, I-when I did my financial disclosure as vice president, the
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headline in the paper was it's probable no man has ever assumed the office of vice
president with fewer assets than Joe Biden. (Laughter.) I assume they weren't
speaking intellectual assets. (Laughter.)
But, look, all kidding aside, I think to expose the truth. And we should be the
friends of what is left of and the underground portion of civil society in Russia. We
should not be silent. And part of that is laying out in stark relief what Russia is
doing, how they have turned corruption into a foreign-policy tool and a weapon.
It's being used extremely well in Western Europe and other parts of the world. And
I think we-it's a matter of us speaking up and speaking the truth. We don't have
to make any of this up.
HAASS: In the article, I'll quoteBIDEN: If you disagree, jump in, man.
CARPENTER: No-100 percent.
HAASS: That'll be the last time, though, you'll do that. (Laughter.)
BIDEN: Former vice presidents have no power.
CARPENTER: I know where I get my salary.
HAASS: In the article-I'm going to quote from the article: "Washington needs to
spell out clear consequences for interfering in the U.S. democratic process or
tampering with critical U.S. infrastructure," closed quote.
So, given that, what exactly then should we be doing, not in terms of simply
protecting our infrastructure and the like, our voting machines, but what should
we be doing vis-a-vis Russia? Like, what should be the-should there be, and, if so,
what should it look like in terms of a retaliatory dimension to U.S. policy? And
what if it were to happen again?
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BIDEN: We had long talks about this.
Go ahead.
CARPENTER: Yeah. So, I mean, my sense is that we need to look at this more
broadly than just within the narrow scope of election meddling. And so this gets to
a broader strategy of strengthening our alliances, helping our partners in Europe,
by investing in energy security, reducing vulnerabilities at home. I think this is key,
which you alluded to, looking at both, not just in terms of election infrastructure,
but in terms of financial transactions, money laundering, real-estate deals,
campaign finance, all of this. We need to make ourselves a harder target for Russia.
We need to impose costs when we have evidence, as we do now, of their
interference in our election. They need to be able to look back on what they're
doing now, say, in five or

10

years, and realize that the costs have outweighed the

benefits, because otherwise they won't stop.
HAASS: In terms ofCARPENTER: They will stop if they see that that cost-benefit ratio is different.
HAASS: Should we-moving forward, what's wrong with the notion essentially of
telling them what the cost will be? Ifwe pick up evidence that they're going to do
this in the U.S. or in Europe, here's the price, at least for deterrence.
CARPENTER: One of the things we say in the article is that we need to expand also
our communication. So we need to have a more robust dialogue, not just on
strategic stability, which is about strategic weapons, but also about what we
consider to be unacceptable from our perspective in terms of an attack on our
democracy and our institutions, and telegraph very clearly-actually, as the last
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administration did during the campaign-that this is unacceptable and there will
be consequences. And that dialogue needs to be-right now it's very thin, as you
alluded to at the very start, and it needs to be expanded.
BIDEN: We should be very clear about it, but just not compare buttons in public,
you know. (Laughter.) This is about-I'm serious. This is about communicating
specifically, specific actions we're willing to take relative to their interests if, in
fact, they continue to behave the way they have. That's not something you're going
to-the president should walk out and call a press conference and say what's going
to happen. It should be made very clear to Russia and Russian authorities what it
means.
HAASS: In private, thoughBIDEN: And I think it should be initially in private. And then, in fact, if it
continues to occur, then pull the trigger. I mean, look-look at what the
Republican-controlled Congress did. They overwhelmingly supported giving the
president this very broad authority to censure and to take action against Russia for
their behavior. We haven't said a thing.
And, I mean, look, we haven't even put-can you imagine if any-I'm not being
facetious-if any of you were heading up the State Department or the CIA or
president or vice president-you had a major position in this administration-can
you imagine not having called together all the major agencies that have something
to do with our interests vis-a-vis Russia and begin to put together a game plan?
To the best of my knowledge-I may be mistaken. The staff I have at Penn includes
my national-security adviser and the president's, Colin Kahl and Tony Blinken and
Bill and a number of very serious folks who played major roles, and had Hillary
won would be playing major roles in this administration.
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And the-when I'm told-I keep asking, well, you must have picked up-they must
be having some conversations. There must be a discussion going on as to how you
could better coordinate law enforcement and intelligence efforts to deal with some
of these things. There must be some discussion. To the best of my knowledge,
unless you all know-and you may very well; you're extremely well connected-I
don't know of any systemwide analysis being-going on within this administration.
So what the hell are we doing? It's like, well, yeah, they're doing something out
there, but let's keep moving. I don't-I really don't get it.
HAASS: Picking up on that, and looking with hindsight, should the Obama
administration have done more? Once it was learned that the Russians were put to
no good and interfering in our politics, either before the election or during the
transition, should the Obama-if the Obama administration had a mulligan, should
it have done more?
BIDEN: Well, the answer to that question is I'm not sure. I think we made the right
decision. Let me explain what I mean. This was a moving target. What we were
originally told at, I guess, around August, September, we knew they were up to,
engaging in trying to delegitimize their electoral process. But the hard data we had
was not very detailed, and it did not-and then we-we had-the next point, we
went to the-it's the only engagement with the House and Senate that I wasn't
asked to lead, and because-anyway. I always was being sent to the Hill to try to
settle things. But the gang of 12 were called together. And we laid out to them, and
the intelligence community laid out to them exactly what we saw was happening.
We didn't know the extent of it then either.
And we asked, so that we wouldn't be in position-the president and I would sit
there, literally, after the PDB, and everybody's walk out of the room, and say:
What the hell are we going to do? Now, Mr. President, you go out and you
unilaterally say this is what's happening, you're going to be accused of-in this
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environment-of trying to tip the election. And unless you can give harder data
than we have now, you're going to be in a terrible position and it's going to play
into the de legitimizing of our electoral process, which was initially what the
intelligence community-correct me if I'm wrong here-the intelligence
community thought was what this was all about.
And then as we got further-and so we went up. And Mitch McConnell-who I get
on with well and who's a smart guy-Mitch McConnell wanted no part of having a
bipartisan commitment that we would say essentially Russia's doing this,
stop-bipartisan, so it couldn't be used as a weapon against the democratic
nominee of a president trying to use the intelligence community, which-now, at
the time, people would say no. When we were internally having these discussions
say, no one would do that. Well, look what the hell they've done. (Laughter.) The
constant attack is on the intelligence community as a political organization run by,
you know, Barack Obama for-to take on his political enemies.
Now, you know, as a friend of mine in Scranton would say, who would have thunk
it? But it was done. And so there was this constant tightrope that was being walked
here as to what would we do. So the second big play was we went and said, OK,
look, here's all the data. And Brennan and company came up and said: Here's what
we know. Why don't we put out a bipartisan warning to Russia-hands off, man, or
there's going to be a problem? Democrat, Republican. Well, they would have no
party-they would have no part of it. That, to me, hanging around that body up
there for longer than any of you were around doing it, meant to me that this-the
die had been cast here. This was all about the political play.
And so the moment the president at that time would come out and say: By the
way, the Russians are doing this and hacking the DNC and so on, would have been
turned into the president's trying to make this play. Then we learned more. And
we learned more immediately after the election was over. But we did have a
conclusion-I'll stop-there was a consensus in the intelligence community that
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when the president gave a face-to-face warning to Putin overseas at a conference,
that we saw no evidence-which really worried me in particular, but I think
everybody-of actually going into the voting roles, going into the voting itself,
impacting on using cyber to go into and strip the roles of Democrats or
Republicans. We had no evidence of that.
And it seemed when that demarche was made that there was no more-it didn't
move any further. But I'm sure I'm leaving stuff out. So the bottom line was it was
tricky as hell. It's easy now to say, well, maybe we should have said more. But I'll
ask you a rhetorical question: Could you imagine if the president of the United
States called a press conference in October with this fellow, and Bannon and
company, and said: Tell you what. The Russians are trying to interfere in our
elections and we have to do something about it. What do you think would have
happened? I imagine-I mean, 1-1 have a view, but I genuinely mean it. Ask
yourselves, what do you think would have happened? Would things have gotten
better, or would it further look like we were attempting to delegitimize the
electoral process because of our opponent?
That was the constant battle. Had we known what we knew three weeks later, we
may have done something more, but weCARPENTER: I would just say one other thing in addition to that, which is that,
especially in the fall of '16, the focus in the administration was really on the
cyberattack. We knew that they had-were-had intruded into

21

states' election

infrastructure, and we were very focused, precisely as the vice president said, on
not allowing the Russians to be able to go in and physically change votes or flip
people's, for example, addresses to suppress voter registration. That was the
preoccupation.
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months we've learned so much in

terms of the propaganda campaign, the disinformation, the stuff on Twitter and
Facebook. You know, I think we both feel that, you know, that warrants an
additional response and that CAATSA-the Countering America's Adversaries
Act-provides the right authorities now to be able to amp up the costs even
further.
HAASS: That's really, I think, helpful in getting that on the record.
OK, I will show uncharacteristic restraint and-time for our members to ask
questions. Wait for the microphone, introduce yourself, please keep it short. And I
know you are all dying to hear about the latest challenges facing AmtrakBIDEN: You're going-(laughter)HAASS: But our goal here is-to the best we can is to keep the focus on the issue
du jour and the article on Russia and U.S.-Russia relations.
Margaret Warner, I see you with the microphone.
Q: Thank you.

Hello, Mr. Vice President.
BIDEN: Hey, Margaret, good to see you.
Q: How are you?

My question is should we actually be going on offense in the information war, in
the cyber war in terms of delegitimizing-not just exposing the corruption, but
really playing offense the way they are playing offense.

https://www.cfr.org/event/foreign-affairs-issue-launch-former-vice-president-joe-biden

AB

39-405

1/15/2020

01/18/2020

312
A Conversation with Former Vice President Joe Biden and Michael Carpenter

Page 20 of32

BID EN: The answer is yes, but not necessarily in the cyberspace where we go in,
and most of what happens in the cyber space is altering information or preventing
information from being able to come forward. I think we should be on the
offensive in making it clear exactly what we know Russia and/or Putin, in
particular, is doing, and I think we should be working much more closely with our
European and allies around the world and exposing and getting them to stand up
and acknowledge with us that this is what's happening here-that message gets
through.
I mean, to go back, when I got here, the last vestige of that Cold War was Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty and all-it was an attempt to broadcast truth into
Russia. And I think somehow we have to have, as a-as the democracies of the
world have to be better coordinated in-at every level and every place doing just
that: broadcasting to the Russian people what is happening and making clear this is
all designed to protect vast amounts of wealth and vast amounts of corruption.
HAASS: I saw a hand this way-I'm all the way in the back.
Just to remind everybody, by the way, this meeting continues to be on the record,
so you've just been read your Miranda rights.
Yes, ma'am. (Laughter.)
Next to last row I saw-either way. You two can slug it out.
Q: Hi, thank you.
Rachel Oswald, Congressional Quarterly.
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Vice President Biden, there-to be a little bit more specific, there is bipartisan
legislation in the Senate right now from Senators Rubio and Van Hollen that
would put in place sanctions that would snap in place on Russia if in the future any
determination is made that foreign election interference has happened, and you
may be familiar with the legislation.
BIDEN: I am.
Q: These are sweeping sanctions, including on the financial sector. Do you think

this is an appropriate step and that the potential unintended consequences have
been adequately thought through?
BIDEN: I think it is an appropriate step. I'm sure there are consequences that could
flow that are ones we did not anticipate, but I cannot-I do not believe the
failure-doing that equals the failure to take these steps in terms of our interests.
And so I would-were I in the Senate, I'd be supporting that legislation.
HAASS: OK, Barbara Slavin, right here on the front row. I'll try to get as many as I
can.
Q: Thanks.

BIDEN: I'll try to be as short as I can.
Q: Thanks, Richard.

Vice President Biden-is this on? Yeah. Pleasure to see you.
BIDEN: Good to see you again.
Q: I would argue that Russia's attitude toward the United States changed not

because of NATO expansion, but because of the Iraq invasion. And I wonder if you
agree.

https://www.cfr.org/event/foreign-affairs-issue-launch-former-vice-president-joe-biden

AB

39-405

1/15/2020

01/18/2020

314
A Conversation with Former Vice President Joe Biden and Michael Carpenter

Page 22 of32

And the Middle East is the one area where Russia seems to be doing quite well. It
has excellent relations with all the parties in the region, unlike the United States.
So I'd like your advice on how we deal with Russia in the Middle East, particularly
Syria.
HAASS: But on the historical part, let me just tack onto that because you had the
2003 Iraq war under the previous administration, under 43, but under your
administration you also had Libya, which from Russia was bitterly resented as what
they quite honestly thought was something of a bait-and-switch as the war reins.
They thought they were signing onto something more limited, a humanitarian
intervention, and obviously it grew beyond that. So looking back there, those two
cases, Iraq and Libya, and then if you want to get into the question of how do we
deal with Russia in the Middle East now.
BID EN: Well, I'll try to be brief. That's an essay question, two of them.
HAASS: Yeah, sorry.
BIDEN: No, no, it's totally legitimate. There will be a lot written about Libya and
why some-one of us thought it was a tragic mistake, a policy we undertook. No,
I'm serious. It's not public, but it was-I think it-I think-I don't think that's the
total cause, but it added to the perception on the part of Moscow as to what our
intentions were. Number one.
Number two, I do think that our-I do think Russia concluded two things: one,
that there was a danger in them not engaging and an opportunity if they did, but
very limited. If you take a look, I predict to you you're going to see Moscow
reducing its presence in the region, not expanding its presence. They have found
themselves-they have-they have got a tiger by the tail, and if they want to own
that issue then have it. They're going to be in enormous difficulty in a very short
amount of time.
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Initially, their notion was to get back some physical control of the Eastern
Mediterranean with the ports and airports, et cetera. That made sense from their
perspective. What doesn't make sense from their perspective is somehow, how do
they rebuild a country that is so fundamentally fractured? How do-how does that
happen? Where do they get the help to do that? I think-I think they've got-I
think they've got a real problem.
But we have a problem as well, because I don't think we're paying-the one thing
that I look at, and we talk about this a lot, my team at Penn, is that the one place
the administration essentially maintained the policy we had begun with the same
people that we had doing it was the anti-ISIS campaign. And that has been
successful. But there is not the day-to-day handholding and badgering that is
required on a daily basis. I mean, I literally-not a joke-I would spend-there
wasn't a week that went by I wasn't on the phone with Barzani or Abadi or any-I
mean, literally, both cajoling, threatening, negotiating among them and between
them, et cetera. And it is really, really, really, really a difficult circumstance to
think about being able to establish a stable Iraq in the absence of al-Qaida, the
absence of ISIS.
It's still incredibly-we're talking about multibillion-dollar investments that are
going to be needed to rebuild these cities, et cetera. And one of the things that
we're not doing much about, we're not-we've lost, and there's some real experts
in this room, we've lost the notion among our European friends that we know what
we're doing, that we have a plan. No, I'm not-that sounds like I'm just
deliberately trying to be critical. I'm not. But there was-we were building an
overarching consensus-whether they would have ponied up is a different
question-that unless you want ISIS 3, you better damn well move and figure out
how you in fact stabilize in Syria, Raqqa and you stabilize Mosul. I mean, there's
ways you've got-and it requires significant investment.
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And I think we took the lid off with our Saudi friends when we basically said, OK,
anything you want, man, we're with you, and our Israeli friends. And so there's not
much of a coherent plan right now. But the idea that this is of some great benefit
to-I think the biggest beneficiary short term is not Russia, but Iran. And that's
another story. But I-I wish I could say it more succinctly.
But you want anything of that?
CARPENTER: I think that's-I agree completely.
HAASS: Sir-in the middle here.
Q: Hi. Thank you. Scott Moore from the World Bank.

HAASS: Kill the microphone closer. We're not picking it up very well.
Q: Sorry. Scott Moore from the World Bank.

You mentioned that you believe that Russia's interests kind of eventually lie more
in terms of engagement with the West. But I'd just be curious in your
relationship-or, I'm sorry, your assessment of the relationship between Russia and
China and the direction that that might head.
BIDEN: I don't think it goes anywhere good for Russia or for China. I've spent a lot
of time-apparently, I was told by the folks at State-I've spent more time in
private meetings with Xi Jinping than any world leader. I have 25 hours of private
dinners with him, just he and I, and one interpreter. And I don't think Xi Jinping,
in my view, looks to Russia as anything other than an occasional foil. The idea that
there's some modus vivendi that fundamentally benefits, other than access to the
West, China, I don't see where that-I don't see where that goes.
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So I'm not worried. It kind of reminds me of when I got here as a kid. I was 29
years old, running for the Senate, and at the time there was this great thing of
this-you know, this connection from-running from Moscow to Beijing that was
going to overtake the world. And looking back on it, I remember saying I don't get
that. It's one of the most guarded borders in the world. It's not-I don't see-I
don't understand where the mutual interest lies. I don't see it here either.
Now, I do see there's places where each will use the other for their benefit relative
to us. And I can see that happening. But the idea of there being a long-term
partnership, alliance, between Moscow and Beijing in the near term, I don't-I
don't think it's in the stars at all.
HAASS: Al.
Q: Allan Gerson, AG International Law.

Mr. Vice President, I wonder if you might expand on the earlier question about
Syria. Russia is certainly touting this as a great foreign-policy success. And the
inverse of that is that it's a great foreign-policy failure for the United States. But
looking forward, especially with the delicate balance between all the players, and
especially Iran in the region, is there a way forward for U.S.-Russian cooperation?
And how does that play vis-a-vis Iran? Can Russia be looked at as an agent that can
curb their ambitions, or is it the reverse?
BIDEN: Look, I-let me organize my thoughts here. I do think that the idea-I
used to always-as Mike Froman would be in these meetings sometimes-I'd say to
the president, I'd say, you know, when our kids are writing their doctoral thesis
and they're asked the question, what'd they do about the Arab Spring, the kid who
starts off saying what made them think they could do anything about the Arab
Spring will win the book and the course. And I'm being a little facetious, but not
very.

https://www.cfr.org/event/foreign-affairs-issue-launch-former-vice-president-joe-biden

AB

39-405

1/15/2020

01/18/2020

318
A Conversation with Former Vice President Joe Biden and Michael Carpenter

Page 26 of32

And what you have in Syria is a classic example of the biggest conundrum that we
have to deal with. Now, the nonstarter is, for Russia, the idea that Assad stays in
power and continues to control means there's a guarantee that there will never be
peace or security in that country, because so many-so many, you know, bottles
have been broken here, man. I mean, there's no way he can put that together.
And there seems to be no willingness on the part of the Russians at this moment to
work out-and we've tried 15 different ways-a modus vivendi to figure out how
we have a transition of power and so on.
So I think-but there are ways in which we could, in fact, work with Russia to
essentially take parts of the country-that's going to be a divided country a long
time. You think you had a problem-we have a problem in Iraq. There is no
uniting principle in Syria, in my view. There is none. And so I could see where you
could work out a place where there was essentially safe harbor for certain parts of
that country, and you could drastically reduce the number of people being
displaced and killed. We tried that as well, and they didn't play fair there.
Now, with regard to whether or not they're going to be able-they can influence
Iran or Iran influences them, I think that Iran, if you notice, got a little upset
recently with some of the actions that Russia was taking in Syria. Made it pretty
clear they were. And Russia sort of went, OK, well, I'm not so sure where we're
going to be. I just don't know enough now-I'll conclude it this way. People ask
me: What was the hardest part of leaving the vice presidency? There were two
things. Losing Air Force Two. (Laughter.) And not getting up every morning and
having a detailed national security brief on what was happening around the world.
It was-it was-and so I am behind the curve in what may or may not be some of

the opportunities that exist internally.
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But in light of what Turkey just did in their northwestern province and what
they're attempting to do, light of the distance that is being even further-distance
being created between the United States and Turkey relative to the Kurds and
people of the YPG we've supported-I don't have enough granular data to be able
to give you a better answer than I have now, which is I don't think Russia can in
fact dictate to Iran what happens in Syria. And I don't think Russia has the
capacity-the capacity to do the things almost everyone would agree, even if it
is-the continued leadership stays in place, to make the kind of multibillion-dollar
investment needed to stabilize that country.
HAASS: So I can't help you with the airplane, but CFR.org. (Laughter.)
BIDEN: No, I get it.
HAASS: Go toBID EN: But I don't want to acknowledge you guys are spying on the intelligence
agencies. (Laughter.)
HAASS: Before I call-I just want to put one other issue on the floor before I get
another question or two, which is Ukraine. This administration, unlike the
administration you worked in, decided to provide limited defense articles to
Ukraine. Do you think that was a wise decision? And more broadly, do you see any
scope for any sort of a deal on eastern Ukraine?
BIDEN: The answer is yes, I think it was a wise decision. But then again, I was
pushing that for two years before we left, so. And the reason is I think the more
you up the ante, the cost to Russia for their aggression-I mean, as you all know,
and you know this better than anybody, you know, the one big lie going on about
Ukraine back in-and the rest of Russia is that no Russian soldiers are engaged.
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They're not dying. No body bags are coming home, et cetera. Because there's
overwhelming opposition on the part of the body politic in Russia for engagement
in Ukraine in a military sense.
Do I think they're-I think the Donbas has potential to be able to be solved, but it
takes two things. One of those things is missing now. And that is I'm desperately
concerned about the backsliding on the part of Kiev in terms of corruption. They
made-I mean, I'll give you one concrete example. I was-not I, but it just
happened to be that was the assignment I got. I got all the good ones. And so I got
Ukraine. And I remember going over, convincing our team, our leaders
to-convincing that we should be providing for loan guarantees. And I went over, I
guess, the 12'1\ 13 th time to Kiev. And I was supposed to announce that there was
another billion-dollar loan guarantee. And I had gotten a commitment from
Poroshenko and from Yatsenyuk that they would take action against the state
prosecutor. And they didn't.
So they said they had-they were walking out to a press conference. I said, nah,
I'm not going to-or, we're not going to give you the billion dollars. They said, you
have no authority. You're not the president. The president said-I said, call him.
(Laughter.) I said, I'm telling you, you're not getting the billion dollars. I said,
you're not getting the billion. I'm going to be leaving here in, I think it was about
six hours. I looked at them and said: I'm leaving in six hours. If the prosecutor is
not fired, you're not getting the money. Well, son of a bitch. (Laughter.) He got
fired. And they put in place someone who was solid at the time.
Well, there's still-so they made some genuine substantial changes institutionally
and with people. But one of the three institutions, there's now some backsliding.
HAASS: The courts.
BIDEN: They're-and the-yes. And they had made that commitment that they
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wouldn't do that.
And so, when we left, the first thing I spent a lot of time-as did Mike because this
was his territory as well, and people like Charlie Kupchan and Victoria, and
anyway there were a lot of good people we had working on this-we spent a lot of
time with Vice President Pence because I was worried that they would make a
mistake as a-it would be a sin of omission rather than commission, failing to do
certain things or say certain things. And that was at a time when there was an
alleged or there was a grave concern among the foreign policy elite that maybe a
deal was made to lift sanctions. Whether that was true or not, but that was the
atmosphere right after the election.
And so what happened was they did some good things. And they've now-what's
his name, the guy they have over thereHAASS: Kurt Volker.
BID EN: -Kurt Volker, solid, solid guy-but Kurt, to the best of my knowledge,
does not have the authority or the ability to go in and say you don't straighten this
up you're out of here. Because look, it all gets down to a simple proposition. We
spent so much time-as you know, because I came, Mike, to you for advice-we
spent so much time on the phone making sure that everyone from, at the time,
Hollande to Renzi wouldn't walk away. They wanted no part of these sanctions on
Russia. It had an impact on them. It was basically you've got to do this. And thank
God Merkel was strong enough at the time to reluctantly-she didn't like it
either-to stand with us, but always worked in Kyiv. I said, look, it's a simple
proposition. If, in fact, you do not continue to show progress in terms of
corruption, we are not going to be able to hold the rest of Europe on these
sanctions, and Russia is not going to roll across the inner line here and take over
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the rest of the country with their tanks. What they're going to do is they're going
to take your economy down, you're going to be absolutely buried, and you're going
to be done. And that's when it all goes to hell.
But to the best of my knowledge, even-and I have-it's a very difficult spot to be
in now when foreign leaders call me, and they do, because I never, ever, ever
would say anything negative to a foreign leader, and I mean it sincerely, about a
sitting president, no matter how fundamentally I disagree with him. And it is not
my role-not my role-to make foreign policy. But the questions across the board
range from, what the hell is going on, Joe, to, what advice do you have for me? And
my advice always is-I give them names of individuals in the administration who I
think to be knowledgeable and committed. And I say you should talk to so-and-so.
You should-and what I do at every one of those times, I first call the vice
president and tell him I received the call. Tell him-ask him whether he has any
objection to my returning the call, and then what is the administration's position,
if any, they want me to communicate to that country. But the point is there is no
pressure that I'm aware of-correct me if I'm wrong-no pressure I'm aware of on
the present leadership in Ukraine to hold them together to be able to continue
what looked like was a real possibility of turning Minsk into something that was
doable by being much tougher than Germany wanted us to be. But we were
moving in that direction. But now it looks like the pressure's off. And this requires
this day to day to day.
CARPENTER: Can I jump in? This may be my only chance. (Laughter.) But just
onHAASS: Actually, you're going to get something you didn't expect. You're going to
get the last word.
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CARPENTER: OK. Well, just on-so on the Donbas-and I completely agree with
everything the vice president said because I think that's actually the major issue
right now, is helping Ukraine succeed. And if they don't succeed internally in terms
of fighting corruption and establishing rule of law, then it's a lost cause.
But on Donbas, I truly believe Putin's play here is to turn the-he would be happy
with a negotiated resolution to the Donbas, but as long as the Donbas is turned
into something akin to Republika Srpska in Bosnia. If he doesn't get that, we're
going to see the low boil, we're going to see the fighting continue, and we're going
to see, more importantly, dirty money flowing into Kyiv to affect their politics. And
they've got elections coming up in

2019.

HAASS: Yeah, I was just, as you know, in Russia. And one of the things that
constantly came up was a refrain very much along those lines, that in order for
Russia to leave the one thing Putin could never countenance would be on Russian
TV reprisals against ethnic Russians on the Ukrainian side. That would politically
put him in an extremely difficult situation. This is not to defend Russian policy, but
to explain it.
MichaelBIDEN: By the way, I think there's a way that we could have insisted that that not
happen, with serious sanctions on our part against Ukraine if that occurred. I think
that's-I don't think that's real.
HAASS: I want to thank-do youBIDEN: Take the last word, will you? (Laughter.)
CARPENTER: That was the last word. I'm done. I'm done.
BIDEN: I'm not going to live this down. (Laughs.)

https ://www.cfr.org/event/foreign-affairs-issue-launch-form er-vi ce-presi dent-j oe-bi den

AB

39-405

1/15/2020

01/18/2020

324
A Conversation with Former Vice President Joe Eiden and Michael Carpenter

Page 32 of32

HAASS: Well, I want to thank you, Michael Carpenter.
I want to thank the vice president for three things. I want to thank him for doing
this article in Foreign Affairs. I want to thank him for being with us today. And I
want to thank him for, what, four-and-a-half decades of extraordinary service to
this country of ours. (Applause.)
(END)
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Graham: Rudy Should Scrub Evidence for Russian Propaganda
thedailybeast.com/gop-senators-are-avoiding-rudy-giuliani-ahead-of-impeachment-trial

Dec. 29, 2019 6:36PM ET

In the weeks leading up to their impeachment trial, senators on Capitol Hill are actively avoiding
meeting with President Donald Trump's personal attorney Rudy Giuliani-partly because they fear he
might try to pass off Russian conspiracy theories as fact, according to interviews with more than half
a dozen Republican and Democratic lawmakers and aides.
On his trip to Kyiv last month, Giuliani met with former general prosecutors and parliamentarians
known for peddling Russian conspiracy theories, including supposed plots that involve Ukrainian
intervention in the 2016 U.S. presidential election and 2020 presidential candidate Joe Biden and his
son Hunter. When he arrived back in Washington, Giuliani updated Trump, according to two
individuals with knowledge of their conversation, and said publicly the president asked him to brief
Republican senators about the information he gathered.
"He wants me to do it," Giuliani told The Washington Post in an interview earlier this month. "I'm
working on pulling it together and hope to have it done by the end of the week."
Since then, though, various lawmakers, as well as administration officials and national security brass,
have privately expressed concerns about Giuliani's latest Ukraine jaunt, given that the Trump
lawyer's efforts are what helped create this Ukraine scandal and get the president impeached in the
first place. Both Democrat and Republican senators have steered clear of the president's personal
attorney over concern that the information he is trying to disseminate originated from figures in
Ukraine known for spinning the truth or spreading outright lies.
"He has not shared any of that information with me," said Sen. Lindsey Graham (R-SC) about the
information Giuliani obtained overseas. "My advice to Giuliani would be to share what he got from
Ukraine with the IC [intelligence community] to make sure it's not Russia propaganda. I'm very
suspicious of what the Russians are up to all over the world."
Graham earlier this month called on Giuliani to testify in front of the Senate Judiciary Committee on
allegations that Biden helped his son get a lucrative job at Burisma, a Ukrainian gas company.
While in Kyiv, Giuliani met with Andriy Derkach, a self-described political independent who attended
the Dzerzhinsky Higher School of the KGB in Moscow and was for a time a member of the proRussia party-the Party of Regions-in the Ukrainian parliament. He also met with Oleksandr
Dubinsky, a member of the parliament known for his close ties to controversial Ukrainian oligarch lhor
Kolomoisky. He and Derkach consistently disseminate conspiracy theories on Facebook and
elsewhere. The Daily Beast recently obtained a dossier that in part contained the debunked claim
that Ukraine intervened in the 2016 presidential election, a claim which had been disseminated by
Derkach to Americans, including senior officials, close to President Trump.
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That claim and others were aired on One America News shortly after Giuliani's visit in a
documentary-style show. OAN traveled with Giuliani to Ukraine for his meetings with Derkach and
Dubinsky and are currently working on a fourth segment to air sometime in the coming weeks.
As senators prep for the impeachment trial they are distancing themselves, now publicly, from
Giuliani in an attempt to steer clear of his less-than-reliable associates in Kyiv.
"Rudy Giuliani long ago lost any shred of credibility, especially after the dossier he assembled for the
State Department stunningly mirrored Russian propaganda," Sen. Bob Menendez (D-NJ) told The
Daily Beast. "Knowing that, anyone that attempts to defend President Trump's behavior by citing
Rudy's information over our own intelligence agencies is simply irresponsible, uninformed or willing to
be that useful idiot the Kremlin desires."
Giuliani has not briefed any Republican Senate leaders, including Senator Mitch McConnell (R-KY),
according to two individuals with knowledge of the Senate leaders' schedules.
"I wouldn't trust Rudy to represent me in a parking dispute so I'd say avoid," a senior GOP Senate
aide said tersely when asked if it was a good idea for Republican senators to meet with Giuliani to
get a Ukraine briefing. Another top aide in a different Republican office said their senator had
informed staff that they had "no interest at all" in meeting with Giuliani on this, fearing it would amount
to a "waste of time," if not something worse.
And it's not just Capitol Hill that's worried about associating with Giuliani.
"I do not want my name showing up in a [news] story about what Rudy and the president discuss,"
said one senior White House official. "I don't want my text messages with [Giuliani] being all over
cable news," this official continued, referencing the incident when Trump's personal lawyer went on
Fox News and unveiled texts sent between him and Kurt Volker, the former U.S. special envoy to
Ukraine. As The Daily Beast reported in early December, senior officials in the State Department and
within the national security apparatus began worrying that Giuliani's ongoing crusade (which has
been explicitly blessed and personally encouraged by President Trump) could hurt American foreign
policy, and it even got to the point where these officials frantically devoted resources to tracking his
foreign movements and figuring out who he was meeting with in Europe.
When asked about Sen. Graham's recommendation to approach the intelligence community with his
materials, and if he agreed that he should do so as due diligence, Giuliani would only reply to The
Daily Beast, "It's not Russian propaganda."
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quiet, to keep the American
people from hearing the
truth." But Rosenstein denied
under oath that he
threatened committee staff.
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Rosenstein stepped down
from the DOJ and returned
to private life. Nunes lost his
post as chairman when
Democrats flipped the House.
Mueller, after marathon
Congressional testimony,
returned to civilian life. And
now Patel has moved from
countering the Deep State to
counterterrorism.
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Blackwater Mercenary

'Countsrpunch'
After Slaying of
So/simani

ASAW!N SUEBSAENG, SPENCER ACKERMAN

'Spinning Out': The First Trashy Netflix
Binge of 2020
KEVIN FALLON

Manaforl Said Hannily Was His Trump
Backchannel: Docs
MAXWELL TAN!

How Harry and Meghan-and Archie-Can
Make it Work in 2020
TOM SYKES

The consequences may not come quickly or
directly. But they could be enormous.
Christopher Dickey, Adam Rawnsley, Erin Banco
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as word spread in Baghdad
on Thursday night that the
.lraniilll.g~Q~
Soleimani had been killed in
an American airstrike. Bnt
there is little question, the
official added, that U.S.
relations with Baghdad are in
"real jeopardy."
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they could be enormous. At
their most dire, this strike
may be the beginning of a
much wider war in the
Middle East-perhaps even
the all-out war ,vith Iran that
Trump has said he wants to
avoid.
In a tweet early Friday,
Trump sounded a bellicose
note: "Iran never won a war,
but never lost a negotiation!"
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Giuliani says he wanted to get rid of Marie Yovanovitch because
she was enabling Ukraine corruption
December 17, 2019

•

Rudy Giuliani said he spearheaded the effort to remove Marie Yovanovitch because he

claims she was enabling corruption in Ukraine
• '[S]he was denying visas to Ukrainians who wanted to come to US and explain Dem
corruption in Ukraine,' Giuliani charged in a Tuesday morning tweet
• He told The New Yorker: 'I believed that I needed Yovanovitch out of the way. She was
going to make the investigations difficult for everybody'
• Later on Monday he discussed his involvement in the removal of Yovanovitch as U.S.
ambassador to the Ukraine during an interview with Fox News
• 'I didn't need her out of the way. I forced her out because she's corrupt,' he clarified to Fox
News
• Giuliani claimed to have 'documentary evidence' that Yovanovitch committed perjury while
testifying during House impeachment proceedings
Rudy Giuliani detailed Tuesday that he felt it was necessary for ousted Ambassador to Ukraine Marie
Yovanovitch to be prematurely removed from her post because she was enabling Ukrainian
corruption.
'Yovanovitch needed to be removed for many reasons most critical she was denying visas to
Ukrainians who wanted to come to US and explain Dem corruption in Ukraine,' the president's
personal attorney posted to Twitter Tuesday morning.
'She was OBSTRUCTING JUSTICE and that's not the only thing she was doing. She al minimum
enabled Ukrainian collusion,' he continued.
The tweet came after Giuliani doubled down during a Fox News interview on The Ingraham Angle
Monday night in confirming that he spearheaded efforts to force Yovanovitch out.
The admission confirms Democrats' allegations that the former Republican mayor of New York City
engaged in shadow diplomacy in Ukraine.
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Yovanovitch needed to be removed for many reasons
most critical she was denying visas to Ukrainians who
wanted to come to US and explain Dem corruption in
Ukraine. She was OBSTRUCTING JUSTICE and that's not
the only thing she was doing. She at minimum enabled
Ukrainian collusion.
7:07 AM • Dec 17, 2019 • Twitter for iPad
Rudy Giuliani tweeted Tuesday morning that he urged for the removal of former Ambassador to
Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch because he sad she was enabling Democrat corruption in the country by
preventing Ukrainians from reporting it to the U.S.

Giuliani (pictured) doubled down on his admission that he led efforts to remove Yovanovitch during a
Fox News interview on Monday night
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He revealed earlier in the day that he was instrumental in ousting Yovanovitch because he saw her
as an obstacle to the president digging up dirt on Democratic 2020 frontrunner Joe Biden's son's
dealings in the eastern European country
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Asked why he needed Yovanovitch out during the interview with Fox News' Laura Ingraham on
Monday night, Giuliani said: 'I forced her out because she's corrupt'

'I believed that I needed Yovanovitch out of the way,' Giuliani told The New Yorker in an interview
published earlier on Monday.
'She was going to make the investigations difficult for everybody,' he continued.
Asked to explain what he meant with those comments during an interview with Fox News' Laura
Ingraham later on Monday, Giuliani altered his reasoning.
'I didn't need her out of the way. I forced her out because she's corrupt,' he claimed
During her testimony before the House Intelligence Committee last month, Yovanovtich described
being the target of a months-long smear campaign.
She insisted that Giuliani and other Trump allies accused her of bad-mouthing the president and
protecting Biden and other Democratic interests.
Yovanovitch asserted that her termination in May of this year was based on 'unfounded and false
claims by people with questionable motives'.
Giuliani also claimed Tuesday morning that he has acquired documents that proved Yovanovitch lied
under oath.
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The alleged document acquisition comes after his visit to Ukraine and Hungary where he met with
current and former Ukrainian officials as part of a documentary series he's producing for conservative
outlet One America News Network.
'Recently acquired documentary evidence shows she perjured herself before Schiffless Committee,'
the attorney tweeted.
'Also her embassy stopped a Ukrainian audit of over $5 billion in aid funding put in question in 2017
by Ukrainian auditors. Enough for now more to come, plenty more,' he continued.

Giuliani also claimed in recent interviews that he has 'documentary evidence' that Yovanovitch
committed perjury while testifying during House impeachment proceedings (pictured)
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Recently acquired documentary evidence shows she
perjured herself before Schiffless Committee.
Also her embassy stopped a Ukrainian audit of over $5
billion in aid funding put in question in 2017 by
Ukrainian auditors.
Enough for now more to come, plenty more.
7:18AM, Dec 17, 2019 - rwitterforiPad
On Twitter Tuesday morning, Giuliani confirmed his claims that he he has documents that prove
Yovanovitch lied under oath during her testimony before the Intelligence Committee last month
This reaffirmed his comments during Monday's Fox News interview where he claimed to have
'documentary evidence' that Yovanovitch committed perjury.
'There is no question that she was acting corruptly in that position and had to be removed,' he said.
'She should have been fired if the State Department were not part of the 'deep state'.'
Giuliani said he had four witnesses who are willing to testify that Yovanovitch personally rejected their
visa applications to come to the United States and present evidence against Biden and the
Democratic Party.
In an interview with the New York Times on Monday, Giuliani revealed that he briefed Trump 'a
couple of times' on accounts of how Yovanovitch was, in his view, impeding investigations that could
benefit the president, including the Biden probe.
Giuliani said Trump responded by connecting him with Secretary of State Mike Pompeo, who soon
launched the effort to remove the ambassador.

RELATED ARTICLES
Trump spoke out in support of his personal lawyer after Giuliani confirmed his role in Yovanovitch's
removal, calling him 'a great crime fighter'.
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Giuliani briefed Trump last week on the findings of his recent trip to Ukraine - an effort he undertook
as Democrats took final committee action following an impeachment inquiry that featured numerous
national security officials who raised concerns about Giuliani's back-channel efforts.
Asked on Monday about what Giuliani had told him, Trump told reporters in the Oval Office: 'Not too
much. But he's a very great crime fighter He was probably the greatest crime fighter over the last 50
years. Very smart.
'He was the best mayor in the history of the city of New York. He's a great person who loves our
country, he and does this out of love, believe me, he does it out of love. He sees what goes on. He
sees what's happening.'

Trump spoke out in support of his personal lawyer after Giuliani confirmed his role in Yovanovitch's
removal, calling him 'a great crime fighter' during a press briefing Monday
Then Trump went after the Democratic-run impeachment effort in his only live comments of the day.
'He sees all of the hoax that happens when they talk about impeachment hoax or the Russian
collusion delusion. And he sees it. He's a great gentleman,' Trump said.
Trump also said Giuliani - whose public comments have sometimes raised difficulties in Trump's
defense - 'knows what he is doing.'
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Two of Giuliani's associates, Lev Parnas and Igor Fruman, have been indicted on campaign finance
charges.
The New Yorker piece describes how Giuliani compiled a dossier on Joe Biden and his son Hunter,
as well as Yovanovitch, whom he viewed as standing in the way of his efforts.
Trump praised Giuliani in his infamous July 25 phone call to the president of Ukraine, where he also
runs down Yovanovitch.

Giuliani briefed Trump last week on the findings of his recent trip to Ukraine - an effort he undertook
as Democrats took final committee action following an impeachment inquiry that featured numerous
national security officials who raised concerns about Giuliani's back-channel efforts. Giuliani is seen
meeting with Ukrainian lawmaker Adriii Derkach in Kyiv on December 5
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IMF warning sparks Ukraine pledge on conuption and reform
Lagarde threat to suspend $40bn aid package elicits swift response from Kiev

Christine Lagarde, !MF managing director

,t',

AFP

Neil Buckley in London, Roman Olearchyk in Kiev and Shawn Donnan in Washington

FEBRUARY 10 2016

IB,raine has pledged to do more to fight corruption and reform state companies after the
International Monetary Fund issued a blunt warning that it risked losing billions in financial
SUJJport as a result of stalling reforms.
Christine Lagarde, the IMF's managing director, said on Wednesday that Ukraine needed to make
a "substantial new effort" to invigorate reforms, warning that without such a push "it is hard to see
how [a S4obn IMF-led rescue of the economy] can continue and be successful".
The unusually blunt statement marked a huge turnround for the IMF, which along with the US has
been among the biggest backers of the government in Kiev.

It also prompted a rapid reaction in Ukraine with President Petro Poroshenko later speaking with
Ms Lagarde to express his "unwavering commitment to reforms, including improving governance
and fighting corruption".
In a statement Ms Lagarde said the two had "agreed on the principle of a road map of actions and
priority measures to ensure prompt progress under the programme".
The IMF's intervention follows last week's resignation of Lithuanian-born Aivaras Abromavicius,
the technocratic economy minister. He pointed the finger at associates of Mr Poroshenko and
https://www, ft.com/content/44c1 641 e-cff7-11 e5-831 d-09f7778e7377
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Arseny Yatseniuk, the prime minister, for trying to block reforms.
Mr Abromavicius's resignation and disclosures about what prompted it have sparked one of the
biggest crises in lfaraine since the pro-democracy revolution two years ago.
Establishing the rule of law, breaking the grip of vested interests, including billionaire oligarchs,
and curbing endemic corruption were demands of protesters.
Mr Yatseniuk may face a confidence motion in parliament next week.
Suspension of its four-year, S4obn IMF-led support programme would have been a big blow for
the government, which is grappling with a deep slump following the revolution, soaring inflation
and pressure on the currency, the hryvnia.
Vasyl Myroshnychenko, head of the Kiev-based Professional Government Initiative, a network of
western-educated Ukrainians that promotes more effective governance, said: "They are spending
so much time fighting among themselves that they are not fighting for lJkraine by speeding up
reforms.
"The IMF threat to cut off the lifeline is real and I hope it forces the establishment to stop this and
start doing something ... we cannot survive without the support of the IMF and the US."

The IMF threat to cut off the
lifeline is real and I hope it
forces the establishment to
stop this and start doing
something ... we cannot
survive without the support
of the IMF and the US
Vasyl Myroshnychenko

Referring to the IMF warning, Geoffrey Pyatt, the US
ambassador to Kiev, tweeted: "Further argument
here for completing reload of Ukraine ·s reformer-led
government and zero tolerance for corruption."
The IMF and other lenders have always made clear
that their support for Ukraine was conditional on
reforms.
While it has been extremely supportive of the
government and Natalie Jarcsko, finance minister, in
particular, the fund has grown frustrated with the
slow pace of anti-corruption efforts and reforms at
state-mvned enterprises (SOEs).

As part of its original 2014 IMF programme the government had agreed to crack down on

corruption and to improve the transparency and management of its SO Es, but too little has
happened since on that front. When laws have been passed or institutions created they have often
been toothless.

https://www.ft.com/content/44c1641 e-cff7-11 e5-831 d-09f7778e7377
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In a report released this week, the IMF painted a picture of what remains an intensely opaque
state-ovmed sector, where the number of operating SO Es remains a mystery and their financial
results are not available to parliament. Losses at SO Es amounted to 5 per cent of gross domestic
product in 2014, mostly from Naftogaz, the state energy company, according to the IMF.
Analysts said Ms Lagarde's threat appeared to signal that the fund was looking for a widescale
government shake-up to breathe life into the reform process.
"The message is that the international community demand[s] real and meaningful change as the
price of continuing to v,rite the cheques," said Tim Ash, a long-time Ukraine watcher at Nomura.
"Poroshenko will have to come up with something very meaningful in terms of cabinet changes and
perhaps even a change in the much-criticised public prosecutor's office to regain credibility," he
said.
The president has come under pressure at home and internationally for refusing to replace a longtime loyalist, Viktor Shakin, as chief prosecutor. Mr Shakin has been criticised for failing to bring
to justice any of the snipers who killed dozens of protesters in central Kiev in the final days of the
revolution, and for dragging his feet over investigating senior officials and businesspeople.
Taras Kuzio, a Ukrainian political analyst, tweeted that "the crnnch is coming for President
Poroshenko who has to choose between finally supporting anti-corruption efforts or losing IMF
money".
Mr Abromavicius told the FT that only a fully technocratic government, free from ties to parties
and vested interests could ensure the success ofreforms.
He proposed that Ms Jaresko should take over as premier. However, the US-born finance minister
is understood not to be keen on taking the role.

~~PY'.i5Jht The Financial Times Limited 2020. All rights reserved.
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INTERVIEW: SEAN HANNITY INTERVIEWS DONALD TRUMP
VIA TELEPHONE - JUNE 19, 2019

16 Positive

Donald Trump

Hi, Sean.

"I I' Neutral
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[!16 Positive

Donald Trump

There .-.,as tremendous energy in thl"lt room lest night. And there wes - end we:'ve hed e lot of energy in
v1rtuolly ew1ry rl"llly. But there was JU"t o spec1ol energy. I ennounced we are going forwl!lrd with the second
term es you know But the level - 1t was lii::e being et e world chempionsh1p college footbell gl"lme where the
score was tied going into the le-'t minute.

16 Positive

Donald Trump

It was the en.tire relly. It w11s l"ln incredible scene. And outside, there Wl!IS thouse~ds of people. And, I mean,
we were l"lskmg people not to show up, we were sey1ng, pleese d0n't come, le~ting the word-because we
ha~ ~21,000 people who I gues-' It ~01d~ 20,,000 or 25,000 people m~1de 1f you include the bo~ketboll court
which wes looded up with gr·eot, loving petriots.

a6 Positive
(https://ilunos.apple.con:;us/app/Lrurnp··vvhite-hous,>consoi,io3tc,d-nev1,/s-1-elc<:1se
feed/id'! 2'13 /02329)
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And it was just an electric evening, Sean.

1! !- Neutral

Sean Hannity

Donald Trump

They l'lre people tha~ love our oountry and they love seeing whet's heppening. And it Wl'IS in a woy e tt1ilgl'lte
perty for the country. Not fore teem-: although it's a tearn when you think l'lbout 1t. But it's a teilgete porty for
our country. And 1t Wl'IS Just - the feeling was - 1t wo~ like love. But 1t•~ love for whot we are all ebout. for the
things we stlrnd for.

a6 Positive
(https://i1.u11es.appie.cct11/us/app/tnJn1c vvhite-house cor 1so!1datej-nevvs-reles:::;s-
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It wa~ e beeutiful - it weis e beeiutiful evening. It wos - ond even the enemie~. and, you know, we hove I!! lot
of people the,t don't like us so much. You pos91biy heve heerd !'!bout thot. Seein, I'm not sure, but possibly

ad, Positive

Sean Hannity

Donald Trump

The people were even saying -

"! f" Neutral

https://factba .se/tra nscript/dona ld-trump-interv Jew-sea n-ha nn ity-fox-te le phone-june-1 9-2019
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Donald Trump

-- some say (~~~~~ti;i~k~e;es~=!~~~y~~jk~~~/i'11~~~he~phllc~a~. !7nd 1ik~uy~~o~~:~~!~~1~.riA~d \~diJn~f~
Tt)BY JUSt sat there and stood there !'Ind some bmught tent~. They were there for two days
get m, 1ncred1ble evening.

8'(1

Negative

Sean Hannity
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~,-,,,~}

4!it~

I
,!i\l

Right.

'! It Neutral

Sean Hannity

•• !',ega1ive

Donald Trump

Right.

{!~U~>3

,;<fpiCS;e.)

J:;.!'i'C

Sean Hannity
https://factba.se/transcriptrdona!d-trump-tnterview-sean-hannity-fox-telephone-june-19-2019
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Sean Hannity

Donald Trump

We!I, the med1e isn't telking about Russie so much. You know, the Mueller report concluded on Russil'I, there
wes ab::iolutely no collus1on. And, fr~nkly, they led to the conclusion by the greot ettorney generol thet there
we~ no ob~truct1on. It'?. the mo'-t ridiculous thmg I've ever heord. It'?. e hoax_ It wes o hoox, a witch hunt but o
hoex, the whole thing.

f

1

Negative

fe,odiicrt 2: 3/023:liJ\
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,,,~

I

.,_JJ·~l...

Grngg Jarrett ~id it very well when he nomed his book 'The Ru!lsion Hoox." And it's disgraceful thot they ore
ollowed, l".lnd they ore very upset now because 1t didn't turn out like they thought becousa we did. We hod 18
angry Democrots that hated Trump end mony of them contributed to Hillary's compo1gn. And tt ceme out
there was no collu!11on.

f

1

Negative

Donald Trump

fn°~)~~d :~~thi1n~

0

0

~1~~~~ c~l~i~~{~~t~h:~~h~~ s~;i~y~~og~~~t~~Fio~;
0

0

~~;t;g;: ~i~·

t~~r1~ ;
.'G~~l~now,
instead of being up almost 50 percent since election, 5 m1ilion Jobs plus, plus. Five million Jobs, that's
unthtnkobie.

1,

Negative

Donald Trump

If l would've sl!lid we were going to crel!lte 5 million jobs in two !!Ind hi!!lf yel!lrs. people would h!!!ve sl!lid how
ridiculous. It would heve been skewered by the press. Ail of the things thot h~ve been ~one thot we've done,
nobody hM se£1n 1t. We hove the be~t ond lowe~t unemployment rote for Afr1con-Amencon-', for A31an3, for
H1sponics.

a,

https://factba .se/!ra nscript/donald-trump-interv iew-sea n-ha nn ity-fox-te le phone-june-19-2019
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Nobody ha~ ever ~een number~ like this. W6 hove the best numbers oi:, living stMdards for AfricanArnencans. The best numbers we have ever had in h1sto1y So many thing::i are.-! meen, Just one thing after
another, If tt-ie other 31de would have won, we would have gone into a depres~1on and we were heeded thot
way

n6 Positive

Donald Trump

We wer~ headed that way. The rules and regulations-we've cut mo~e regull'ltions .than any president, and
unmel!lningful regulation. We want regulation, but it's got to be meaningful. It ~tym1ed our country, Sean. We
weren't able to do ai:,ything. Jobs numbers would've been a d1s~ster. Instead, we have more people working
todoy, olmoat 180 m1ll1on people then have ever worked in the history of our country.

a6 Positive

Donald Trump

Think of thot Thot's o oreot number. So, it's really been something. The other side, you would've had~ I really
you would hove had o crosh

«.qmatnurnill'r

a,

"-!
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Donald Trump

~-

~~
Right.

'I !' Neutral
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Donald Trump

-~
1

~'

11' Neutral
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Well, we are now number one in the wor!d !!Ind ener\;IY- \t used to be Saudi Arabia, then Rus!lia. lt'3 now we're number one and soon - as soon os I get the p:pelines 1~1 Texos approved which I'll do pretty qurckly, it
would have taken 10, 16 year-'. I'm going to have it done qu1ck.ly, We could mcrea-'e our production by 30 end
40 percent in terms of !ll!lle.

.S,llltliA,.,h,1

ad, Positive

.,,

Donald Trump

So, it's - you know. what we heve done in the ll'lst two end e half years hes been Qreet We've hl"ld a lot of
great people and they have worked hard. But the great people are the people of the country. They were being
!:ltrengled. If you look et whot we hove done, 1ust energy oli - energy all over, alt types of energy

ad, Positive

Donald Trump

LNG now is-we are the hottest in the world, there's nobody even close. So, it's been en honor. It's been
honor. We free~ it up. But you would've hod, I reolly believed you wouid have had a depression or very close
had the other side won.

ad, Positive
{htps://itunes.apple.corn/us/app/tn:n1c '/vhite-"house--conscii::hted-nevvs release
feed/i(rl 2J3702329)
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Donald Trump

Yes
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Right.
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Sean Hannity

•• Nngalive

Donald Trump
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I think it's e disgrace. It's turned out to be totelly discredited. Steele WM sued by somebody, I understl'lnd e
wealthy gentlemen m London. f he~r wh~t Wl'l3 revealed wes inoredibie, just e totel phony dee!. And yet, they
didn't look into eny of thot qne of 1he thm.g~ th.et emaze~ me beceu"e it's so ~1rnple, and, you know, 1t'~ when you get nght down to it, the whole thing 1s very simple whet heppened.

Blf Negative

Donald Trump
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The fact is they were spying on my cl!lmpeign, using l!lgencies to -- intelligence ~gencies to do it, going after
Poge l"lnd George Popl'ldopoulos and probl!lbly others. I'm trying to -we are trying to fmd out whether or not
they octually li"tened m on my cells, that will be the - thot would be the ultimate.

f

8

Negative

Donald Trump

We'li see whet happens. I think if it heppened, we'll probably find out. We heve a greet ettorney general who
was working very herd and we'li see ~ha_t happen". ! "tay uninvolved. I like to "toy unmv?lv9:d. But a lot of
things are gomg to C?me out. I r:r,et'ln, 1f they "p,ed on my campaign and they may h1we, ;twill be one of the
grel!lt revell!lt!On-' in history of thi~ country.

ail, Positive

Donald Trump

And I will teil you, it's going to, be very int_eresting, I think we're going to find out. Cl!ln you imagine if it were
the other '!'lay around l!lnd I sp,e~ on President Obarna's cl!lrnpa1gn? Could you 1rnf!lgIne whl!lt the
repercu-'sIon~ would be? Or I -'pied on Crookl!ld H1llory'~ cempl!lIgn. Con you ImogIne with the repercussions
would be?

ail, Positive
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Donald Trump

!h~yp~~sr~6hi ~tr~~-~~:gi~1ic

10 0
1
0
: : ~, t~ ~~
t~~~~· 1~~~~
woves, l m~t'in, they put the m.3uronce policy~ well, we hl"lve been 11:1mg through !he insurance policy, thot

~=~plen~r;~~o~~nott!::htt~ty~~/y;~t·~h!S~~zil~P~;;:

she wos going to win but Just m cose she didn't wm, we needed on insurance policy.

16 Positive

Donald Trump

-~Iii
~

f

~

il!t

Well, thot's to subvert government. Whot they did wos unbe!ievoble thl!'.lt they could doe thing like that And
they reported to McCobe who I think 1s o terrible, terrible guy. And, you know, th,e FB!, you hove some of the
fine~t people 1n the wor!d, end you k_now thot ond we "at oil the time. I bet you 1f we took a vote, I would be
so high in th~t poll. you wouldn't believe 11. They're great people, I know so meiny

16 Positive
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l.
But at the top, people were terrible, .they were lee:ker", they were lier". I mean, look at the leaking end look at
the lying. Corney admitted he leaked, Think of It, the top of the FBI, he_ leaked. And wh,:m Y?U look et whet
went on, Sean, 1t'3 d1agustinQ. But the whole concept of they wanted maurence policy JUOt in case she looeo- well, that's whet we've IJVed through

f

1

Negative

Donald Trump

We've lived thr?ugh the insurance_ policy, And yet, the House committee which I understand today wes in a
very clooe conf1dentml meeting with the wonderful Hope Hicks, ohe'e a wonderful peroon, ohe hos been
through hell. They put this young womr.in through hell. She hes h~d to pt'ly for iegol fees ond everything el~e.

,, Positive

Donald Trump

I heor t~ey were toking pictures ot her. Congressmen, two congressmen in porticule:r thet 1see on television
1'111 the time. I won't mention their _nem~s, we don't Wl'lnt to ml'lke them any more femou3, Bsit two
congres°'mfln -- but they were tl'lkmg pictures of her --

a.coriqres«nwn
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~
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Donald Trump

~- with their cell phone end then leoking the pictures of her testifying. And this was in a closed room. look,
tt' s out of control. The~e people ore ob~oluteiy - you know, they u"e the word, it's a good word, I gu~ssunhmged - whet hos hoppened to the Democrtits, ond
Cong re~~-

in

the meentIrne, they're not doing ony wmk in

'll Negative

8

Donald Trump

We could do leg1s!ot1o_n to lower drug prices very substlrntiolly, eosi_ly. Vije, could ml'lybe "lmost like the thing
we need the most quickly is border security. We've done en 1ncred1ble JOb but I hove to do 1t myself. I c1rn't
get any - w~ cM't get ony vote~ from the Democrets. We con't get any votes. And mfr~~tructure, we could
do It 30 0!1Slly.

a6 Positive
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But they ore so busy intmviewmg Hope Hicks end to~ing pictures of th1~ incredible young women end putting
the pictures out to the press of her test:fymg. And they're not allowed to do thot, it's probebly 1llegol. It's e
terrible thing going on, Sean.

if Negative

Sean Hannity

.
Sean Hannity
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Donald Trump

Yes, because I think he's every honorebl.e g~ntlemen who wents to do the right thi~g. And he is ellowed to
under my egreernent ~ he's ellowed to give 1t out to whoevl!lr ht!! wMt~. But I think it's reelly -you know,
)Tieybe some of this, you need to have for purposes of other countries becf'!u~e I think othe1· countries were
involved.

a6 Positive

Donald Trump

I think they - perheps just based on what
get ceught doing whet they were doing m

seeing, they use other countries bece:use they didn't want to
country - you know that very well.
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Donald Trump

So, I Wl'lnt t? i;,1ve to Attorney General ~iH .Barr. ~e's got it total!y, everything he e1m do in terms of opening it
up and rnak;ng it transparent a.!! the polit1c1an~ like to use that word, transparent I'm the mo.!lt tramipl'lrent
president i.n history. i let Mueller heve everything they wented. If you think of it. 500 witnesses, interview our
attorneys, interview whoever you want, { think 2,600 .!!Ubpoenas

a,

Positive

Donald Trump

I didn't u:3e presidential pnvil~ge bec~u9.e i didn't speak to Russil!'I. Russia he,s-- when I we,s winning is
W1scons1n, when I weis winning m M1ch1gan and Pennsyl...-,n1e, end Ohio !'Ind Flondei end all of these stetes,
North Carolina, the last per.!lon or group i eve1· thought of calling would be Russia. It's a hoeix.

f

8
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Donald Trump
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Blllliililllllll!Jtl
It'~ o terrible hoox ond thot ~hould never h!!!ppen to onother president becouse mony of, them would not be
oble to heindle 1t, I don't oore who they are. Mony of them would not be able to hond!e it If you think Joe
B1den could hi!mdle it? I mean, Joe Biden nght now, he look~ like he'~ got some biQ probiem~

f

8

Negative

Donald Trump
-

e

'
~ j

~~
But you think - con you 1mog1ne if this hoppened to Joe .Biden? It wouldn't be good. But it should never
hoppM to another pre~1dent whl'lt hl!lppened to me end 1t should never hoppen -- nobody should ever ol!ow
this to go forwerd ogain. And people hove to iel!'lrn - there hos to be o lesson !ought. Them hes to bee lesson
teught.

f

Negative

f

Negative

8

Donald Trump

It should never be allowed. It's so bad for our country.

1
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Sean Hannity
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Pos;tive

Donald Trump
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Negative

Donald Trump

So, you look et. thot, thet's o totol conflict of interest, how Cl'ln somebody ~horn you h~ve e dispute be ruling?
And h1~ be~t fnend who very c!o~e to him Is Corney end Corney pleyed a big port of 1h1~. beceu~e McCabe
didn't do onyth1ng without Corney. McCeibe Wt'l.9 totolly dommeted by Corney. He d:d nothing. Andrew
McCabe wos a bed guy, but Andrew McCebe did nothmg without colling Corney

f

8

Donald Trump

Negative

~---·~r

11

He wouldn'!- there is an expression, he wouldn't go to the bl'lthroorn withou~ getting C_orney's opprovol. And
so, Corney 1s in. And Brennan --you toke a look et Brennan. You took the hombie rhetoric, the horrible -- the

horrible words he u~ed to de3cnbe ~

ct.h()n'hio1ho1011c

f
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Donald Trump
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And
when
H1He1y
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~~l~,o~~/~~ ~~~h! ~~~11: i~!~tg~~e~.hyghu l~~~~z~ig1!c~i~tfl.~~ ~he8d
cf ~~~g1~0 ~h ~t;~r~hen
3

people, thet- l think ell of them were nnt1-rrump people m one form or 1rnother.

•• Negative

Donald Trump
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Donald Trump

I sow the som~ scene os you did to, ~ut think of it - Bob Mueller ~as great friends with Corney, right there
there's a conflict. He wanted the FBI Job, and we had a bu~1ness dispute. And I would tell everybody who'd
listen, I _told you a long time ego, ! seid, how could he be doing this? But despite thot, let him do it. I said, let
him do 1t because I had nothing to do -- they know that, they all know that. I hod nothing to do with Russ1cL

If Negative

-

Donald Trump
:
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~ 1 1 1 I!\
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A~d J used to toke it with a groin of salt, oh, there woS: o - but they said ond they meon it. I went to - the
other day, I was the oomrnencement spel!lker et the Air Force Academy, 1ricred1ble young people, end I
handed out o thou-'and d1plomoo to the senior cleso. That's a lot of shok1nQ hands ond Mluttng, I will tell you.

al, Positive

Donald Trump

so many young, beautiful people, they're.young people, the
me Md they said, thank you, sir, for Mvmg our country. I know
trouble ond we've got to turn now tn the right direction

ait Positive

Sean Hannity
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Absolutely right. [Crosstalk]

"!!-Neutral

Sean Hannity
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Positive

Donald Trump

I had absolutely Art1ole ii powers. I could've done enything I 'Minted. I don't even bring it up becou~e we don't
even get there. Absolutely, I have 0rt1ote )I. We could heve used that instead. I wouldn't even have to bother

telkmg to you about all the other things. i wouldn't have to talk to you about conflict~

8' Negative
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I could have fired Mueller for conflict::i. I could have fired anybody, But I didn't want to do it, because they
so1d, let It play - play out, it's a hoax. It's a hoax. It's a disgrace

f
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Negative

Sean Hannity

Donald Trump

And thet they ore allowed to go forward with, you know, interviewing people, having people like Hope Hicks
ond others, having to pay for a new set of lawyers?

ad, Positive
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Donald Trump

They iust went through ,t with the Mueller report. ~ow, she WM totelly exonereted. She did not.hing wrong.
And riow, they hove to ~tort poymg for lowyer~ egom? It's a do-over becouse the report wos terr:ble for them.
And obsolute do-over

1f Negative

8

Sean Hannity
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You're not allowed to do-overs.

a,
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And Ukraine, take a look at Ukraine. How come the FBI didn't take the server, Podesta told him to get out. He
said, get out. [Cwsstalk]

fUUkrumc

«!!11°,-

~FBldiilnt

-! !- Neutral

~,,•1',

Sean Hannity

Donald Trump

So, how come the FBI didn't take the server from the DNC? Think about that one, Sean. Think about that
one.
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Donald Trump

Weil, we hovs to aee how 1t ploys out. I mean, whoever it is, it is. I don't know. I mean, I look at some of
them, i do,n't ?;ee George 1/w!i?;hmgto~. don't see Churchill. I don't .,ee anybody 1n port1cular that I worry
about, I think honestly, however 1t 1s, 1t 1s. We will~ [Crosstalk]

!
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Negative

Sean Hannity
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Negative

Donald Trump
;
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They're partners. They are partners. 1. rne~n, that's why they don't Q(: ofter Hillary Clinton with her erneils
where she - Mybody else would be m JOii for whot ~he dtd, the erno1ls, to delete 33,000 emails o~er you get - ofter, not before - otter you get e subpoena from Congress, you delete ev1arything S? people never got to
see 'em. But the media and the Democrats ore - and not el! of 1t, but e big portion of 1t, they ore e
partner~h1p.

f
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Negative

Donald Trump

---1!.I
;
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And thot's disgraceful. So, l'm fighting the partnership. I'm not fighting- l!lctul'llly, fighting the media is much
tougher than f1Qhting the Democrats 1f you want to know the truth
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Donald Trump

They didn't fall for the hoox. They know it'.s e hoex. But they writ~ ebout it anywey. It's not like they fe!I
}he"e ore very "mort pe~ple. They know it's a hoox. And they write about 1t anywl!ly. I ~tch v.:hen I hove
Just to get a linle ammun1t1on, it's almost like - you know, you hl"lve to know where the other side 1s

from.

a6 Positive
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Donald Trump
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~
I w,oitch every once in a while, I will turn to MSNBC and I'll see what they say. I know most of the people and
it's a freud. They QO beck and they meet Md what can we make up? Rernernber when they use? the word,
everyone used the word "manufactured" and every newsca"t hod the word "manufactured" But it's not a
word essoc1ated with whet they were talking about.
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Negative
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I

. 1l1t.

They were telk1ng obout something being menufoctured. And every new"cl!lst "torted with "ml!lnufectured."
And they did with ~um~rous words: They come up with a word they put 1t out. They're !'Ill togethei-. it's a
really disgraceful s1tuot1on. Here'" the good news: we ore pre31dent. We've got - we've done it, ond we're
going to do it ogein

e6 Positive

Donald Trump

When you see e crowd ilk~ thot, Sel'ln, no one hos seen crowds like the!- I meen. not only the crowd - no one
hM ~een the spirit, the "Pint end the energy. It ho" been 1ncred1ble. I "aid Republicans hove for more energy -you know, you heor ebout the energy on the Dernocret 31de, they don't hove energy.

a6
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Positive

Donald Trump
',

~i

-~~
They ore t:1li fighting with eech
believe thot. I think they hl'.lve a
[Cro,stelk]

I st:1y the Republicans have fl'.lr more energy than the Democrats. I really
more energy than the Democrats. I oell them the radical left, Dems

a6 Positive
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I aQree, you know, but we heve some greet ones too. We heve_some great one~. But you are right, there ere
~ome ree!ly should - look, Nancy Pelo~1 hands out -'Ubpoena-' like they are co~be~. Paul Ryan, nice _guy but I
will tell you when J;m, and when Merk - Merk Meadows, Jim Jordan and Devin, end all these people, they
are greet people -- [Cros-'telk]
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Sean Hannity
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when they went to Paul Ryan to get a subpoem1 becaus~ they found the "ame thing" that we a'.e tl!llkin.9
ebout. Peul would say, well, let's take 1t easy, let's not this, let's come beck in a week, let's see 1f we still think
let's do this-- 1t WM impossible. You couldn't get a subpoens. She hond-' out "ubpoenos like they are

cookie".
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Sean Hannity
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1

Donald Trump

.,.

,- J;jj[;i:

.l
It's a big difference. They fight a dirtier fight The Democrats fight a dirtier fight. It's too bad.

f
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Sean Hannity
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Donald Trump
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But ! got rid of the ind1V1duoi mondote which wo" the wor~t thing in Obomecore. That's whme you poy for the
pnvilege of not having to pay for Insumnce. !t's o bod insurance, OK? Bod health ceir9:. So, you know, 1~'s one
of those things. No, I think-- I think thot when l meet somebody who even doesn't like me, let's .soy it's a
bu"iness per"on end they an~ not Trump fans, th"Y say, you haye no choice, you con't vote for anybody el"e
becouse they wont to turn this country over to -- I meon, we w!II be a Venezuelo, 1t will toke 10 yeors or 16
years, but 1f the wrong person got m, I've turned 1t oround, Seon

•• Negative

Donald Trump

I've got nd of these rules and regulations that stifled everything. I approved the Keystone Pipeline. I approved
numNou~ other p1pelme~.

Rf Negative

Sean Hannity
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~

~

~Lil!}
By the woy, t~ey ore environmentolly good os.opposed to troins running ocro~s, you know, the Ploins ond oil
of the other things. No, ! l'.lpproved so rneny d1ffe1·ent things ;hot ere octuolly good to. Do you know thet o
report came out, our woter f!'lnd our 1:11r today 1s cleaner then 1t ever was, becouse tn mony respects, we are
grMt env1ronmentl!ll1st"-.

n6 Positive

-

Donald Trump

~'

~1

!'m on ~nv1ronmentol:st. But a different kind, a real environmentalist. But our water is crystal clean, Our air,
1t·~ the best thet ever was
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Sean 1-iannity
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We have to do that.

-t !- Neutral

Sean Hannity

-_,I

Donald Trump
:

l;----,!ill]
I w.-isn't going to but! rMd about in "The Well Street Jourmd," or some pleioe, and it's fa~e news. No, ! weisn't
thinktn_g ebout it, maybe I will now. You know, might es well make them right. But, no, I was not thinking

obout ,t.

f
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w6 Pos 1ive

Donald Trump

We!I, they wrote obout 1~ os though it was fact. I've never even thought about it, it's just so ridiculous. But,
you know, moybe I'll do 1t
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Sean Hannity
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'·1-~.I,. .

-~
",

~I

instead of fake news, I will make them correct news and that's OK.

f

1

Negative

Sean Hannity

Donald Trump
~

'

~~
-&tl
Right
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--f

Donald Trump
'
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®' Nq;ativG
Sean Hannity

Donald Trump
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like last night you got tremendous -- I heard the speech got --

if Negative

Donald Trump

~

ratings you put on. That was an easy night You and Tucker and everybody else~
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Donald Trump

-- having to, you know, do it and you did it.

a6 Positive

https: //factba .se/tra nscript!donald-trump-interview-sea n-ha nn ity-fox-te le phone-june-1 9-2019

AB

39-405

49/74

01/18/2020

395
11312020

-

Transcript Quote - Interview: Sean Hannity Interviews Donald Trump Via Telephone - June 19, 20191 Factbase

:

~t

i!illll!llllillill~~
And it wo~ o grMt evening. But, no, I think -- I view it as o "oc1ol medio, o woy of getting the word out. look,
when you hove the lies !'lnd t~e frauds committed by the other networks, rneny of the other networks, you
look et what\~ going on, 1t'3 d1"grncefuL This woy I Qet the word out irnd I'm getting tt out gtrongly

a6 Positive

Donald Trump

I meon, I hove hundreds of m1ll1ons of people thet see this. Plus, as soon os ! do o tweet, it gets broodoost
even In the piece" you would lee"t expect It becouse they ore de"perote for new". You know, they're
desperote to do onything for news. So, it's really e way of gett;ng the truth out bec!'.luse the rnedie he!:! gone
loco

1,

Donald Trump
... •11"~
"i
•. -,t,.,.,

Negative

9

They have lost all control. They don't even call e feet check.. You know, I remember 10 yeers ego, 15 yeers ego
-- I ~ctuelly used to get great press, if you :NMt to ~now the truth. ~ut 10, i 5 ~ before I decide to become e
pol1t1c1en end one on the con~ervatIve bas1~ beceu~e thet'~ whet It Is. Thet'3 whet we em doing so well et
l"het's why the country 1s doing so well
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You know, we're probobly doing better righ.t now in our ":conomy--wages ore up, heven't gone up in yeern, in
decedes. Weges ere up over 3 percent. Thmk of things that~ things that hf"lve happened: the Jobs, the
unemployment, the omount of people working, compante" ere pouring bock into our country from Japan.

•• Negative

-

Donald Trump

-',

X

l!lillllll!llll!'!Jt:
ord~~l~~~ ~i~~~rrh~ ~~~tt~~~i:~~r~~g~i~i~itnt;g~i~~i~in~~tsi~~fn~hrhr~;;t~r~t ~~i~~~~6~r:~
3 0
0 1
1
3
;~~~~~Ju?~tlt~~~~h~i~~t'. )~d~~2~ k~~~- ~t~i~·1"~~k~ esg~~ dh ~kne9ie s1~~~~tnth~r~h~a~~f~~t·::t1~een

on,

woman m the front. ~he had, "pleose keep tweet mg, Mr. Pre~ident, it matter~." That was her sign

\1 Negative

8

Donald Trump

Plaose keep tweeting, it rnotters. _And I think it does rnotter. I don't do it becouse I enjo_y it,,! do it b~couse
:when sorneon~ soys on _outno~t lie on MSNBC or CNN, both of "'.-'horn o_re reolly suffering 1n t_he rotmgs which
1s very mterest1ng - 1t'~ 1ncred1blt1, becouse they hove lost credibility. Bur when they put out lie~. ! con
counteroct those lies end i hove many more foliowe1·s thon they do. So, it's o greot thing.

•~,1~r1Bc

•n1•1

ad, Positive
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Sean Hannity
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Donald Trump

Right
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:lit

pt-c~

•'11

1

.

i

Jt
So, you know, the Democrots ore ~oing everything possible to ~top the wo!L And they io"-t e big lewsult lost
week. I won o big, big lowsu1t ago1nst Noncy Pelosi m the House. The Hous~ ectul"llly brought o lowsu1t. Con
you believe that? The Hou~e, the Democrot~, Noncy Pelo~1 brought e I.aw.suit And we won the !ow~utt as you
probobly reed

Negative

1,

Donald Trump

·-:
.

~"'

'

~!ill

We will hove -- we hove four other lewsuits OQl'linst u9:, all serni-reloted end releted to each other. We or~
building o tremendous well right now. We ore renovtlt1ng vo~t oreos of woll thot collop~ed, but it's good if you
renovtlte, you save a lot of rnonay by renovating 1t. But-~ end we ore tabng down the we!I end putting up new
wall, some arees you can't renovoto.

a6 Positive

Donald Trump

But we'll have over 400 rn:!es of well built by the end of next yeer which is very quick. It's ropidly tlpproeching.
We have th1·ee sections being built right now. We are buildin,;:i the_rn in sections ,n diffe_rent ereos in diff1:1rent

~tetes. New Mexico he~ tJ tremendou~ problem with people pouring aero~~ New Mexico, ond I'm heoring
becau~e of this, New Mexico 1s octuelly in piey for me end for the Republioans because of what's happening.

•

~low M(c<.1co

a,

a. tre1nonr!ou~ problem
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It's horrible what's happening to New Mexico.

f

8

a.hN1iblewh.1\!\

Negative

Donald Trump

We have sections that stmted and are about to start in New Mexico.
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1! It" Neutrai

Donald Trump

We JU~t finished Sim Diego, as you know. Sen Diego in California, they ere so heppy. The rnayor wes just up in
my off1c~. a greet guy. He came up to thank me for having done the we!I beceu~e has made ~uch a difference.
He soys it's like day emd night. He said people ere flowing l".lcross end now nobody can come in.

a6 Positive

Sean Hannity
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....\t;tl

,

·~,.,;ft~

~e ore eble to rede~ign the woll ':"here it's strongl!lr, bi_gger, higher, you know, it's ot octuoily goto little bit
higher 1f you remember thot. But it's o bett~r wall, ond 1t c~st3 less m.oney. lt's octw1lly o stronger wall, costs
le?os money. So, we are doing reolly well with the woll and it's a very Importont element and we are doing well
overell.

a6 Positive

Donald Trump

And "!8 are Qomg to stort removing oil of the:::ie people th~t come in becl'luse the pernoorMs will :)Ct ':JOder
on_y circumstances, they won't fix o~y!urn -- a?oylum 1s o big problem. They won't fix 1t We could fix 1t in 15
minutes. And they won't get nd of the loopholes becouse they want us to foil. It's more tmportnnt thot we foil
thon the country succeed.

Bf Negative

Donald Trump

And you have drugs ond you hove oil these other things, But what we ore doing is as the people come up ond
as. we oat the necessory poperwor~, we ore rnovmo people out o~ the innards of .the country and we ore
bringing them bl!lck. And the countnM that ~ee th1~ ond they see 1t happening, It 1~ olreody storted on o much
heov1er fl!lshion next week.

a6 Positive
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You know, we're georing up. It'?., you know,_ sending~ -'igmil thot you moy get in, but you're not getting, in for
long !'Ind you're gomg out_ And the oth~r thing fint'!tlly 19 Mexico for the first time ever, tor the first time in
mony, mony decade-', they are re-'pectIng U-'. And we hod a big fight end 1! worked out great.

n6 Positive

Sean Hannity

1J ~ Neutral

Donald Trump

And Me~ico now hos 6,000 soldiers on the sou_thern border, on their southern borde~ stopping pe,ople fr?m
1

8
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0

1
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t~~
doing o reolly good job ond people on the border will tell you that the traffic has really dmpped down
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~I

~!i!J
So, o lot of good thing" ere happening. But if the Oemocret~ would meet for 20 minute", 16 minuteo, I would
s_ey, 1t used to be 46-:-- it's a very sh_ort 1"!1eeting. We could solve the border problem but they don't Wl'.lnt t0 do
thot because they think 1f3 bad pol1t1coliy. I think whot'3 bad, Seon, what 1s really bod os whot they are doing,
I think 1t'o hm1ble polit1ct"1ily.

~16rninut,"'I

-

~20rn1n>11,:,<.

f

8

C\bnrclmp<<'h 1<'1ll

Donald Trump

Negative
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People come in, it's o crime, it's drugs, we can stop it all so fast, but we are going to stop it anyway even it

we don't hove the Democroto

1,

Negative

Sean Hannity
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I ~on't reolly ogree with you. l think Noncy Pelo~i probobly hos control_ of it, I heor different things but I rMlly
think she does. And she knows whot she's doing. ~o, we'll see how ,tall comes out. But, look, we hove the
USMCA, the Mexico ond Canada trode deai, which 1s a phenomenal deo! for our country and it's good for

them too.

n• Positive
Donald Trump
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opproved 1t. Their House 1ust !'lpproved it
they will put thot up for a vote.

in

a big vote. So, you know, we're Just wo1ting to see whether or not

a6

Positive

Donald Trump

I rneen, think of it~ ctrn you imagine if they did? It's something that everyone wants. It will be a very
b1pert1sen epprovel. But Nency ~
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Negative
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Donald Trump

ad, Positive

Donald Trump

We'I! all vote for 1t. But it's e big deeL Cenl".ldei is epproving it. Mexioo just epproved it. A very, very big deal.
And 1t meens hundreds of billions of dollars to our country .-ind thousends end thousends of Jobs. And it
replaces NAFTA one of the wor.!lt trede dMl.!1 ever made

a6 Positive
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Sean Hannity
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Sean Hannity

Donald Trump

,·'i

I
.Ii\.
I don't worry l'lbout a thing. Everything is under controL Don't worry l'lbout a thing, You are right, we did that
for Isreal. J~ruselern, os you know every president seid, we'rn goinQ to~ you know,_rnove the ~rnbessy to
Jerusl'llem, 1t b~cornes the cap1tl!II of !"rl'lel. Every prMtdent "aid, we're going to do It, we're going to do it,
none of them did 1t. I did 1t The Goll'ln Heights~ for 62 yMrs, they t~.dked !"lbout the Golen Heights

f
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I did it. They didn't do it. And I under!ltond why, becouM you get here, there'!! o lot of people cl!llling, begging
you not to do 1t for other countries, heeds of countries. But pres1den_ts of till proct1colly, ell said th~y were
going to do Galon Heights, they were going to do Jerusalem, they didn't do 1t. And then terminating one of

the worst dMls. ever mode, the Iron dMI.
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Negative

Donald Trump
'

~

~!&I
Thot wos mode by President Oborne, P"id $1 ?O billion - paid $1.8 billion in cosh. I terminoted thot en~ Iran is a
much different country. I will tell you, much different todoy then when I took over. When I took over, 1t look
like there was no stopping them. Right now, they've got problems
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Sean Hannity
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fj~.!.!J
But we'll see what happens. l would say, if I were you, don't worry about a thing.

f

1

Negative

Sean Hannity

-

Donald Trump
:
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Well, they were forced together by President Obarne, end you never like to see thet whet they were forced

~~~i~hthi:J~~ho~tt~~b~d~nii1?6:~b1~t~eti~p::~it1h~~\~e~~~~ Jf~~;~?!~1l s:~~,~~ ~f ·eW,u~:~ea~~ing to
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have e good relet1onsh1p with Russ10 end we're going to have e good relet1onsh1p with Chinti.
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Donald Trump

And think about do we announce it or do we not ennounce it? But we have tramendous ~ you know, the
lev~ls of sop_h1sticetion like you've never s~en. With all of that being s~11d, I went to get elong with Russia, and
I think we will. I want to get along with China, end I think we w11!. I'm meeting actually both of them next
week 1n Japon M the G20
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- t~e L!nited $totes Qets elong., The Ru_ssion witch hunt reolly hurt us in terms of our reletionship with Russia.
I think 1t we~ Just hurt - I think 1t hurts in terms of relat1onsh1p with a lot of people, but we have very good
relet1onship5 with countries, end sometimes countrieg you wouldn't think so, because J've se1d, you have to
pay for NATO.

Sean Hannity
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Donald Trump

But we are a very strong country again, and we are respected again, Sean.
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Sean Hannity
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Sean Hannity

Donald Trump

She's a great person. I tell you what, I know her for a long time and she's a great person.
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That's right
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Thank you, happy birthday. Wow. That's right. We've known each other a long time, and congratu!ations on
your show. It's e big !:lucoess, Laura, big success.
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Donald Trump

Thank you.
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Could you imagine it she has the baton, we hand off to Laura.
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I have been told about 1t and little detail, and l'rn going to meet a little later about it. actually, tonight.
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DONALD TRUMP · Published May 6

Transcript: Fox News interview with President Trump
Fox News

President Trump on Venezuela, 2020 contenders, and the Russia investigation
Presld1:.,nt frump slts down with Fox News chlef inteHigence correspondent Ct1therlne H~-rridge for !:l wide-ranging intenllew ln the White House.

The following is a transcript of President Trump's May 2 interview with Fox News.
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CATHERINE HERRIDGE: President Trump, thank you for being with us.
PRESIDENT TRUMP: Thank you very much Catherine.
HERRIDGE: Did the attorney general make the right call, refusing to go to the House Judiciary
Committee because he'd take questions from Committee staff lawyers?
TRUMP: Well I think so, it's not up to me, it's up to him. And they were going to treat him differently
than they've treated other people. And of course we've been treated differently to start off with.
We've gone through so many investigations, everybody. And it's so ridiculous. No obstruction, no
nothing -- there's been no nothing. There's been no collusion, there never was, they knew that from
day one.

HERRIDGE: Let me ask you -TRUMP: He should be -- he should be treated the same way as other people are treated, and they're
not doing that.
HERRIDGE: So he's not being treated fairly? Is that what you're saying?
TRUMP: Not when they want to bring in people - outside people to interview him, or other people on
staff. I mean they're politicians, they're supposed to be good at doing it, and I don't -- I thought he
was -- I thought he was fantastic yesterday, he was very truthful, very straight up, a very solid
person. A great person, and I think that no, they're not treating him fairly.
HERRIDGE: I want you to respond to some comments from the chairman of that committee, Jerry
Nadler. He likened you to a quote, "Dictator" today and he's threatened to hold the attorney general
httpsJ!www.foxnews.com/po!itics/transcript-fox-news-lnterview-with-president-trump
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in contempt.
TRUMP: Well look, I had been probably a person that's given more to (AUDIO GAP). Documents -hundreds of people have been interviewed, I've allowed lawyers to be interviewed. I didn't have to
do any of that, I could've used presidential privilege, but I've been the most transparent president in
history.
I don't think anybody has been as open as I have, and you know the reason I was? Because I didn't
do anything wrong, I didn't do anything with Russia. So I said, "Give them all the documents you
want, give them all the people you want."
Somebody told me there was 500 people that were interviewed, I could've stopped all of it. I didn't
do that, and now we win with Mueller, where they come up very strongly with no collusion, and no
obstruction -- no nothing. We win very strongly, and now they want to do it all over again?
Now we won in the House, we won in the Senate because Senator Burr said there's been no
collusion, so we won ... through that. We won here, I mean the Mueller report was a total win - but
think of it, we go through this, this is two and a half years now I've been going through the same
thing, and the guilt is on the other side not on our side - the guilt is on the other side.
HERRIDGE: Are you saying the House Committee should be satisfied with the findings in the
Mueller report, and they should not do independent oversight?
TRUMP: Well I think they should be satisfied with the findings, they spent $35 million -- or
somebody told me today maybe $40 million on the Mueller report. They had 18 people, most of
whom -- I think all of whom disliked Donald Trump. They were Democrats, they contributed to the
campaign of Hillary Clinton.
They had conflicts all over the place, and it still came out no collusion. I can't imagine they can keep
doing this, this is done just to try and bring me down to a - and I had my highest poll numbers today
which is -- you'll have to explain that to me, because with all that we do I had my best poll numbers.
So with - yes, I think they're treating this very unfairly, I think it's time to get down to business. I
want to do infrastructure, I want to do prescription drug pricing, low. I want to do all the other things
that we want to do. Nobody's done more. It's an incredible thing, Catherine.
Nobody's done more than President Trump and this administration in two and a half years, ever in
their first two and a half years. And despite that, I'm wasting time with all of this stuff, it is very
unfair. And I think they're treating our attorney general, who is a highly respected man, very unfairly.
HERRIDGE: Would you be comfortable if your attorney general was held in contempt?
TRUMP: Well, I'll have to ask him. I really don't know -- as far as I'm concerned I don't know how you
could do a thing like that. Again, we've been the most transparent in the history of this country -https://www.foxnews.com/po!itics/transcript-fox-news-lnterview-with-presldent-trump
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there's never been a president that has allowed them to take every document. I didn't have to give you know the law better than anybody. I watch you all the time, I think you're terrific HERRIDGE: I've never been to law school, just to let you know.
TRUMP: But you know the law better than the lawyers, that I can say. But, I don't have to give - I
didn't have to give all of this documentation - probably in the end I would have had to give none.
I didn't have to get all these testify, I let them all do it because we did nothing wrong, I knew that.
They found nothing. With all of this, they spent $35 to $40 million, they found nothing.
So yes, I think we've been treated very unfairly. And they're doing it not for any legal reason, they're
doing it for a political reason because they want to - want-- look, they want to win a race in 2020,
and I see what they're up against today.
I see where Biden put in a statement -- or a strong statement that China's not a big problem. Well
China is a big problem. We're losing $500 billion a year to China. There's a great hostility. There's a
great -- China's a big problem. And when somebody says that it shows they don't know what's
happening.
HERRIDGE: Let me ask you on China, what's it going to take to close the deal with China?
TRUMP: Well, we are very close to a deal with China. But it's a question of whether or not I want to
make it. I mean we're going to make either a real deal, or we're not going to make a deal at all.
And if we don't make a deal we're going to tariff China, and that'll be fine. We'll -- frankly we'll make
a lot of money. You know you saw the deficit going down. You see the 3.2, which was highly - you
know the GDP was 3.2 first quarter. Always the worst quarter, and we had a tremendous first
quarter.
This country is doing well. This country is doing probably better economically than it's ever done
before. We have the best unemployment numbers we've had in 51 years, soon to be historic.
HERRIDGE: Let me ask you President Trump, where are you willing to give with the Chinese?
TRUMP: Well look, I have a very good relationship with President Xi, but as I explained to him, I don't
blame them because they ripped off our country and we allowed that to happen. I blame past
presidents and representatives for allowing this to happen.
Representatives of our country, why did they let this happen? Why are we losing $500 billion -- for
years, $500 billion a year. We -- we rebuilt China. They took advantage of us on trade like nobody in
history has ever taken advantage of anyone.
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Now we're making either a great deal or we won't make a deal at all. And if we don't make a deal at
all, we'll use tariffs and we'll get back to (inaudible).
HERRIDGE: (Inaudible) White House meeting with the Chinese president?
TRUMP: I think it could it happen. It depends where we are. I mean we're, you know, very far along
on a deal. Intellectual property theft. We're covering a lot of ...
HERRIDGE: Are you optimistic - are you optimistic about a June meeting?
TRUMP: I think we can probably do that. Yes, I do. I think we can do that. Yes.
HERRIDGE: I want to come back to the attorney general, because the House Speaker Nancy Pelosi
made a very serious charge today. She accused him of lying during his April testimony about his
conversations with Mueller and Mueller's concerns.
Should the attorney general have volunteered to Congress during his April testimony that he had
received the letter from Mueller and that Mueller had concerns about this notification to Congress
and context?
TRUMP: Well, I know nothing about it. You're just telling me that for the first time. But I will say
this, that we gave the entire report, 400 and some odd pages, so whether it was a little bit down
road, which of course they want to be able to read it and they want to be able to see it.
But any letter that was written or any statements that were made, we have been -- I think they held
back about 8 percent, and that's because they had a legal reason to hold 8 percent. It was redacted,
and even that I understand is a big deal. But we gave the entire report. So I don't think a letter
makes any difference.
HERRIDGE: Maybe let me rephrase that.
TRUMP: Please.
HERRIDGE: Yes. Do you think the attorney general should have been more forthcoming during his
April testimony and volunteered to lawmakers that he had received a letter from Robert Mueller and
that Robert Mueller had concerns.
TRUMP: I really don't know the subject. I really don't know what the complaint is. I think that ...
HERRIDGE: The complaint is about the attorney general's notification to Congress lacking context
and really not effectively communicating the nature and the substance of the investigation.
TRUMP: Well, of the investigation or what was in the agreement - I mean what was in the pages?
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HERRIDGE: What was in the four page letter from the attorney general.
TRUMP: Well, the four page letter really was followed by 400 and some odd pages very shortly
thereafter with very little redaction. So if you look at it, he (ph) was very open. Again, he was very
transparent. We could have redacted -- again -- you know, we could have redacted 90 percent of it.
We didn't have to give it at all.
You know it was my prerogative. I didn't have to give that 400 page document at all. I could have
held it back. In fact, Rod Rosenstein, I believe, wanted to hold it back. Others wanted to hold it
back. People said you don't really have to give it at all.
HERRIDGE: The deputy-- the deputy-- excuse me for interrupting. The deputy attorney general ...
TRUMP: I heard that his recommendation -- no it wasn't like you have to or we can't -- but we had
the right. I had the right to hold back that document if I wanted to - or they did. They didn't do that.
They gave the entire 400 and some odd page document and that was made by the attorney general
and perhaps the deputy, but there were people that said you didn't have to do it at all. We gave it.
So we were very transparent. I can't imagine, Catherine, being more transparent.
HERRIDGE: After everything that's happened today, under what circumstances would you allow the
White House Counsel Don McGahn to testify to Congress about the Special Counsel investigation?
TRUMP: Well, he's been testifying for so many hours, 30 hours. I allowed him to testify. Nobody
else would do that. I did that because it wouldn't matter to me. He can say whatever he wants to
say. I did nothing wrong. I knew that.
And if I thought I did something wrong, I don't know what I'd do. I wouldn't have probably let
anybody testify. But I let everybody. Again, almost 500 people they interviewed and there's never
been anything like this.
Now, they've already testified. I don't want to go through this -- and what's going to happen when
we're finished with the House? Then we're going to do another one with the Senate, then we're
going to do another one with somebody else?
Look, I think what they should be focusing on is how did this mess start? How did this whole
investigation start, because I think it's corrupt as hell, and I think what's happened between Corney
and McCabe and Brennan and all of these people -- and Strzok and his lover, Lisa Page; there's
tremendous things that people want to find out, and they really want to find it out and I hope they're
going to.
HERRIDGE: Is there a timeline on when the public will see these Russia records declassified?
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TRUMP: Yes, I'm going to be allowing declassification pretty soon. I didn't want to do it originally
because I wanted to wait, because I know what they -- you know I've seen the way they play. They
play very dirty. So I decided to do it, and I'm going to be doing if very soon, far more than you would
have even thought?
HERRIDGE: May, June, July?
TRUMP: No, soon. I mean whenever they need it. Whenever they need it I'll be doing it but I will
declassifying it. Everything.
HERRIDGE: Director Corney wrote in the New York Times; he called you quote "a moral" and that
this has rubbed off on the attorney general and the deputy attorney general.
TRUMP: Well Corney leaked and he lied. He lied in front to Congress. He was sworn testimony,
classified information. I did a terrible job. Everybody wanted him fired -- you now everybody;
Schumer, every Democrat almost, every Republican, almost-- probably 100 percent, but I say almost
just to say it so there's no mistake.
But I -- I read quotes from Schumer and prior to my firing every wanted him gone. He did a lousy
job. He was a terrible director. Terrible. There was dissension in the FBI.
HERRIDGE: Can I ask you a question President Trump?
TRUMP: Yes.
HERRIDGE: If you take Director Corney out of the equation and his actions in 2016 and 2017, would
the country be where it is today?
TRUMP: I think that he did a terrible job. I would say he probably, say he probably led some kind of
an effort. The word spying has been used. He probably was one of the people leading the effort on
spying.
HERRIDGE: That's a very serious charge to make.
TRUMP: I know, I know, and we'll find out whether or not it was true, and I think it could very well be
true, but we're going to find out pretty soon.
HERRIDGE: On Venezuela, if Juan Guaido is detained or physically threatened, how will the U.S.
respond?
TRUMP: Well that won't be a good thing, that would be very unfortunate. He's actually a brave
person, and because I know what he's going through -- I'm speaking to our people all the time. He's
a brave guy, and what's happening in Venezuela is sad.
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When you look at 20 years ago it was one of the wealthiest countries in the world, if you think about
it, and now they don't have food, and they don't have water and people are dying from hunger. It's a
very, very serious situation.
HERRIDGE: What are your red lines in Venezuela?
TRUMP: I don't want to say, but we have lots of options and some of them are very tough options.
HERRIDGE: Is there a tipping point for military intervention?
TRUMP: There's always a tipping point, but certainly I'd rather not do that. I just want to help the
people -- the people are dying. They have nothing, these were people that were living well 20 years
ago. Catherine, they have nothing, they don't have water and food - and they're dying of hunger
right on the border, it's terrible.
HERRIDGE: I want to talk about 2020 -TRUMP: OK.
HERRIDGE: Have you told the Russian president to back off the 2020 election?
TRUMP: I don't think I've spoken to him about the 2020, but I certainly have told him you can't do
what you're doing. And I don't believe they will be -- I don't believe they will -HERRIDGE: Have you been very firm with the Russian president on that point?
TRUMP: I think so, I think I have been. I think nobody's done more about Russia than I have.
President Obama in September, before the November election -- my November election, if you look
he was told by the FBI and others, he did nothing about it.
HERRIDGE: What could he have done?
TRUMP: Well he could have done something, I mean he could have called out to Putin (ph) and he
could have said let's look at this very closely -- he did absolutely nothing, because he thought that
crooked Hillary, was going to win the election and she didn't even come close.
So it's just one of those things, you know? And it had nothing to do, by the way, with Russia because
everybody said it didn't affect the vote, you've heard that many times it didn't affect the vote. But I
don't want Russia or anybody else playing around with our elections.
HERRIDGE: Senator Graham said to CBS last weekend that he would support more sanctions, not
less -- what's your position?
TRUMP: On what?
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HERRIDGE: On Russia.
TRUMP: Well I think we've done a lot of sanctioning of Russia. I brought up the pipeline, I'm helping
Ukraine far more than President Obama did. We're doing a lot of sanctions on Russia, I've signed a
lot of sanctions on Russia.
You know, eventually we want to be able to get along with countries too, you have to remember
that. Whether it's Russia, or China, or anybody else. But again, nobody has been tougher on Russia
than Donald Trump.
HERRIDGE: I want to ask you about politics.
TRUMP: OK.
HERRIDGE: Another Democrat entered the race today, is it Joe Biden's nomination to lose (ph)?
TRUMP: Who's the other Democrat that entered?
HERRIDGE: It was the Colorado Senator, I believe Bennett.
TRUMP: He's not going to win.
HERRIDGE: Is it Joe Biden TRUMP: I think that Biden seems to have the lead, I'd be very happy if it were Biden.
HERRIDGE: Happy why?
TRUMP: Sleepy Joe -- I think he does - I think he did a bad job, I'd be running against President
Obama.
HERRIDGE: So you think he's beatable?
TRUMP: I just don't think he'd be a very good candidate. I mean, we'll see what happens -- I hope.
You know, I wish him well -- I'd like him to get it, I'd be happy. I'd be happy with Bernie. I personally
think it's those two.
HERRIDGE: Between those two?
TRUMP: I think it's between those two, I don't see anybody else (inaudible). Now in my case -HERRIDGE: Who would you rather face?
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TRUMP: I announced, and I think I was pretty much right at -- I know I was at the top from the
beginning. I think he is now leading, Bernie would be second -- we'll see what happens.
HERRIDGE: Who would you rather face?
TRUMP: Well I don't want to say that to you, but I don't think it matters very much. I think we're
going to do well. We have the strongest economy that we've ever had, we're doing phenomenally.
We have the best unemployment numbers, African American, Asians, Hispanics -- best numbers
we've ever had. Women -- the best in 61 years, unemployment numbers, job numbers, wealth
numbers -- we have the best numbers. We - I think we have the best economy we've ever had and
we have more people, Catherine, working right now than ever in the history of our country. So I don't
know why somebody beats that.
HERRIDGE: I'd like to you comment on some statements the vice president made while he was
campaigning in Iowa. He said, China is, quote, "Not competition for us;' for the U.S.
TRUMP: Are you talking about - which vice president?
HERRIDGE: Vice - I'm sorry, former Vice President Biden. I apologize.
TRUMP: Oh, the current vice president is much more talented. He wouldn't have made that
statement.
HERRIDGE: Pardon me.
TRUMP: Mike Pence would not have made that statement. Everyone's competition. I view
everybody of competition.
HERRIDGE: Is he being naive about China?
TRUMP: Oh, he is very naive about China. China - right now, we lose $500 billion. After I sign the
deal, there won't be anything like that. China just, during the Obama years in particular, just took
advantage of our country so badly. A very, very big competition, China. And I've stopped it, and I am
stopping it.
You know, during the course of the last two and a half years, we've gone up $17 trillion in value.
China's gone down $17 trillion. China, as you know, has taken a very, very big hit, because of the
tariffs and everything else I've imposed. We'll see whether or not we have a deal.
We have a very big chance to have a great deal. But for somebody to be naive and say that China's
not a problem, if Biden actually said that, that's a very dumb statement to make.
HERRIDGE: That's the quote, "Not a competition for us."
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TRUMP: Yes, that's a very foolish statement.
HERRIDGE: Should the former vice president explain himself on his feelings in Ukraine and whether
there was a conflict (CROSSTALK)
TRUMP: Oh, I hear it's - yes, I hear it's a very serious problem. Sure.
(CROSSTALK)
HERRIDGE: - with his son's business interests?
TRUMP: I'm hearing it's a major scandal, major problem. Very bad things happened, and we'll see
what that is. They even have him on tape, talking about it. They have Joe Biden on tape talking
about the prosecutor. And I've seen that tape. A lot of people are talking about that tape, but that's
up to them. They have to solve that problem.
HERRDIGE: You retweeted a story from "The New York Times" today.
TRUMP: On what?
HERRIDGE: On Biden, the former vice president TRUMP: About that - or about Ukraine?
HERRIDGE: - Ukraine?
TRUMP: Yes.
HERRIDGE: Ukraine, yes.
TRUMP: Yes - no, I think it's a big problem for him.
HERRIDGE: This is not fake news on that story?
TRUMP: It might not be. I hope for him it is fake news. I don't think it is.
HERRIDGE: I know that we want to wrap up, but I just have a few more questions TRUMP: Go ahead.
HERRIDGE: - if that's OK? Thank you very much. I just want to be clear on Don McGahn, under
what circumstances would you allow him to testify to Congress about the special counsel
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investigation?
TRUMP: Well, I've had him testifying already for 30 hours.
HERRIDGE: Was the answer no TRUMP: And it's really - so I don't think I can let him and then tell everybody else you can't, because
- especially him, because he was a counsel. So they've testified for many hours, all of them, many,
many, many people.
(CROSSTALK)
HERRIDGE: So as far as you're concerned, it's really kind of done? It's not (CROSSTALK)
TRUMP: I can't say well, one can and the others can't.
HERRIDGE: OK. So is it done?
TRUMP: I would say it's done. We both knew this. Nobody has ever done what I've done. I've given
total transparency. It's never happened before like this.
HERRIDGE: So Congress should be TRUMP: They HERRIDGE: Congress should be TRUMP: -- they shouldn't be looking anymore. This is all - it's done. Even my finances, it must've
been looked at for $35 million. I assume they looked at my taxes. I assume that Mueller looked at
my financial statements.
For $35 million and having 20 people plus 49 FBI agents and all of the staff and all of the money
that was spent, they - I assume they looked at my taxes, which are fine. And I assume - except
they are under audit, by the way. I will tell you that officially, because HERRIDGE: And the New York attorney general's coming at you pretty hard.
TRUMP: Well, she campaigned on the fact that "Oh, I'm going to get Trump. I'm going to get
Trump." So right there, she's precluded from doing anything. I mean can you imagine somebody
campaigning who doesn't know anything about me? And she's campaigning on that fact.
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So I assume that, for the $35 million, they've gone through everything - my taxes, my financial
statements, which are phenomenal. They've got through everything, and I'm so clean. Think of it.
After two and a half years and all of that money spent, nothing. Very few people could have
sustained that.
HERRIDGE: I'm getting the wrap up signal, but if I could get two more questions in.
TRUMP: No, I've got to go but we'll do another one.
HERRIDGE: OK. Yes. Can I -- all right -(CROSSTALK)
TRUMP: I have that group waiting for me.
HERRIDGE: Yes. Can I just do -- can I do just one final question.
TRUMP: Go ahead. One more.
HERRIDGE: OK. How did the deputy attorney general explain media reports that he discussed
secretly recording you and invoking the 25th Amendment?
TRUMP: I don't know -- I don't know what happened. I mean that ...
HERRIDGE: Did he have a phone call with you about it? Did he explain it on Air Force One?
TRUMP: I mean honestly I'd much rather have you ask him that question. It sounds a little bit
farfetched frankly but a lot of things in this case are far-fetched. But I got along with him, and I think
that question you'd probably have to ask him.
HERRIDGE: OK. Is there anything you want to add?
TRUMP: No, I think it's fine
HERRIDGE: OK. All right. Thank you very much for the opportunity. I hope we'll be able to do it
again.
TRUMP: Thank you. Good. We will do it again. Thank you Catherine. I appreciate it.
HERRIDGE: Thank you. Thank you very much.
TRUMP: Appreciate it.
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(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
HOWARD KURTZ, HOST: On" MediaBuzz" this Sunday, Robert Mueller's prosecutors leaked words to
The New York Times that their findings are far more negative toward President Trump than the
attorney general summary says.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
RACHEL MADDOW, MSNBC HOST: You mean to tell me that maybe the Mueller report isn't exactly
as exciting and positive and exculpatory for the president as the Trump administration and
conservative media and congressional Republicans would have you believe? Really? Who could
have seen this coming?

UNIDENTIFIED MALE: If Bill Barr in any meaningful or significant way had mischaracterized the
bottom lines of Robert Mueller, I think we would have heard from Robert Mueller saying that is not
true.
LAURA INGRAHAM, FOX NEWS HOST: OK. So now we're to believe that the sainted figure Mueller
has become either muzzled or in some way manipulated? Fat chance.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
KURTZ: Is the press trapped by the spinning of unnamed sources? Rudy Giuliani, the president's
personal lawyer, will be here. The media deeply divided over Joe Biden as women accuse him of
unwanted touching with liberal pundits who know him leading the defense.
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(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
JOE BIDEN, FORMER VICE PRESIDENT: I'm sorry I didn't understand more. I'm not sorry for any of
my intentions. I'm not sorry for anything that I have ever done. I've never been disrespectful,
intentionally, to a man or a woman.
MIKA BRZEZINSKI, MSNBC HOST: He is a nice guy, he's not a predator, and this is ridiculous. And
Democrats and those on the left who want to tweet me today and go nuts and get all woke, you're
eating your young.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
KURTZ: But commentators on the left who find the former VP insufficiently liberal along with some
conservatives are far more critical of his conduct.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE: I'm not sure that somebody who is so out of step with where this sort of
energy in the Democratic Party is needs to get into this race and sort of swim against the tide, right?
UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE: If he were pushing policies right now more progressive than where the
Democratic Party is or even on the more progressive end of where the Democratic Party is, that
would be one thing.
UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE: If this was a Republican, it would be called groping. He would be
disqualified from ever running from public office. Again SEAN HANNITY, FOX NEWS HOST: Creepy, crazy Uncle Joe Biden, he's facing a serious backlash for,
you guessed it, being creepy.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
KURTZ: Does the press give you the benefit of the doubt when you're a Washington insider? Plus,
journalists are accusing the president of reversing himself on health care and on closing the
borders. He dismisses that. Who is right here? I'm Howard Kurtz and this is "MediaBuzz."
The media anxiously in some cases breathlessly await the Russia report. The New York Times says
that some of Bob Mueller's investigators believe William Barr failed to portray their findings as more
troubling for the president than he indicated, that according to government officials and others
familiar with their simmering frustrations.
And joining me now here in Studio One is Rudy Giuliani, the president's personal lawyer, welcome.
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RUDY GIULIANI, PERSONAL LAWYER OF PRESIDENT DONALD TRUMP, FORMER NEW YORK
MAYOR: Howard, how are you?
KURTZ: I'm great. Some of these unnamed sources telling the Times that the Barr summary doesn't
reflect damaging evidence they say they have on the president. Are you concerned first of all about
these leaks?
GIULIANI: I'm very concerned about the leaks. I'm not concerned about the report. I would like the
whole report to be out. I think we can handle it. I think it will show that the president didn't do any of
the things he has been accused of.
KURTZ: Let me stop you right there. You would like the whole GIULIANI: I would like the whole report out. I mean, I can't do that because I can't deal -KURTZ: I understand.
GIULIANI: -- with the grand jury-KURTZ: The president wants the whole report out.
GIULIANI: Of course, he does.
KURTZ: And without redactions?
GIULIANI: The president will be very satisfied if the whole thing came up but it's up to the attorney
general. I'm not --1 am a lawyer and I realize that Democrats are exploiting the fact that the A.G. is in
a difficult position. There is grand jury secrecy. There is classification. Their reputation is used to
consider on (ph) their ongoing investigation.
KURTZ: Right.
GIULIANI: But putting that aside, that leak really indicates all you need to know about Mueller's
prosecutors. Leaking like that and they don't leak, that's been the biggest canard in this
investigation. KURTZ: Journalists who covered the investigation said that was a very tight ship. But
until now, clearly there has been -GIULIANI: Journalists covering the investigation would call me up and say, "We just got this from the
special counsel's office, how do you respond to it?" It could have only come from the special
counsel's office. There are memos they only had that were put out.
KURTZ: Why-
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GIULIANI: How about CNN being there when Roger Stone's house was raided in the early morning
hours? KURTZ: CNN says it wasn't tipped off by Mueller.
GIULIANI Oh, they just kind of figured they were going to be there that day? So, OK -KURTZ: Why(CROSSTALK)
KURTZ: - if the story is true, why shouldn't the newspaper report that Mueller's prosecutors feel that
this is not an adequate GIULIANI: There's something wrong with the prosecutor. But here is what it tells me. It tells me they
don't have anything. Because if they were malicious enough to do that and they had a smoking gun,
they wouldn't just say in general, you know, it's very damaging. They would have said -- in fact, a
good reporter would have asked, give me an example.
KURTZ: They might have asked.
GIULIANI: But they didn't get an answer.
KURTZ: Right.
GIULIANI: Because there isn't anything.
(LAUGHTER)
KURTZ: Well, sources close to Barr say that he is unhappy in the same Time story being put in the
position having to decide on whether to indict on obstruction because Mueller essentially punted on
that front (ph). But here is the thing. House Democrats, as you know, mayor, have moved to
subpoena the report and - but the White House has a problem with that.
GIULIANI: The White House has problem with their getting the report?
KURTZ: Getting the report with the grand jury information in there on theory that -GIULIANI: That's up to the A.G.
KURTZ: - they will protect it and not -GIULIANI: Well, they are not going to protect it.
KURTZ: You don't think so?
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GIULIANI: Have they ever protected anything in the last five or six years? I mean, look, this is a joke.
This is like Jerry Nadler and Cummings and - they all decided he should be impeached a year ago, a
year ago. Nadler was overheard on the train lining up the impeachment.
KURTZ: But there's no serious talk of impeachment now, according to Nancy Pelosi.
GIULIANI: But they prejudged the president -- collusion, collusion, collusion. I was just on with Jerry
Nadler. He still thinks there may be evidence of collusion, could have been clear on collusion. So,
you're really asking the president in all the circumstances of subpoena to go before a kangaroo
court.
It is like saying, oh, you know, I'm going to execute you but I will you a trial first. That's essentially
how unfair they've been, nothing like Watergate. When Watergate was going on, the committees
were circumspect, were judicious. They had the Watergate report for 37 years and it never leaked.
These guys can't hold on to a piece of paper for two days before it leaked.
KURTZ: Are you accusing the House Judiciary Committee controlled now by Democrats, obviously
there are Republicans -GIULIANI: Of being biased?
KURTZ: Of running a kangaroo court.
GIULIANI: Of course. Nadler shoot his mouth off too much. There are too many quotes from him.
Let's just talk about the House Judiciary Committee. They have a fire house. The other
congressman who announced that he's guilty of collusion, that they have evidence of collusion,
where is the evidence of collusion? Why aren't they called to account for lying? Cohen goes before
the House of Representatives.
KURTZ: Michael Cohen.
GIULIANI: He commits perjury at least five times, two of them demonstrable.
KURTZ: He is going to jail.
GIULIANI: He should go to jail for that perjury and not for the earlier perjury.
KURTZ: There is another charge of line to Congress.
GIULIANI: I don't see Cummings asking for him to be prosecuted. Remember Cummings to the
beginning of the hearing said to him, "If you lie now, we will throw the book at you." He lied once,
twice, three times, four times. I got tapes to prove his lying. I don't see Cummings throwing the book
at him.
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KURTZ: Where are these tapes? Are you going to provide these tapes?
GIULIANI: He has them. Chris Cuomo - he said, "I never asked for a job." I could play Chris Cuomo's
tape saying, "I asked for the job of chief of staff to the president of the United States." Direct lie.
Direct perjury. It is -- it is required really when somebody cooperates and then they lie after that a
prosecutor prosecutes.
KURTZ: Speaking GIULIANI: That is part of the prosecution agreement.
KURTZ: You were on with Chris Cuomo. You said that he should apologize and CNN should
apologize for their coverage of the Mueller -GIULIANI: Absolutely.
KURTZ: Why?
GIULIANI: Collusion, collusion, collusion, collusion, blockbuster. Papadopoulos, blockbuster, it's
going to show collusion. Manafort, blockbuster, going to show collusion. Eight times, nine times.
Totally biased, prejudice reporting, creating hysteria over what turns out to be something that's not
true. KURTZ: I've been critical of the coverage saying that at times it was overwrought and
overhyped. I'm talking about all media coverage here. But on the other hand, this was an
investigation authorized by the president on deputy attorney general, 37 indictments. I've covered
investigations but nobody ended up getting charged. It doesn't mean the stories were illegitimate.
And yet you say the networks should apologize.
GIULIANI: They should apologize of overhyping the case.
KURTZ: Yeah.
GIULIANI: For not giving balanced coverage. NBC puts out the Lester Holt interview -KURTZ: This is the one right after James Corney was fired, right after Corney was fired.
GIULIANI: I just did it this morning. If you go on CNBC and you Google it, you just get the first part of
the interview. You got to go to the transcript to get the second part of the interview. It is on the
second part of the interview where he completely exculpates himself by saying, "I believe that by
doing this, I was going to extend the investigation and make it longer."
How can you be obstructing an investigation? You just extend it by firing - - by firing Corney. But they
leave that out. They don't emphasize that. They bury it. In the first time they covered it, they buried. I
can give you so many examples of that, my god. The coverage was so biased that it is
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embarrassing. They should have apologized. They painted him as guilty before he was proven
innocent.
KURTZ: Well, during the coverage, you appeared on just about every network as the president's
personal lawyer. During that time, you took a lot of personal criticism from the press. I mean, look,
there were some missteps where you had to come up with clarifying statements. Rudy is not good
advocate for the president. Do you feel looking back that you were diverting heat from Donald
Trump?
GIULIANI: No. I felt like they tried to twist everything you say in a way that they wouldn't have done to
Avenatti. I can go on interview with one of them. One of them will be given by the press, softball
question, never interrupt. I go on, they begin to interrupt immediately. I can tell. I'm not a jerk. I
understand their bias.
Look at Rachel Maddow's face just when - look at how happy she was that maybe there is some
evidence of collusion. As an American citizen, she should be upset that there's evidence of
collusion. As an American citizen, they should be happy that the president didn't do anything wrong
with the Russians. KURTZ: I think that -GIULIANI: They don't want to give it up.
KURTZ: - whether you support the president or not, I think that outcome is good -GIULIANI: These people want political.
KURTZ: You're saying this is a double standard. You're saying you have been interviewed in a far
more, shall we say, prosecutorial fashion than people on the other side. You're not saying that you
haven't made any mistakes in this process.
GIULIANI: Of course, I've made mistakes. How can you not make mistakes with something as
difficult as this? I do think they have to credit the fact that we got a pretty darn good result. The guys
that represented Bill Clinton walked him in perjury case.
KURTZ: That led to impeachment.
GIULIANI: Yeah.
KURTZ: And acquittal.
GIULIANI: We don't have a perjury. I'm going to tell you why. First of all, the president was telling the
truth. Number two is we really avoided him going before a bunch of very angry, rabid Hillary Clinton
supporting Democrats. Hey, I'm not making that up.
KURTZ: OK, but that's fine.
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GIULIANI: One of them on that staff was counsel to the Clinton Foundation. That's ridiculous.
KURTZ: But if you look at the record of Mueller --you spent a lot of time and the president of the
United States spent a lot time attacking Bob Mueller. You had high opinion of him before. In the end,
he said he found no collusion. He made no recommendation on obstruction of justice. In the end,
you have to acknowledge now that he was fair.
GIULIANI: The result is fair. The way they conducted the process wasn't fair, not at all.
KURTZ: If the process wasn't fair, how did it lead to a result you're pleased with?
GIULIANI: Isn't that even better evidence that he's innocent? They tried very hard to frame an
innocent man and they weren't able to do it. Do you know how many times they brought Manafort in
from solitary confinement and told him he was lying because he wasn't implicating the president?
Maybe 13. Thank god, the man has some principles and there is no evidence to corroborate it. But
they tried everything they could.
KURTZ: Right.
GIULIANI: Listen to Jerome Corsi. What they did to him?
KURTZ: Right, I got to get -GIULIANI: How about morning raids on Manafort and Stone? These are not normal prosecutorial
and investigative processes in a white collar crime case. This is what you do at a terrorist case.
KURTZ: I got to get to a break.
GIULIANI: And you get criticized by the Times for doing it.
KURTZ: I got to get to break. But just to clarify, Paul Manafort is going to prison after two different -GIULIANI: He should go to prison for -KURTZ: But these are unrelated crimes to any collusion.
GIULIANI: You still don't keep in solitary confinement to try to crack him. That's what you do with a
terrorist. KURTZ: More with Rudy Giuliani in just a moment as we get into more of this coverage, the
subpoenas from the House, and we will talk about Joe Biden a bit as well. Later, the media furor
over the former vice president and the women accusing him of making them uncomfortable.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
KURTZ: More now with former New York Mayor Rudy Giuliani. Joe Biden, you have worked with him
for many years, taken a lot of axe (ph) from the media this past week, eight different women saying
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he engaged in unwanted touching and kissing. As you know, because you were involved in the
Stormy Daniels's case, the president has been accused of much worse.
The New York Times news story says President Trump, ignoring his own troubled history with
women and bragging about sexual misconduct, went after Joe Biden. Is it fair game to bring that in
in the Biden story?
GIULIANI: I like Joe. I've known him for a long time, worked on the crime bill with him. I know him
since 1981.
KURTZ: Crime bill was -GIULIANI: The crime bill that some of the Democrats want to run away from now.
KURTZ: Yeah.
GIULIANI: Clinton passed it. I always liked him very much. I feel bad. It seems to me that these
things --1 haven't heard one yet that goes over the line and -- look, I come from an Italian family and I
have some relatives -KURTZ: Yeah.
GIULIANI: That love to hug.
KURTZ: We didn't hug before.
GIULIANI: No, we didn't hug. I hug men. I mean, I'm a hugger.
KURTZ: Right.
GIULIANI: When I was mayor, I used to hug people all of the time. KURTZ: It sounds like you think
he's getting a bum deal here.
GIULIANI: Yeah. And I feel sorry about his involvement in the Ukraine thing. Let me tell you my
interest in that. I got information about three or four months ago that a lot of the explanations for
how this whole phoney investigation started will be in the Ukraine, that there were a group of people
in the Ukraine that were working to help Hillary Clinton and were colluding really (LAUGHTER)
GIULIANI: -- with the Clinton campaign. And it stems around the ambassador and the embassy,
being used for political purposes. So I began getting some people that were coming forward and
telling me about that. And then all of a sudden, they revealed the story about Burisma and Biden's
son Biden's son -https://www.foxnews.com/transcript/giu!lani-s!ams-.mue!ler-leak
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KURTZ: Let me just say this to the audience. This is a big Ukrainian gas company. Biden's son,
Hunter, served on the board.
GIULIANI: About four, five years.
KURTZ: Yeah. When he was vice president, he actually bragged about this after being in office. He
bragged about pressuring Ukraine's president to firing a top prosecutor who was being criticized on
a whole bunch of areas but was conducting investigation of this gas company which Hunter Biden
served as a director.
My question to you since you brought this up, why would the former vice president of the United
States brag about this publicly if he had something to hide as far as the dealings -GIULIANI: Because -- who knows? But the reality is you just left out a fact that he did. His son was
under investigation by that very prosecutor at the time.
KURTZ: His son or the company -GIULIANI: No, no, no. His son is a named individual in the investigation. His son was on the board.
He was making a million dollars a year from the company, a big shot in the company. He was
running the company for a while.
KURTZ: Your contention -GIULIANI: It's not my contention.
KURTZ: Hold on.
GIULIANI: There are two facts -KURTZ: I have another -- let me ask the question first. You say the media is not giving this much
attention. In 2015, The New York Times has a headline. "Joe Biden, His Son and the Case Against a
Ukrainian Oligarch."
(LAUGHTER)
KURTZ: Talked about Hunter being on the board of the company, talked about -- raised questions
about the vice president.
GIULIANI: Right.
KURTZ: So my point is it hasn't been completely ignored. It's a murky situation.
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GIULIANI: Ignored. That's the best evidence that they don't give fair coverage. They never followed
up on it. So what happened after that? The company went under investigation. The company is
considered one of the most crooked companies in Ukraine. The owner of the company is a fugitive,
Zlochevsky.
Hunter Biden stays on the board, gets millions of dollars a year, while President Obama names him
the point man. So Hunter Biden goes on the board two months after Obama names Vice President
Biden the point man for Ukraine.
And then the prosecutor is dismissed. The case is taken away from the prosecutor.
KURTZ: Right.
GIULIANI: Given to court that was put together by Soros people.
KURTZ: We are running out ohime.
GIULIANI: And they dropped the case.
KURTZ: You are bringing this up now because Joe Biden is about to run for president.
GIULIANI: I'm bringing it up now because I want Ukraine - I don't care about Joe Biden. I want that
Ukraine investigated. Because I think in the Ukraine, we are going to find a lot of answers for how
the Steel dossier was put together, how Manafort -KURTZ: Mayor -GIULIANI: -- case was revised (ph).
KURTZ: Last question. The president you work for runs the Justice Department. The Justice
Department is free to investigate this if there is a case there.
GIULIANI: The Justice Department should investigate this. But it's up to them to take hold of it. So
far, there has been no serious investigation of how these phony allegations started. Did a foreign
government help in the development of this? How many Ukrainians were involved? Was the
embassy in the Ukraine involved in helping to develop some of this evidence? That's all very, very
important to pointing out where this started. This was a frame up. Old fashioned frame up.
KURTZ: On that note, Rudy Giuliani, great to have you here in Washington. Thanks very much. Ahead,
after days of being battled by the press, Joe Bi den defends himself and that is not stopping the
story. But on deck, our panel weighs in on Bob Mueller's prosecutors complaining about the attorney
general and a major leak to The New York Times.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
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KURTZ: Joining us now to analyze the coverage of the Mueller report and the leak to The New York
Times about his prosecutors being frustrated and unhappy: Mollie Hemingway, senior editor at The
Federalist and a Fox News contributor; Gillian Turner, a Fox News correspondent here in
Washington; and Mo Elleithee, a former Democratic official and Fox News contributor who runs
Georgetown University's Institute of Politics.
Mollie, just as I asked Rudy Giuliani, journalists say that Mueller has run a pretty tight ship
throughout this two-year investigation. Suddenly, clearly, there are leakers who are basically saying,
hey, we got a lot of bad stuff on Donald Trump and Barr's letter didn't reflect that.
MOLLIE HEMINGWAY, FOX NEWS CONTRIBUTOR, SENIOR EDITOR AT THE FEDERALIST: Right.
Well, first off, I do agree that the lack of leaking was a false story. We knew what was going on with
the special counsel including that it was really about obstruction of justice as opposed to Russia
because they were talking to reporters KURTZ: Sometimes defense lawyers talk to reporters.
HEMINGWAY: Sure, sure, but I think that's just an overblown statement that they weren't leaking.
What's interesting here and I thought in the second paragraph of that New York Times story, you
have this Mueller affiliate saying they are upset that they didn't get to set the narrative.
The fact that they think setting the narrative is an important part of their role I think is something
that should be looked at more critically and is not just sort of dispassionate law enforcement angle.
They wanted to -- they wanted to smear the president essentially with what they have done in their
report. I think that's a very interesting thing and worthy of coverage. I think these media reports
actually do show that story pretty well.
KURTZ: Gillian, as I mentioned, William Barr's circle is leaking too, saying he didn't like being put in
the position of having to make a prosecutorial call on part of this. So, I think it's true that
prosecutors are frustrated. They think that Barr summary has framed the media debate and the
more time goes on, the more that could be set in stone, so they are using the press to fight back.
GILLIAN TURNER, FOX NEWS CORRESPONDENT: If we are going to base the story solely on
reporting, then we have to accept the fact that two things can be true at one time, maybe they are,
maybe they are not in this case, but within hours of that New York Times story going to print the
other day, Fox News own justice team got new reporting of their own from Justice Department
officials affiliated with Mueller's team pushing back against the specifics, the particular allegations
in that story.
They said it's not true that many people who worked for Mueller or that even some people who
worked for Mueller are unhappy with the report and how Barr chose -- what he chose to highlight.
KURTZ: Right.
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TURNER: What he chose to share. That's not true. The team is largely happy. So, there are two
conflicting sources of reporting here. This is how journalism works, right? It doesn't mean that
anybody-- one report doesn't negate the other. We just have to be able to hold two things that
arrived (ph) at once.
KURTZ: The president, Mo, tweeting again about The New York Times and media coverage being
unfair. Let's put up on the screen one from the other day in which he says, "The New York Times had
no legitimate sources, which would be totally illegal, concerning the Mueller report. In fact, they
probably had no sources at all. They are a fake newspaper who have already been forced to
apologize for their incorrect and very bad reporting on me."
The Times actually has not apologized to President Trump but did express some regret in how they
covered the 2016 election. This is something the president often does. He questions whether
unnamed sources even exist.
MO ELLEITHEE, FOX NEWS CONTRIBUTOR: Yeah. I think there's a tweet maybe this morning or
yesterday in which he attacks the leaks from Mueller's shop while at the same time attacking the
media for making -- manufacturing sources. So, there's a littler disconnect there.
KURTZ: OK.
ELLEITHEE: Look, I am tired of having a conversation about a report that no one has seen yet. I am
tired of the Justice Department and the president declaring victory when no one has had a chance
to read it yet. I am tired of -KURTZ: Including the White House.
ELLEITHEE: Including the White House. I am tired of people who are asserting that there's more in
there than Barr is saying who haven't read it yet. I am tired of this whole conversation. I want to see
the report. You know, the president has not been let off the hook in my mind until I've read the
report. KURTZ: Well -ELLEITHEE: We haven't seen it yet. Let us see it.
KURTZ: Mollie, you say that Mueller's prosecution is not being in the business of worrying about
framing a media narrative, but isn't Barr and the Justice Department doing the same thing? Was it
inevitable once they decided through the summary that that might frame a narrative that might be
more helpful for to President Trump? HEMINGWAY: Well, no, unless you think that they were wrong
when they said that there were no indictments coming out at the end of the probe.
KURTZ: Obviously, that must be true.
HEMINGWAY: I agree. I want to see everything that's in this report as well. But we do know that it
ended without a single American, much less a single American close to the Trump campaign being
https://www.foxnews.com/transcript/giu!iani-s!ams-mueller-1eak
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indicted for treasonous collusion with Russia. And this is why those anonymous sources are so
important.
For many years, we've had anonymous sources alleging that they had great deal of evidence. They
selectively leaked certain types of information. And they created the story that there were all these
bombshells that we were going to have the president indicted for collusion with Russia. That's why
those anonymous sources are so bad. And that is why the media needs to be much more careful
about just receiving these leaks without being more critical of them.
KURTZ: I think that's a fair point. Very quick point.
TURNER: The White House a little bit is trying to have its cake and eat it too in this instance. They
are trying to say because Mueller found no evidence of collusion, the whole thing, the whole
investigation was legitimate. But if they have found collusion, they would have been saying the
entire thing was illegitimate.
KURTZ: All right. I got to get a commercial break in here. But ahead, the president visits the border
as the press says he has backed off his threat to shut it down. First, Joe Biden faces reporters for
the first time since numerous women accused him of inappropriate touching. We will look at
media's handling of that sensitive story, next.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
KURTZ: Joe Biden has been doing it for many years, the kissing and the hugging and the touching,
all in plain sight. But in the days since Nevada Democrat Lucy Flores and seven other women have
accused him of inappropriate touching, the media furor prompted the former VP to defend himself.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE: In my brain I just kept thinking the vice president of the United States
smelling me, the vice president of the United States is touching me, is kissing me, and I just don't, I
just don't know what to do. I kind of felt frozen.
UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE: Do you think you owe these women a direct apology who have come
forward so far?
BIDEN: Well, look, I --the fact of the matter is I made it clear if I made anyone feel comfortable, I feel
badly about that, it was never my attention ever, ever.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
KURTZ: Mollie, Joe Biden was subjected to mocking over the years, we've all seen the pictures and
the video, Uncle Joe, has the press been too easy on the former vice president?
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HEMINGWAY: I don't know, I think there's just like a lack of consistency in how we talk about these
things and there's a confusion about how to talk about human touching and we don't have a good
way of understanding distinctions between inappropriate or unwanted touching and sexual assault.
And it would be just important I think for people not to buy this one type of human engage mint over
another. Some people are friendly and touchy, other people are not so. So much that way, and in
fact, very much don't like it. You don't want to privilege robotic stoicism over a more personal touch.
KURTZ: Right. Gillian, the media seem to be grappling in these debates about Biden with this
question, where is the line between harassment, and none of these women have said they felt
anything was sexual on Biden's part and touching, and the kind of unwanted kissing or touching
head rubbing or whatever that invades their space and that offends them.
GILLIAN TURNER, FOX NEWS CORRESPONDENT: I think the consensus based on what these
women themselves have said, I would take away from that that whatever he did made them feel
uncomfortable.
KURTZ: Sure.
TURNER: The problem is that we look for a line that, you know, men and women can potentially
cross and when it comes to violating people's personal space, all the way from violating that space
to sexual assault, the line falls in a different sort of place for each individual.
So, it's very hard to come up -- I would like, like Mollie, I would like the media to come up with a
consensus by which to evaluate these accusations but I don't know that that's possible to do that.
KURTZ: And do you think, Mo, given that none of the women and I'm sure they'll be a few more, even
Biden said that, is alleging groping or sexual assault that the heavy coverage is justified. I mean, this
been a huge story this week.
MO ELLEITHEE, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY INSTITUTE OF POLITICS &
PUBLIC SERVICE: This whole incident has kind of -- I think it's pushing us to think about what began
with Me -- hash tag Me Too movement and broadening the conversation.
This isn't about the same thing; this isn't about harassment or misconduct or assault. This is about I
think now a discussion in part of touchiness and everything that was already said, but also, you
know, just the gender dynamic in the workplace and the fact that he has culturally, you can have
some interactions with people where you maybe are a little bit more open to -- to touching.
I've been to Europe where people who I just met will embrace me KURTZ: Yes.
ELLEITHEE: -- and kiss me on both cheeks -https://www.foxnews.com/transcript/giu!iani-s!ams-mueller-leak
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(CROSSTALK)
KURTZ: Yes, it's their culture.
ELLEITHEE: -- and off putting to me, right?
KURTZ: Yes.
ELLEITHEE: But it's a different thing. But in the office, if I were to walk up to a woman who works for
me and just start rubbing her shoulders or kissing her on the back of the head, I would be reported
to H.R Now, I'm not saying -(CROSSTALK)
KURTZ: Because the corporate culture is different. Right.
ELLEITHEE: --1 am not saying that --1 don't doubt the vice president's intentions at all. I mean, we all
know that he's that kind of a guy.
KURTZ: yes.
ELLEITHEE: I'm a big fan of his, but do I think it's opening up now a conversation about that gender
dynamic in the workplace and what is appropriate and where do we have to pull back.
KURTZ: Gillian, candidates have to learn how to deal with the media in 2019. Joe Biden hasn't run on
his own but it hasn't a long time. So, he waited several days, put out a couple of mild statements
that he didn't do it. Then he made a video and he gave a speech here in Washington which he
started with a joke about hugging, and the networks broke away when (Inaudible) wasn't talking
anymore.
And then a bunch of reporters gathered around and he took questions and he looked kind of
hesitant and he was trying to defend himself. All of that, this is not a judgment on the substance but
seem really slow to me. The media moved so much more quickly now.
TURNER: Yes, and that's a product of all the discussion, the Me Too discussions that we've been
having for the last two years since -- since the 2016 campaign. Every time a woman speaks out
about being physically uncomfortable it's like the media descends and wants to pick everything
apart. I don't know candidly whether that's a good thing or helpful thing or not.
KURTZ: All right, now President Trump on a couple of occasions has seen fed to mock Joe Biden
and the problems he's going through. Here's what he said the other day.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)

https://www.foxnews.com/transcript/giu!iani-slams-mue!ler~leak

AB

17/27

39-405

01/18/2020

449
112/2020

Giuliani slams Mueller leak I Fox News

PRESIDENT DONALD TRUMP: I said general, come here, give me kiss, I felt like Joe Biden. Sure.
(APPLAUSE)
TRUMP: But I meant it.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
KURTZ: The president also put up video that kind of makes fun of Biden. We can show that to you
while we talk, Mollie. So, the press is sort of saying, well maybe Donald Trump ought to stay away
on these subjects since he's had lots of accusations of more serious misconduct with women
which he denies.
HEMINGWAY: But it's fine absolutely to bring up Donald Trump's relationship with women, it's
important to be accurate when defining those relationships which the media struggle to be accurate
in describing those things.
But also I think what's interesting here as you see with Donald Trump, he tends to make light of or
make fun of candidates on the left, he seems less constricted and when he's talking about them and
not - and that in the media conversation you have a lot of rule and fears about handling things
properly and part of Donald Trump's appeal, I think, and this would be interesting as it goes in 2020
race is seeing how comfortable he is just kind of joking about these things and not being afraid to
talk about them.
KURTZ: Right. He does communicate a little bit differently and said, he goes into areas where the
press is shock --shocked.
Let me get a break here, up next, why some media liberals are defending the former vice president
and the way he touches women and others announcing, is it really about politics. And later,
Christiane Amanpour says there should be limits on what crowds can say at campaign rallies,
really?
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
KURTZ: As the television pundits have debated Joe Biden's overly intrusive behavior with women,
the former V.P. has gotten a big boost from those who know him and like his politics and even
conservatives who don't like his politics.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE: There were times where he would grab my hand in meetings to make a
point, there were times he probably has kissed the back of my head. I never thought anything of
that. I didn't find it creepy.
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SAMANTHA VINOGRAD, CNN NATIONAL SECURITY ANALYST: For over a decade, I watch him direct
so many resources, so many efforts, so much of his staff's time to actually empowering women and
preventing violence against women.
LAURA INGRAHAM, FOX NEWS HOST: And he put his hands, both hands on my shoulders and he
said, guys on the streets, Ingraham, you're my favorite of the right-wing crazies, or something like
that to that effect. And he looked at me and said, how are you doing and he was funny. It didn't
bother me one bit.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
KURTZ: So, Mollie, I'm seeing a real divide here between media liberals who know Biden who like
Biden and support policies and politics and others who I would call just sort of Uber liberals, the
progressives wing of the Democratic Party who are using this or are they using this because he's
not progressive enough.
HEMINGWAY: I think there is a political subtext here, and I think about this in part because I wrote
about his touchiness five years ago and I remember -(CROSSTALK)
KURTZ: You're way ahead.
HEMINGWAY: -- thinking that if he were a liberal, he would have been absolutely --1 mean, if he were
a conservative he'd be destroyed for this type of behavior because the media tend to have a higher
standard or they tend to be less forgiving of people on the right.
And I think what's happening here is that he's coming in a way of some more preferable or more
liberal candidates, people to his left. And so, I think that means to be part of the conversation to
understanding why are we talking about this now, it was on full display throughout the Obama
administration.
And I think the fact that nobody is asking the Obamas about what they think about this is
interesting. The fact that the Obamas have not talked about it is very interesting. But also, not
thinking about who is pushing this campaign against Joe Biden right now and for what reason?
KURTZ: Right. By the way, Lucy Flores the former Nevada assemblywoman who started this by
coming forward about a five-year-old incident, she said in one of the interviews that she didn't like
Biden's position on abortion, that he had been wobbling on it years earlier, so there is ideological
subject.
Gillian, you worked in the Obama White House, as well as the Bush White House, you know Joe
Biden and there's actually a picture of the first time that you were introduced. let's put that up on the
screen. What was that encounter like?
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TURNER: So, you can't see in the way that we've got the photo crop but the reason we were talking
about the photo earlier today is because he did have his hand around my waist in the picture which
you could see if we had the whole thing up there.
It was the first time I ever met Vice President Biden. I was a staffer at the White House at the
National Security Council. We met, it was - it was later, I think, in 2009, first meeting ever and he -(CROSSTALK)
KURTZ: And what did he said to you?
TURNER: And he said, you're beautiful and he put his hand around my waist and we took a photo
together. Did it make me uncomfortable? No. But do I remember it 10 years later because it was out
of the norm of my other experiences at the White House, yes.
And so I think it's a perfect example of the kind of conversation that people are now starting to have
about him which is that he does have markedly different behaviors than a lot of other government
officials and it's up to, I think, every woman to make a determination about how they feel about their
interactions with him.
KURTZ: Mo, is it fair to question the timing without being insensitive at all to women who are upset
by Biden's behavior. Well, there is one woman who wrote piece in the Washington Post, saying, you
know, she's very proud of the picture where they are touching foreheads but now, she has different
thoughts.
But is it fair to question the timing of those who are coming forward now five or sometimes 10
years after these incidents knowing full well it will impact with Biden about to jump at the race?
ELLEITHEE: Yes, I mean, I don't know. I think we are now at the point where --1 mean, obviously it's
going to come out now. Right? The guy is thinking about running for president.
KURTZ: Yes.
ELLEITHEE: So obviously, it's going to come out now. If he were to have faded off into the distance,
I'm sure any -KURTZ: Sure.
ELLEITHEE: -- sure any of those would come, right?
KURTZ: Yes.
ELLEITHEE: having said that, though, one, I believe that, you know, if someone is going to raise an
allegation we ought to listen to the allegation. If someone is going to listen, raise that concern we
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ought to listen and respect the concern and I do think we are way past time, way past time to start
having these conversations about these dynamics in the workplace.
KURTZ: Are some of Bide n's critics or some of these women using this as proxy to say, you know
what, he's out of touch with the culture, he's 76, he's really too old to run for president because he
does things that maybe were considered more acceptable in earlier generations.
HEMINGWAY: I wonder if that's --1 mean, because I don't think the issue is about women coming
forward but how much attention the media are giving to it or how much how one-sided that media
attention is. I do wonder if this isn't a proxy for having a conversation about age. It's very difficult to
have those conversations. Two of the front runners, Joe Bi den and Bernie Sanders would be older
going into the presidency than Reagan was when he left.
KURTZ: He left, that's 77, yes.
HEMINGWAY: But you don't want --1 mean, it is that kind of inappropriate to say too much about
that, so I think sometimes these conversations are ways to talk about concerns that reporters have
rather than addressing it head on.
KURTZ: Yes, and it's also just a juicy story for reporters because it takes us into a realm that
probably, it gets a lot of ratings and I think I'm giving it myself the last word.
Mo Elleithee, Gillian Turner, Mollie Hemingway, great to see you all this Sunday.
After the break, the press slamming the president for changing his mind on Obama care, on closing
the border. Is that a fair critique? Stay with us.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
KURTZ: President Trump has sort of stunned the press by saying he would try yet again to abolish
Obamacare and make the GOP the party of health care. The press blew the whistle saying he has no
plan. And days later Trump said the vote wouldn't come until after the 2020 election.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE: Did Mitch McConnell ask you to delay this?
TRUMP: No. I want to delay it myself. I want to put it after the election because we don't have the
House.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
KURTZ: The president also made headlines with the shifting rhetoric on the Mexican border.
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(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
TRUMP: They'll close it. We'll keep it close for a long time. I'm not playing games. Mexico has to
stop it.
We're going to give them a one-year warning and if the drugs don't stop or largely stop, we are going
put tariffs on Mexico and products, in particular, cars, and if that doesn't stop the drugs, we close
the border.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
KURTZ: Joining us now David Martosko, White House correspondent for Dailymail.com.
So, on the border, Trump makes the threat, then he says maybe one-year delay, it's not clear. When
the - and then he says he didn't change his mind. So, when the Washington Post says the president
is leaving D.C. reeling with policy reversals, does the paper have a point?
DAVID MARTOSKO, WHITE HOUSE CORRESPONDENT, DAILYMAILCOM: Well, two things going on
here, first of all, I think you have to understand that what happened in the interim is Trump
announces, the Mexicans are starting to police their southern border. Halleluiah.
These things don't happen overnight. I think it's reasonable to assume that the president knew this
change from the Mexicans was coming, so he sets it up, he says we're going to close the border. He
could look tough. He knows the Mexicans have already started policing the border, now he can say,
no-(CROSSTALK)
KURTZ: He set himself up to take credit here.
MARTOSKO: Exactly. And not only that, but now he creates a political situation where he can say
something draconian and close the border. And he drags a bunch of liberals running for president
out to say equally contentious things.
I mean, look what happened after he said that. Kamala Harris says DACA kids and illegal
immigrants should be working in Congress. Gavin Newsom talks about creating a sanctuary state,
and Beto O'Rourke says that illegal immigrants who are jumping the border is good for the safety of
El Paso. Now he's got something to run against.
KURTZ: Let's look at the press performance on Obamacare. Because the president came out he
joined this, his administration supporting the suit - MARTOSKO: Sure.
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KURTZ:•· get rid of ObamaCare without a replacement. The press was right. Mitch McConnell and
Republicans privately and publicly said don't do this, don't settle us with this.
MARTOSKO: Yes.
KURTZ: And then he says, well, I never planned to do it before the election because Democrats
control the House. Well, the Democrats can't control the House for several months now.
MARTOSKO: Look, I think it's a reasonable thing if he we wanted to interpret this in the kindest way
possible, it's reasonable to say, of course Trump never knew that anything was going to pass, that
he's saying that look, the Democrats sees healthcare as a powerful issue in 2018, we're going to see
it in 2020. Does he have the political acumen always to say it as concisely as that? No.
KURTZ: So, therefore, is it fair. First of all, I think the media have never fully accepted Trump's
disruptive style, which is throw in a lot of things, make threats.
MARTOSKO: Right.
KURTZ: Sometimes it works, sometimes it backfires and he has to retweet. And certainly, it would be
fair for the press to say, hey, you're saying the GOP is going to own healthcare but where is the plan
and when is the vote going to be.
MARTOSKO: Well, the vote is obviously not until after the next election, and presenting a plan if he's
smart will come around the time of the next political convention. He wants to have something fresh
to run on.
But I think the broader point here, to the point of why you do your show, wouldn't it be interesting
and refreshing if every newsroom in Washington had a few people, or maybe half the people whose
nature was to think the way the president thinks and present counterarguments for some of these
things and say maybe we should present this in addition to that.
KURTZ: I think that's a good idea. Now some of the president's statements recently, I don't know why
he said wind turbines cause cancer. There is no evidence to that. But leaving that aside, he got
dinged by the press corps pronouncing origin as oranges.
MARTOSKO: Sure.
KURTZ: And also saying his father was born Germany and not just of German heritage. is this
nitpicking or fair reporting?
MARTOSKO: Well, I certainly think it's nitpicking to talk about where his father was born. I can't
explain why he talked about that. I do think it would be interesting if media would research a little bit
why might he have meant by wind turbines cause cancer.
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It turns out there's a whole movement in Australia to target wind turbines by saying there's
something called wind turbine syndrome and that it includes cancer. People talked about do I think
it's true? No. But he might have heard about that.
With the oranges thing this is kind of funny. If you think about it, I just think it's hilarious. In January,
he was talking about you can call a wall peaches, he called Tim Cook, Tim Apple. Now he's doing
oranges. If he says make America grape again, we have the Trump fruit salad.
KURTZ: A very fruity explanation. David Martosko, thanks very much.
Still to come, CNN's Christiane Amanpour rips a Trump rally chant and no, the president isn't coming
to dinner.
(COMMERCIAL BREAK)
KURTZ: Christiane Amanpour, the veteran CNN journalist had a very unusual exchange with Jim
Corney, one that I find pretty troubling. Aman pour didn't like that Trump supporters at 2016
campaign rallies kept chanting lock her up, meaning Hillary, of course, and she doesn't think it
should have been allowed.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
CHRISTIANE AMAN POUR, CNN HOST: Lock her up was a feature of the 2016 Trump campaign, do
you, in retrospect, wish that people like yourself, the head of the FBI, I mean, the people in charge of
law and order have shut down that language that it was dangerous potentially, that it could have
created violence, that it's kind of hate speech?
(END VIDEO CLIP)
KURTZ: However distasteful she might have found those chants, are they free speech? Isn't
Amanpour enduring the First Amendment and asking the FBI to intervene? Here is Corney's
response.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
JAMES CO MEY, FORMER FBI DIRECTOR: That's not a role for government to play, the beauty of this
country is people can say what they want, even if it's misleading and it's demagoguery.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
KURTZ: Right. The former FBI chief at least sees that as out of balance. And yes, look, he said he
might show up, but no, for the third straight year Donald Trump is skipping the White House
correspondent's dinner.
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(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
TRUMP: I'm going to hold a rally. Yes, because the dinner is so boring and so negative, that we're
going to hold a very positive rally.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
KURTZ: Actually, much less negativity this year because they'll be no comedian. Hamilton
biographer Ron Chernow will be the entertainment. And no President of the United States.
That's it for this edition of "MediaBuzz." I'm Howard Kurtz. Check out my new podcast, "Media Buzz
Meter." We rift on the says five hottest stories and you can subscribe at Apple iTunes, Google Play or
foxnewspodcast.com. Hope you also visit our Facebook page. We post my daily columns and
original videos we make just for on line. Continue the conversation on Twitter at Howard Kurtz. I bet
we're going to have a lot about the interview with Rudy Giuliani, Mueller, Biden.
And we'll be back here next Sunday, 11 :00 Eastern, with the latest buzz.
Content and Programming Copyright 2019 Fox News Network, LLC. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED.
Copyright 2019 CO-Roll Call Inc. All materials herein are protected by United States copyright law
and may not be reproduced, distributed, transmitted, displayed, published or broadcast without the
prior written permission of CQ-Ro/1 Call. You may not alter or remove any trademark, copyright or
other notice from copies of the content.
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Exclusive: Unredacted Ukraine
Documents Reveal Extent of
Pentagon's Legal Concerns
by Kate Brannen
January 2, 2020

"Clear direction from POTUS to continue to hold."
This is what Michael Duffey, associate director of national security programs at the Office
of Management and Budget (0MB), told Elaine Mccusker, the acting Pentagon
comptroller, in an Aug. 30 email, which has only been made available in redacted form
until now. It is one of many documents the Trump administration is trying to keep from
the public, despite congressional oversight efforts and court orders in Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) litigation.
Earlier in the day on Aug. 30, President Donald Trump met with Defense Secretary Mark
Esper and Secretary of State Mike Pompeo to discuss the president's hold on $391 million
in military assistance for Ukraine. Inside the Trump administration, panic was reaching
fever pitch about the president's funding hold, which had stretched on for two months.
Days earlier, POLITICO had broken the story and questions were starting to pile up. U.S.
defense contractors were worried about delayed contracts and officials in Kyiv and
lawmakers on Capitol Hill wanted to know what on earth was going on. While Trump's
national security team thought withholding the money went against U.S. national
security interests, Trump still wouldn't budge.
Thanks to the testimony of several Trump administration officials, we now know what
Trump was waiting on: a commitment from Ukraine to investigate Joe Biden.
But getting at that truth hasn't been easy and the Trump administration continues to try
to obscure it. It is blocking key officials from testifying and is keeping documentary
evidence from lawmakers investigating the Ukraine story. For example, this note from
Duffey to Mccusker was never turned over to House investigators and the Trump
administration is continuing to try to keep it secret.
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Last month, a court ordered the government to release almost 300 pages of emails to the
Center for Public Integrity in response to a FOIA lawsuit. It released a first batch on Dec.
12, and then a second installment on Dec. 20, including Duffey's email, but that
document, along with several others, were partially or completely blacked out.
Since then, f ust Security has viewed unredacted copies of these emails, which begin in
June and end in early October. Together, they tell the behind-the-scenes story of the
defense and budget officials who had to carry out the president's unexplained hold on
military aid to Ukraine.
The documents reveal growing concern from Pentagon officials that the hold would
violate the Impoundment Control Act, which requires the executive branch to spend
money as appropriated by Congress, and that the necessary steps to avoid this result
weren't being taken. Those steps would include notifying Congress that the funding was
being held or shifted elsewhere, a step that was never taken. The emails also show that
no rationale was ever given for why the hold was put in place or why it was eventually
lifted.
What is clear is that it all came down to the president and what he wanted; no one else
appears to have supported his position. Although the pretext for the hold was that some
sort of policy review was taking place, the emails make no mention of that actually
happening. Instead, officials were anxiously waiting for the president to be convinced
that the hold was a bad idea. And while the situation continued throughout the summer,
senior defense officials were searching for legal guidance, worried they would be blamed
should the hold be lifted too late to actually spend all of the money, which would violate
the law.
The emails also reveal key decision points, moments when senior officials hoped the hold
might be lifted. This includes Vice President Mike Pence's September meeting with
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskyy, which a senior defense official expected would
resolve the funding issue, raising the question: Why? What was supposed to come out of
that meeting that would pave the way for Trump to lift the hold? What was Pence
expected to communicate?
But, the hold wasn't immediately lifted after Pence's meeting with Zelenskyy. Instead,
the president finally released the money on Sept. I I, just as the whistleblower complaint
was about to break into the open.
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As for how the story begins, it was in mid-June when Defense Department officials first
heard the president had questions about the Ukraine money.
June: "Do you have insight on this funding?"

According to new reporting from the New York Times, on June 19, Robert Blair, senior
adviser to acting White House Chief of Staff Mick Mulvaney called Russell Vought, the
acting head of 0MB and said, "We need to hold it up" in reference to the Ukraine military
aid.
That same day, Michael Duffey, the associate director of National Security Programs at
0MB, emailed Elaine Mccusker, a career civil servant who serves as acting Pentagon
comptroller, about a Washington Examiner story on the $250 million the Defense
Department had just announced it was sending to Ukraine.
"The President has asked about this funding release, and I have been asked to
follow-up with someone over there to get more detail. Do you have insight on this
funding?"
Mark Sandy, OMB's deputy associate director for national security programs, was copied
on the email and told the House Intelligence Committee that he remembered receiving it
and being made aware that the president had questions about the Ukraine funding on
June 19.
As Laura Cooper, who oversees Ukraine policy at DoD, testified to the House Intelligence
Committee, the president wanted to know if U.S. companies would be providing Ukraine
any of the equipment, what other countries were doing to contribute, and where the U.S.
funding came from. Defense Department officials collected the answers and sent them
back up the food chain and then over to the White House.
They explained that the vast majority of companies providing the equipment were
American. They told the White House that the United Kingdom, Canada, Lithuania and
Poland all contribute military training and equipment to Ukraine, and that the European
Union also provides an enormous amount of economic support. As for the third question,
it was the trickiest to answer because of its "strange phrasing," Cooper said. Her office
answered: The money comes from Congress and it has strong bipartisan support.

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

460
The questions didn't stop there. Blair wanted to know the status of the funding,
meaning: Was the money out the door already?
On June 25, Mccusker answered:

I

"Only $7M of the $250M has been obligated to date."

An attachment showed the equipment the money was going to buy, including counterartillery radars, sniper rifles, grenade launchers, secure communications and cyber
support, night vision devices, humvees and medical equipment. It also listed the U.S.
companies expected to supply it.
According to the Times, Blair emailed Mulvaney on June 27, telling him the Ukraine
money could be held but to "expect Congress to become unhinged."
July: "Given the sensitive nature of the request ..."

Hours after Trump concluded his infamous July 25 call with Zelenskyy, during which he
asked the Ukrainian president to investigate Biden, Duffey sent an email to top senior
defense officials, which was released in full to the Center for Public Integrity. The letter
advised the Pentagon to suspend any future military aid for Ukraine.
"Based on guidance I have received and in light of the Administration's plan to
review assistance to Ukraine, including the Ukraine Security Assistance Initiative,
please hold off on any additional DOD obligations of these funds, pending
direction from that process. I understand that DOD will continue its planning and
casework during this period and that this brief pause in obligations will not
preclude DO D's timely execution of the final policy direction.
We intend to formalize the pause with an apportionment footnote to be provided
later today.
Given the sensitive nature of the request, I appreciate your keeping that
information closely held to those who need to know to execute the direction.
Please let me know if you have any questions."
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Mccusker followed up in an email to 0MB asking if this had gone through the Defense
Department's general counsel, indicating an early concern about the legality of these
actions. When it released this email to the Center for Public Integrity, the Justice
Department redacted this simple question from Mccusker.
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It was on July 25 that Sandy implemented the first hold on the Ukraine funding by
inserting a footnote in a budget document. This first hold extended through Aug. 5. The
Pentagon made clear that this first pause would not jeopardize its ability to spend the
money by the end of the fiscal year.
The next day, July 26, John Rood, head of policy at the Defense Department, sent his
boss, Defense Secretary Mark Esper, a readout from the "Ukraine Deputies Small Group"
meeting. This is the meeting convened by the National Security Council where we know,
thanks to Cooper's congressional testimony, that the national security community voiced
its "unanimous support" for resuming the funding and Cooper raised the Defense
Department's concern about the urgency of the matter due to the legal requirement to
spend all of the money by the end of the fiscal year.
The readout includes this line, which makes it clear the hold on Defense and State
Department Ukraine funding came at the president's direction:
0MB noted that the President's direction via the Chief of Staff in early July was to
suspend security assistance to Ukraine including by blocking the $ 115 [Foreign
Military Financing] congressional notification and by halting execution of the
$250M FYl 9 USAI programs.
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An assistant to Esper let officials know the secretary had read the summary of the
meeting and "has no further questions."
August: "What is the status of the impoundment paperwork?"

As August began, the Defense Department had told 0MB and the White House its
concerns about the legality of the hold and how, as the clock ticked toward the end of the
fiscal year, it would become increasingly difficult for the ,Pentagon to spend the Ukraine
funding in time. If it wasn't all spent by Sept. 30, in violation of the law, the money would
return to the U.S. Treasury, in what is known as an "impoundment." While pressure was
mounting as the month began, that red line had not yet been crossed, but it would be
soon.
On Aug. 6, Duffey sent Mccusker an email telling her he planned to extend the hold on
the Ukraine funding by reinserting the same footnote into the budget document. The
footnote still noted that the pause would not prevent the Defense Department from
spending the money before the fiscal year ended, if the hold was lifted.
Mccusker wrote back asking to whom Duffey spoke to confirm that the additional pause
would not affect the ultimate execution of the program.
"Good catch," Duffey wrote back and then asked with whom he should check in.
On Aug. 9, Mccusker wrote to senior 0MB officials, including Sandy and Duffey:
"As we discussed, as of 12 AUG I don't think we can agree that the pause 'will not
preclude timely execution.' We hope it won't and will do all we can to execute once
the policy decision is made, but can no longer make that declarative statement."
The Pentagon's warning: We're running out of time.
The Justice Department chose to black this out when it released the email last month:
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Duffey followed up with a number of questions, mostly about whether the money could
be shifted to other programs if the decision was made not to spend it on Ukraine.
Mccusker told him that reprogramming was possible but that it was very unlikely to get
approved on Capitol Hill because Congress had not only approved the Pentagon's request
for $200 million for Ukraine military assistance, but had added $50 million, indicating
that bipartisan support for the program was overwhelming.
On Aug. 12, understanding that the hold on Ukraine funding was going to be extended
again, Mccusker sent Duffey proposed language to be included in the next footnote to
reflect the growing risk to the program. It read:
"Based on OMB's communication with DOD on August 12, 2019, 0MB understands
from the Department that this additional pause in obligations may not preclude
DO D's timely execution of the final policy direction but that execution risk
increases with continued delays." (emphasis added)
But the next time the hold was extended, the footnote did not include any text that
indicated the growing risk to the funding - the language that the Defense Department
thought should be included. It was also redacted in the documents publicly released last
month.
The emails show there was supposed to be an Aug. 16 meeting between Trump, Secretary
of State Mike Pompeo and Esper at Trump's New Jersey golf resort where they would
discuss Ukraine. Talking points were prepared and shared among officials.

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

464
Media reports show Trump met with his national security team that day in Bedminster to
discuss Afghanistan. For those talks, Trump and Pompeo were joined by Vice President
Mike Pence, National Security Adviser John Bolton, Joint Chiefs Chairman Gen. Joseph
Dunford and CIA Director Gina Haspel.
While there was an expectation that it would be on the day's agenda, an Aug. 17 email
from Duffey to Mccusker says,

I

"Sounds like Ukraine was not discussed."

As the month wore on, the emails show officials bending over backwards to make every
conceivable accommodation to keep the process moving without actually being able to
obligate the funding. The idea was that as soon as the funds were given the green light,
there would be zero delay, and presumably, impoundments could be avoided.
But tension began to build between the Defense Department and 0MB toward the end of
August as the funding hold complicated all of the contractual processes that needed to
take place in order to buy the equipment for Ukraine. 0MB was pushing the Defense
Department to micromanage down to the lowest level - the field contracting offices - in
an apparent effort to buy time and keep the process on track even though the hold was
upending everything. The Pentagon was growing frustrated.
On Aug. 20, 0MB issued another footnote, extending the hold through Aug. 26. It did not
include any language flagging the growing risk.
In an Aug. 21 email to her DOD colleagues, Mccusker notes that members of the House
Appropriations Committee traveled to Ukraine earlier that month and sent the Pentagon
a request for information regarding the funding.
On Aug. 26, Duffey let Mccusker know that the funding hold was being extended again.
Mccusker responded, "What is the status of the impoundment paperwork?"
To which Duffey, replied, "I am not tracking that. Is that something you are expecting
from OMB?"
Mccusker: "Yes, it is now necessary - legal teams were discussing last week."
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The Justice Department redacted McCusker's side of this exchange.
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In an email to Duffey later that morning, McCusker's frustration is palpable. For starters,
DOD still hasn't gotten the footnote extending the hold, so technically the Pentagon
should start obligating the money. Plus, Mark Paoletta, OMB's general counsel, "appears
to continue to consistently misunderstand the process and the timelines we have
provided for funds execution," Mccusker said. (Again, this detail was redacted by the
Trump administration in its court-compelled FOIA release.)
Mccusker asks Duffey: "Are you working with him and can you help? Starting on 19 AUG,
the footnotes have put our ability to execute at risk."
She also tells Duffey that the Senate Armed Services Committee (SASC) is now asking
questions, in addition to House Appropriators. The question from SASC is:
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"Has 0MB directed DOD/DSCA to halt execution of all or any part of FYI 9 funds
for the Ukraine Security Assistance Initiative? If so, when, and what was the reaso
given?"

On Aug. 27, Eric Chewning, Esper's chief of staff, shares with Mccusker an Aug. 26 email
he received from 13 Harris Technologies, one of the defense contractors waiting on the
Ukraine money. The company has learned of the "hold" and wants to know what's going
on.
Mccusker responds to Chewning saying,
"Recognizing the importance of decision space, but this situation is really
unworkable made particularly difficult because 0MB lawyers continue to
consistently mischaracterize the process - and the information we have
provided. They keep repeating that this pause will not impact DO D's ability to
execute on time." (emphasis added)

Her response was redacted by the Justice Department:
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As frustration mounted, the Pentagon considered ratcheting up its warnings and
prepared a draft letter from Deputy Defense Secretary David Norquist to Vought, the
acting director of 0MB, Mccusker shared the letter with Duffey on Aug. 27 just to let him
know it was in the works. The entirety of the one-page letter was redacted in the emails
released to CPI. Here are the key sections:
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"As you know, in a series of footnotes to its apportionment documents, the Office
of Management and Budget has directed the Department to pause its obligation of
USA.I funding temporarily, pending completion of an 'interagency process to
determine the best use of such funds.' These footnotes make the affected funding
legally unavailable for obligation during the period of the directed pause. As a
result, we have repeatedly advised 0MB officials that pauses beyond Aug.19,
2019 jeopardize the Department's ability to obligate USAI funding prudently
and fully, consistent with the lmpoundment Control Act.

The latest OMB-directed pause ended on August 26, 2019, and has not been
extended. Accordingly, the Department is resuming its obligation of USA.I funding.
We believe that OMB's imposition of any further delays in obligating USA.I funding
will trigger the ICA's requirement to transmit to Congress a special message
proposing rescission or deferral of funding for the USA.I."

A new footnote was signed by Duffey later that day, extending the hold yet again.
In the meantime, after weeks of trying to keep the president's hold on the Ukraine money
within a tight circle of administration officials, word of it was getting out. It had now
reached Capitol Hill, U.S. defense contractors and officials in Ukraine.
Finally, on Aug. 28, the situation burst into the open, when POLITICO broke the story.
Talking points were hashed out and Paoletta, the 0MB general counsel, forwarded them
around. The final talking point read:

I

"No action has been taken by 0MB that would preclude the obligation of these
funds before the end of the fiscal year."

When Mccusker read this, she wrote to Duffey,
"I don't agree to the revised TPs - the last one is just not accurate from a financial
execution standpoint, something we have been consistently conveying for a few
weeks."

Her reaction to the talking points was redacted in the FOIA release last month:
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The talking points were also discussed internally at the Defense Department. Mccusker
told a group of senior defense officials:
0MB continues to ignore our repeated explanation regarding how the process
works. We can not release funds for obligation until they can obligate, so the
process has stopped for those cases whose lines are ready to execute.
The draft [deputy secretary of defense] memo to the 0MB director says: 'Although
we will proceed to take all necessary preparatory steps, please be advised that we
can no longer confirm that USAI funds will be fully and prudently obligated before
they expire on September 30, 2019.'
This is due to 0MB actions. I am sure I am missing some nuance here?
On Aug. 29, Chewning let Mccusker know:
"Sec State and Sec Def will discuss with POTUS tomorrow. We should wait on
communicating anything more privately."
On Aug. 30, after the meeting with the president took place, Duffey told Mccusker, "Clear
direction from POTUS to hold." He let her know that he'd soon be sending new paperwork
extending the hold.
September: "You can't be serious. I am speechless."
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Meanwhile, Chewning told senior defense officials that Esper had told him that no
decision came out of his meeting with Trump. The Defense Department had prepared
another strongly worded letter to 0MB, to be signed by David Norquist, the deputy
defense secretary, that would again remind 0MB that DOD could no longer guarantee
that it could spend all of the Ukraine money before it expired on Sept. 30.
"Hi All,

I spoke to the boss. No decision on Ukraine. VP meeting with Zelensky in Poland is
next step. We can discuss further on Tuesday. Until then, hold on the USAI memo
toOMB."
With news that another extension was coming, Mccusker emailed Chewning:
"Do you believe DOD is adequately protected from what may happen as a result of
the Ukraine obligation pause? I realize we need to continue to give the WH has [sic]
much decision space as possible, but am concerned we have not officially
documented the fact that we can not promise full execution at this point in the
[fiscal year].
Chewning wrote back:

I

The Ukrainian PM speaks with VPOTUS on Tuesday. We expect the issue to get
resolved then. If not, I think we need to send the letter.

Pence met with Zelenskyy in Poland on Sept. 1. While Trump reportedly instructed Pence
to communicate that U.S. military aid was still being withheld and to push for more
aggressive action on corruption, Pence's staff has claimed the vice president did not
understand corruption to mean "investigate Joe Biden" as other officials in the
administration understood at the time. Pence's visit came and went and another
extension of the hold was implemented on Sept. 5.
On Sept. 7, Mccusker asked Duffey again, "When will impoundment paperwork be
processed?"
On Monday morning, Sept. 9, Mccusker sent Duffey another email.
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I

"The amounts identified as not being able to 'fully' obligate by the end of FY total
-$120M based on the current hold. If the hold continues this amount will grow."

Duffey, adding 0MB and Pentagon lawyers to the recipients list, and in a formal and
lengthy letter that was quite different from the way he'd addressed Mccusker all summer,
chastised her and the Defense Department for dropping the ball, saying that if and when
the hold is lifted, and DOD finds itself unable to obligate the funding, it would be DOD's
fault.
"As you know, the President wanted a policy process run to determine the best use
of these funds, and he specifically mentioned this to the SecDef the previous week.
0MB developed a footnote authorizing DoD to proceed with all processes necessary
to obligate funds. If you have not taken these steps, that is contrary to OMB's
direction and was your decision not to proceed. If you are unable to obligate the
funds, it will have been DoD's decision that cause any impoundment of funds."
Essentially: You guys screwed up. Not us.
Mccusker responded:

I

"You can't be serious. I am speechless."

This exchange, as well as the larger trove of unredacted emails, raises new questions
about the Dec. 11 letter from 0MB General Counsel Paoletta to the General
Accountability Office (GAO), a congressional investigative office. The unredacted emails
show the Pentagon's repeated and clear warnings to 0MB that by mid-August it could no
longer guarantee that the funds could be fully executed within the fiscal year. But,
Paoletta's letter stated, "at no point during the pause in obligations did DOD [Office of
General Counsel] indicate to 0MB that, as a matter of law, the apportionments would
prevent DOD from being able to obligate the funds before the end of the fiscal year."
What's more, McCusker shared with Duffey the draft letter from the deputy defense
secretary to OMB's acting director informing 0MB of the Pentagon's concern that the law
required notification to Congress through "a special message proposing rescission or
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deferral of funding." In contrast, Paoletta's letter to GAO claimed the suspension was
"not a deferral of funds," but instead simply "a pause in spending to assess facts and
ensure programmatic effectiveness."
Finally, on Sept. 11, Duffey emailed Mccusker to tell her: The hold is lifted. When she
asked him why, Duffey responded, "Not exactly clear but president made the decision to
go. Will fill you in when I get details."
With the hold lifted, McCusker's team worked fast to get the money out the door, but, in
the end, $35.2 million of the Ukraine funding lapsed and required new congressional
legislation to make it available again.
"Glad to have this behind us," Duffey told Mccusker.
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There Is No Constitutional
Impediment to an Impeachment
Inquiry that Concerns National
Security
by Lawrence
Friedman and Victor
Hansen
October 1, 2019

By nearly any measure, President Donald Trump's conversation in July with his Ukrainian
counterpart was extraordinary. Further investigation may reveal more evidence of
presidential wrongdoing, and articles of impeachment are now a real possibility. Of
course, as numerous commentators have noted, impeachment is ultimately a political
question-but one that should be informed by legal considerations. The former Deputy
Assistant Attorney General in the Office of Legal Counsel under President George W.
Bush, John Yoo, has suggested that potential harm to national security interests through
an impeachment investigation should deter Congress from even conducting such an
investigation. In this he is wrong.
Yoo argues in the New York Times that, because the Constitution delegates to the
president the responsibility for conducting foreign affairs and for managing our national
security interests, Congress should not, through an impeachment investigation, interfere
with his ability to engage in confidential communications with world leaders. Indeed, Yoo
goes so far as to insist that, even if it is revealed that President Trump offered millions of
dollars in aid to Ukraine in exchange for damaging information about Democratic
presidential candidate Joe Biden, Congress should decline to pursue impeachment.
Yoo's view of the President's virtually unlimited constitutional authority in national
security matters is decidedly one-sided, incomplete, and not reflected in either the
language of the Constitution or more than two centuries of history. The better
understanding of the Constitution is that that the House of Representatives, on the
publicly available facts, has some obligation to investigate the president.
As an initial matter, Yoo's premise is faulty: the Constitution does not give the President
exclusive control over foreign affairs and national security. Article II makes the President
the commander-in-chief of the armed forces, but under Article I, Congress has the power
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to authorize conflicts, to raise and support our forces, to authorize spending on national
security and, indeed, a host of other national security and foreign affairs-related matters.
The President has the power to negotiate treaties, but those agreements must be ratified
by two-thirds of the Senate. The President has the power to appoint ambassadors, but
those appointments, too, must be approved by the Senate.
History and practice further support a sharing of powers between the executive and
Congress on foreign affairs and national security matters. In the Steel Seizure Case, for
example, the U.S. Supreme Court famously struck down President Harry Truman's
attempt to nationalize the steel industry to prevent a strike on the steel mills during the
Korean War. A majority of the court concluded that, even in times of war, the President's
power may be subject to congressional limits-and, more importantly, that presidential
claims of authority are strongest when supported by Congress. More recently, of course,
Congress has investigated the President's conduct (or that of his top advisors) in a wide
range of national security and diplomacy matters, ranging from the Iran-Contra scandal
during the Reagan years to the events at Benghazi during the Obama Administration, to
name just a few.
It makes sense that the framers, ever concerned with the potential for tyranny posed by
unchecked power, would design a governmental system requiring the president to work
with Congress to pursue foreign policy and national security goals. The American people

select a president every four years. The members of the House, on the other hand, face
election every two years and, given the size of their districts, are closer to their
constituents than any other federal elected official. They are the means through which
the people can express their frustration or anger with a president's foreign policy or
national security initiatives. The will of the people would mean little if the House could
not act on those impulses, to check the president in the years between elections. To fulfill
this end, the House must be able to investigate a president's alleged misconduct, even
when such investigation touches matters requiring sensitivity to foreign policy or
national security concerns, and even when those investigations ultimately may lead to
articles of impeachment.
This is especially true in light of President's Trump's conduct vis-a-vis Ukraine. It's
difficult to believe the framers would have thought Congress should be restrained from
taking action in the face of evidence that the president's conduct of foreign affairs was
motivated primarily by personal, rather than national, interests. Nonetheless, Yoo
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suggests that Congress should decline to pursue an impeachment investigation, claiming
"the founders believed that impeachment should come only as a last resort." Rather, Yoo
believes the House should wait and let the people decide in 2020 whether the president's
conduct warrants his re-election.
This argument fails on its own terms. Even if impeachment should be seen as a last
resort, a president who arguably has taken steps to consort with a foreign power to
influence his re-election and to place his own interests above the very citizens he is
sworn to protect, poses a serious and ongoing risk to national security. If the allegations
regarding President Trump's conduct prove to be true, his actions would violate the
public trust in the most basic sense-one so important, and so immediate, that the
members of the House reasonably might believe they ought not wait until the next
election for an uncertain remedy. This is precisely why the framers assigned the House
the impeachment power.
Members of the House may well harbor legitimate concerns about an investigation of
President Trump's interactions with Ukraine's leader. And the House should seriously
consider the potential impact on diplomacy that an impeachment investigation might
have. But that impact is just one of many factors that the members of the House should
keep in mind, as we have discussed elsewhere. Just because an investigation raises
national security issues does not mean that Congress lacks the power to proceed.
IMAGE: WASHINGTON, DC - SEPTEMBER 26: House Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D·CA) speaks during o weekly news conference on Capitol Hill on
September 26, 2019 in Washington, DC. Speaker Pelosi discussed an impeachment inquiry into President Donald Trump. (Photo by Zach

Gibson/Getty Images)
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LAWFARE
!PEACHMENT

Must Impeachable Offenses Be Violations of the Criminal Code?
By Keith E. Whittington

Tuesday, November 19, 2019, 12:19 PM

Supporters of President Trump have regularly argued that there can be no impeachment without a violation of the criminal code. So long as
the Mueller investigation held the possibility that the president might be linked to actual criminal activity, the question of whether
impeachable offenses had to be indictable crimes was not a particularly salient one for either the administration's critics or its defenders.
Given that the House has now focused its attention specifically on the administration's actions in regard to Ukraine, the question of whether
the House could constitutionaUy pursue an impeachment in the absence of a violation of the criminal code has become more pressing.
Of course, Trump himself is inclined to insist that there can be no impeachment when he has done "NOTHING wrong" and, indeed, has been
"perfect." But even the president's admirers can recognize that not everything has been perfect, and so a more realistic firewall against
impeachment needs to be constructed.
Despite what Trump's supporters say, however, the president can commit an impeachable high crime without violating the federal criminal
law. To conclude otherwise would be to ignore the original meaning, purpose and history of the impeachment power; to subvert the
constitutional design of a system of checks and balances; and to leave the nation unnecessarily vulnerable to abusive government officials.
Some House Democrats have framed the current impeachment inquiry in a way that implies that Trump needs to be caught red~handed
having committed an ordinary crime. House Intelligence chair Adam Schiff has begun to avoid the less familiar language of"quid pro quo"
and test out the more familiar language of "extortion" and "bribery." Republicans would no doubt welcome moving the fight to that terrain,
where they could attempt to demonstrate that there was not sufficient evidence to demonstrate that the president had committed any acts
that would get him convicted in an ordinary court of law.
·esumably House Democrats will eventuaJly settle on an argument that the president has abused his office even ifhe has not committed an
·di nary crime in the process. The president's defenders have been busily arguing that this would not be enough to support an
impeachment. Alan Dershowitz has been contending since the beginning of Trump's presidency that the constitutional impeachment
standard of "high crimes and misdemeanors" means ordinary criminal offenses. Abuse of office "is not any kind of crime," Dershowitz
argues, and the House "can't make up crimes." Former Acting Attorney General Matthew Whitaker has asserted that "abuse of power is not a
crime." The conseivative New York lawyer Francis Menton has insisted that "to meet the Constitutional text, you have to have a crime."
Former Independent Counsel Kenneth Starr has emphasized that the president had exercised "poor judgment" but "that's not a crime."
Certainly Trump voters have embraced the mantra of "where's the crime?"
Examining the relevant history, however, makes clear that this understanding of impeachment is unnecessarily constrained. The
constitutional framers were familiar with the impeachment device from English history, and after independence, it was quickly incorporated
into American state constitutions. In English parliamentary practice, impeachment was a tool for checking the king and his ministers, and
the term "high crimes and misdemeanors" developed within that practice to refer to misconduct by public officers. William Blackstone noted
that "oppression and tyrannical partiality ... in the administration and under the colour of their office" could often escape ordinary justice
and was therefore accountable "by impeachment in parliament." Famously, more than a century before the American Revolution, the House
of Commons had impeached the Earl of Strafford for attempting "to subvert the Fundamental Laws and Government of the Realms ... and
instead thereof, to introduce Arbitrary and Tyrannical Government." The British imperial officer Warren Hastings was embroiled in an
impeachment scandal at the time of the Philadelphia Convention, and the House of Commons eventually charging him with "arbitrary,
illegal, unjust, and tyrannical Acts" that rendered him "guilty of High Crimes and Misdemeanors."
The early state constitutions included their own impeachment provisions based on the English practice. The Delaware constitution of 1776
empowered the assembly to impeach those "offending against the State, either by maladministration, corruption, or other means, by which
the safety of the Commonwealth may be endangered." The New York constitution vested in the "representatives of the people in assembly"
the "power of impeaching all officers of the State, for rnal and corrupt conduct in their respective offices." The Massachusetts constitution of
1780 established an impeachment process for officers charged with "misconduct and maladministration in their offices." Likewise, the
~fficers of Virginia were impeachable for "offending against the State, either by maladministration, corruption, or other means, by which the
1fety of the State may be endangered."

As the framers in Philadelphia contemplated creating a powerful and independent chief executive subject only to quadrennial elections,
they agreed overwhelmingly that some ability to truncate the term of office of a misbehaving president would be necessary. James Madison
thought it was "'indispensable that some provision should be made for defending the Community against the incapacity, negligence or
perfidy of the chief Magistrate." In the months after his inauguration, the president might "lose his capacity/' or "pervert his administration
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into a scheme of peculation or oppression," or "'betray his trust to foreign powers." Madison and others were also concerned that the
president not become as subservient to the legislature as the early state governors often were, and so did not want impeachment and
removal to be too easy. The convention thus rejected George Mason's suggestion of using the common state language of
naladministration" and instead favored the language of"high crimes and misdemeanors." "High crimes" seemed to capture the range of
y.ltential dangers that concerned Madison and others, without leaving the president vulnerable to impeachment over routine political and
policy disagreements.
Subsequent commentators understood what the constitutional framers had done, and why they had done it. In Federalist #65, Alexander
Hamilton noted that even an elected government would need an impeachment power to address "'the abuse or violation of some public
trust." Justice James Wilson pointed out in his law lectures that the impeachment power in America was "confined to political characters. to
political crimes and misdemeanors, and to political punishments," unlike the practice in England in which Parliament sometimes judged
accusations of ordinary crimes committed by "offenders who were thought to be out of the reach of the ordinary power of the law." In his
overview of the Constitution, Justice Joseph Story concluded that "crimes of a strictly legal character" did fall within the impeachment
power but that it would be "ordinarily applied" as a remedy to offenses "of a political character" that grew out of "personal misconduct, or
gross neglect, or usurpation, or habitual disregard of the public interests, in the discharge of the duties of political office." William Rawle
concluded that the impeachment power was carried over into the United States because, though "the firmness and integrity of the ordinary
tribunals" would be adequate to hold to account any American-no matter how exalted-only a court of impeachment could remove a
current officeholder and thereby prevent the "injury sustained by the nation" from being "renewed or increased, if the executive authority
were perverse, tyrannical, or corrupt." The "offenses which may be committed equally by a private person as a public officer" were not
generally the proper subject of an impeachment but could instead be "left to the ordinary course of judicial proceeding." The impeachment
power was needed to check "men whose treachery to their country might be productive of the most serious disasters."
Across its history, the U.S. House of Representatives has approved only a small number of impeachments, and yet it has not confined itself to
cases involving violations of the criminal code. The House's own practice manual concludes from the precedents that impeachable offenses
consist of "misconduct incompatible with the official position of the office holder." Its assessment of presidential impeachments concludes
that they have generally involved charges of "abusing or exceeding the law powers of the office." Many other impeachments involved
nonfelonious behavior that was nonetheless judged to be "grossly incompatible with the office;' ranging from officers "appearing on the
bench during the trial in a state of intoxication" or "permitting his partisan views to influence his conduct in certain trials" to committing
:exual misconduct with court employees" or preventing, obstructing or impeding the administration of justice. "'Less than one-third of all
__ 1e articles the House has adopted have explicitly charged the violation of a criminal statute or used the word 'criminal' or 'crime· to
describe the conduct alleged."
Trump may not have committed acts that justify his immediate remova1 from office, but the constitutional standard is not whether he has
committed an ordinary criminal offense. To support an impeachment, there does not need to be a crime, only a high crime and
misdemeanor. A president who egregiously misuses the powers of his office or engages in conduct grossly incompatible with the dignity of
his office has forfeited the right to continue to occupy his office and is subject to the constitutional judgment of the Senate acting as a court
of impeachment. The House and the Senate might conclude that accusations of misconduct are ungrounded or that remedy Of removal is
unwarranted, but the misconduct that they might assess need not involve violations of the criminal law.
The Constitution provides a variety of tools to protect the country from a president who abuses his power. The people can remove him by
election. The courts can check him by judicial decision. The legislature can counter him with the power of the purse, the power to confirm
officers and the power to pass legislation. In extreme circumstances, the House and the Senate can also combine forces to prematurely end
the president's term of office through impeachment and removal. Limiting the impeachment power to cases involving criminal acts would
leave the country more vulnerable to abusive government officials and encourage more abuse of government power. The men who designed
the Constitution knew better than to do that. Americans should not weaken that instrument by misconstruing it.

Topic:;s: Impeachment, The Ukraine Connection

Keith E. Whittington is the William Nelson Cromwell Professor of Politics at Princeton University. He teaches and writes
bout American constitutional theory and development, federalism, judicial politics, and the presidency. He is the author
,ost recently of "Speak Freely: Why Universities Must Defend Free Speech."
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The Executive's Privilege: Rethinking the President's Power
to Withhold Information

What is "executive privilege"? In the specific context of information disputes between the
executive branch and Congress, the Supreme Court has never addressed-let alone
answered-that question. Nevertheless, as the Trump administration repeatedly relies on
that constitutional doctrine to reject demands for information and testimony, the question
has been at the forefront of a spate o f ~ a n d ~ - Almost every blog,
newspaper and magazine has, at some point in the past year, ~ a n " ~ ' on
executive privilege and its related doctrines or provided some descriptive account of the
history of the doctrine. I have contributed~ such~ to Lawfare, and others have
done the same.
Each of these pieces takes a different angle or addresses a different controversy. But each
largely makes four basic points: {a) The concept of executive privilege is hotly disputed; (b)
there are very few relevant court cases and none that provide definitive answers; (c} there
are a number of historical incidents, from the administration of George Washington to that
1113
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of Barack Obama, that are of debatable-and contested-significance; and (d) the legal
resolution of these highly disputed questions is likely of little practical significance. The last
point is the result of three things: Civil lawsuits largely take too long; the executive branch
controls criminal enforcement mechanisms; and Congress itself lacks any real enforcement
mechanism-short of reviving its long-dormant authority to arrest people. which itself
would pose a number of legal and practical problems.
Indeed, the contours of the long-standing dispute over executive privilege and related
doctrines such as testimonial immunity have become so familiar that the only remaining
question to be explored is often whether each subsequent invocation of the doctrine fits
within recent past practice, represents an expansion or is outrageous in its departure from
practice.
In a draft paper I have just posted online for comment, I have attempted to take a different
tack. As explained below, my paper, "The Executive's Privilege," proposes an understanding
of executive privilege that aligns more closely with historical precedent and better reflects
first principles of constitutional interpretation. The central argument of my paper is that
executive privilege should not be understood-as it is now-either as an implied, affirmative
authority belonging to the president to withhold or control information or as an evidentiary
privilege related to the various "executive" privileges recognized in judicial proceedings.
Instead, it should be understood as an extremely narrow limit on Congress's implied
oversight authority-that is, the executive's privilege against, or immunity from, compelled
congressional process in the context of oversight.
Recognizing executive privilege as an immunity belonging to the president may seem like
the wrong approach at present, given the broad assertions of immunity claimed by Trump
and his advisers. But, as my paper describes, it would actually eliminate almost all of the
grounds on which Trump and his advisers-as well as past administrations-have relied to
refuse information requests. Trump, by my count, has asserted executive privilege as
traditionally understood only one time. over 11 specific documents related to the inclusion
of the citizenship question on the U.S. census. Every other refusal to provide information has
been grounded in one of the prophylactic doctrines developed by the executive branch that
themselves have no constitutional or historical foundation but, instead, have been
developed by the executive branch over the past 40 years solely to protect the president's
authority to assert executive privilege.
Importantly, m y ~ also provides the theoretical basis to understand why executive
privilege does not apply to impeachment. As the House is preparing to hold a vote to affirm
its impeachment inquiry, establish impeachment procedures and undermine the White
House's objections to the impeachment process to date, neither executive privilege nor any
of the related prophylactic doctrines I describe, such as testimonial immunity, have any
continuing force.
2/13
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Even under the prevailing doctrine within the executive branch, there are a number of
reasons that an assertion of privilege would be difficult in the context of an impeachment
inquiry (which may be why the administration has so forcefully denied that the House's
current inquiries actually constitute impeachment proceedings). But understanding
executive privilege as a limitation on Congress's oversight authority rather than as an
affirmative presidential authority demonstrates why executive privilege does not apply to
impeachment. Recently, Judge Neomi Rao dissented in support of Trump's refusal to turn
over his tax returns-but much of the history Rao cites in support of her argument also
makes it absurd to claim the House's implied authority to further its impeachment power
should be interpreted as co-extensive with its implied authority to further its oversight
functions. The executive's privilege is a limit on the latter authority. But there is no historical
or theoretical support for considering that limitation to apply to impeachment as well. And,
for the same reason, this would also eliminate related prophylactic doctrines, such as
immunity, from the context of impeachment. Indeed, understanding the executive's
privilege as I propose it would largely eradicate these prophylactic doctrines from the
oversight context entirely.
Background

Executive privilege remains such a controversial but nevertheless unresolved constitutional
doctrine in part because, in the past, much of the practice of congressional oversight has
been driven by norms and politics. Although constitutional theories regarding executive
privilege have long existed, negotiation, normative expectations and political pressures have
traditionally been the means by which disputes between Congress and the executive have
ultimately been resolved. If you think of a "legal" doctrine as a rule according to which
people adhere their behavior and pursuant to which parties can resolve disputes, executive
privilege has not been a legal doctrine at all.
In 1974, Archibald Cox, the special prosecutor in the Watergate scandal and the victim of
the 1973 Saturday Night Massacre, wrote that "[i]f the Executive Branch were left to itself,
the practice [of executive privilege] would surely grow" because "[s]ecrecy, if sanctified by a
plausible claim of constitutional privilege, is the easiest solution to a variety of problems."
His words are, of course, prescient. The Supreme Court has never addressed a dispute over
executive privilege between the executive branch and Congress. And only one appellate
court-during the unique circumstances of the Watergate scandal-has ever resolved the
merits of such a dispute.
In the context of congressional oversight, the executive branch has thus largely been, as Cox
wrote, "left to itself." And the practice of executive privilege not only has grown, as Cox
predicted, but also has transformed into comprehensive, multifaceted affirmative
presidential authority to control the dissemination of a broad swath of information and to
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issue directives to both executive branch officials and private individuals. Moreover, it also
includes the authority to adopt unqualified prophylactic measures to protect that
underlying, qualified privilege.
The era of compromise and accommodation between branches-and the lack of judicial
intervention-may be coming to an end. The two branches have increasingly engaged in
constitutional "hardball," asserting more aggressive positions and engendering a more
aggressive response from the other branch in return. During the Reagan administration, for
example, only one committee in the House had the standing authority to issue a subpoena,
and the executive branch operated for the most part under the premise that once a
subpoena was issued, the administration had to either turn over the subpoenaed
information or assert executive privilege before the subpoena's return date. Now, all House
committees have subpoena authority, which can largely be exercised by the chairperson
alone, and the executive branch considers the return date of a subpoena essentially
meaningless. Recent practice during the George W. Bush and Obama administrations was
to assert executive privilege over specific documents only when the committee scheduled a
contempt vote. But that norm has too begun to shift. The Trump administration has
furthered existing prophylactic doctrines and created new ones that allow it to refuse to
turn over information or provide testimony without a formal assertion of privilege, even in
the face of a contempt vote. As a result, a number of cases are currently pending that may
force the courts to resolve, or at least address, the constitutional contours of executive
privilege that have, to date, remained unexplored by the judiciary.
In his seminal work calling executive privilege a "constitutional myth," Raoul Berger wrote
that when "seeking to ascertain the boundaries between the conflicting claims of Congress
and the President, questions of practical convenience need to be separated from the issue
of constitutional power." I have been puzzling over executive privilege for a number of years.
As a career attorney in the Office of Legal Counsel (OLC), I worked closely with officials in the
Department of Justice and the White House on congressional oversight requests and
appropriate responses, including numerous questions of privilege. My tenure included the
aggressive oversight of the Obama administration by the Republican-controlled House, as
well as the transition to the Trump administration and the development of oversight
policies at the start of that administration. Informing each of these conversations and
decisions was the extensive doctrine of executive privilege that the executive branchprimarily through formal opinions and informal advice from OLC-has developed over the
past four decades. Because there is so little judicial precedent, almost all of the support for
that theory is historical practice, which, in many instances, developed to further "practical"
or political "convenience," in Berger's words .. But as he wrote, that practice should not be
conflated with constitutional power without further inquiry.
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I left OLC with a sense that the executive branch's doctrine of executive privilege was
missing something. It was too malleable, too responsive to political pressure, too extreme in
some ways and too restrictive in others. And the doctrine had been distorted over time by
the conflation of the president's authority in the context of congressional oversight with the
executive branch's privileges in the context of judicial proceedings, Freedom of Information
Act litigation and grand jury subpoenas. I had an idea about a more accurate theoretical
understanding of executive privilege that would provide clearer boundaries, eliminate the
prophylactic doctrines that dominate the practice of oversight, better reflect history, and
more consistently adhere to first principles of constitutional interpretation. And watching
the implementation and further development of the executive branch theory over the past
two years has only reinforced my original inclinations, even if it has made discussing
executive privilege in a neutral, considered way much more difficult. I have called my
theoretical construct "the executive's privilege."

The Executive's Privilege
As Chief Justice John Marshall~ "The peculiar circumstances of the moment may render
a measure more or less wise, but cannot render it more or less constitutional." That advice is
particularly apt to claims of privilege, both because of the partisan nature of such claims
under the existing two-party structure and because each claim involves specific
circumstances and facts that may make it unique. What is missing from the discussion of
executive privilege-and what leads to the ability of each branch to assert constitutional
rights that are directly contrary-is the lack of any neutral constitutional theory under which
a claim of executive privilege is, in Marshall's words, "more or less constitutional." That is
largely the result of the fact that no neutral body with the power to set precedent-that is,
the Supreme Court-has ever addressed executive privilege in the context of congressional
oversight. The closest thing is the opinion by the U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit in
the Senate Select case during Watergate, but, when that case made it to the D.C. Circuit, the
House already had the information that was at issue-the White House tapes-as part of its
impeachment inquiry. In other words, that opinion did not address a situation in which the
executive branch asserted a constitutional right to withhold information from Congress
entirely, just a situation in which the executive branch asserted the authority to withhold the
information from a particular committee. And it arose out of facts that are hard to analogize
to typical oversight disputes.
In 1974, Cox also wrote that the "[a]bility to control what information to disclose and when
to disclose it is a potent political weapon." When utilized by the executive branch, that
potent political weapon is currently known as executive privilege. Mark Rozell, the
preeminent authority on executive privilege defined the privilege in 1999 as "the right of the
president and high-level executive branch officers to withhold information from Congress,
the courts and ultimately the public." He recognized it as a "well-established constitutional
power-one with a longstanding history in American government, going back to the George
5/13
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Washington administration." And Andy Wright h a s ~ it more recently as "an assertion
of presidential authority to preserve Executive Branch confidentiality interests by
withholding information from a judicial or congressional proceeding." Other scholars
similarly define "executive privilege" as an implied, affirmative presidential authority to
withhold information both from Congress and from the judicial branch.
These scholarly definitions track those used by the executive branch, which considers the
doctrine of executive privilege to reflect "the President's constitutional authority to control
the disclosure of privileged information and to supervise the Executive Branch's
communication with congressional entities." The premise that executive privilege is an
affirmative, presidential constitutional authority to withhold information from Congress, the
judicial branch and the public is thus the starting point for both the current academic
treatment of executive privilege as well as the practice of executive privilege in the executive
branch.
A second premise underlies the discourse and practice of executive privilege as well.
Executive privilege is considered, at least in part, an evidentiary privilege related to the type
of information sought. Rozell indicated in 1999, for example, that "[e]xecutive privilege is an
accepted doctrine when appropriately applied to two circumstances: (1) certain national
security needs and (2) protecting the privacy of White House deliberations when it is in the
public interest to do so." Todd David Peterson, formerly of OLC, has noted that "documents
subject to such a presidential claim of privilege relate to several different categories of
executive branch information." And the executive branch similarly defines executive
privilege to include a number of "components," each of which reflects a particular category
of information, such as presidential communications or national security information.

My llil.Qer posits that both of these underlying premises are incorrect, or at least imprecise.
They should be revisited if, or when, a court addresses an oversight dispute on the merits.
Their error results from the conflation of the historical concept of executive privilege-a
doctrine exercised on a case-by-case basis in light of particular factual circumstances-with
executive evidentiary privileges applicable in judicial proceedings and designed to protect
and balance general, undifferentiated interests of the government.
Executive privilege in the specific context of congressional oversight is a doctrine about the
respective authority of the two branches. And it is best understood as a presidential
immunity from compelled congressional process-the executive's privilege. Only that
understanding is most faithful to first principles of constitutional interpretation, historical
practice and the appropriate balance between the branches. The executive's privilege is not
an affirmative constitutional authority belonging to the president to control the disclosure
or dissemination of information, applying equally to congressional oversight requests,
congressional process related to impeachment, judicial proceedings and public disclosures.
Nor is it a doctrine protecting from disclosure all information that fits certain categories of
information, such as presidential communications, as the executive branch argues today.
6/13
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The executive's privilege is a presidential immunity that is limited to congressional demands
for information pursuant to its implied oversight authority. In other words, in narrow
circumstances, Congress lacks the implied authority to compel the president to provide
information in the context of oversight. The executive's privilege, thus understood, provides
no authority to the president to direct the dissemination of information more broadly. Nor
does it allow for the withholding of information to "protect" the president's right to assert
privilege over any and all information that implicates general, undifferentiated
confidentiality interests of the government, such as deliberative communications. And, as
discussed further below, the executive's privilege does not apply to impeachment inquiries;
it is limited to the context of congressional oversight.
The executive branch has combined the broad scope of qualified evidentiary privileges that
protect general interests and may apply in judicial proceedings with a constitutional theory
grounded in unitary executive theory to erect a comprehensive doctrine of executive
privilege that prevents any executive branch official from disclosing any information falling
within those sweeping categories without consent from the president and protects them
from any penalty for that refusal. In so doing, the executive branch has created a new
prophylactic executive privilege that rarely, if ever, requires the president to assert privilege
yet still renders Congress virtually impotent in oversight disputes when the executive
branch plays hardball.
The executive's privilege as historically understood, however, would eliminate those
prophylactic doctrines. It requires an explicit, and public, presidential determination that the
disclosure of particular information at that time would cause identifiable harm to a specific
interest of the United States, not a personal interest of the president, a particular political
party or individual executive branch officials. The limits of such an assertion-and what
constitutes national public interests-are informed by over two hundred years of historical
practice. As then-Assistant Attorney General William Rehnquist described it to Congress in
121.1. "Executive privilege does not authorize the withholding of information from Congress
where disclosure may prove merely embarrassing to some part of the executive branch.
The privilege is limited to those situations in which there is a demonstrable justification that
executive withholding will further the public interest" (emphasis added). And he emphasized
that the assertion of the privilege "necessarily requires the exercise of his judgment as to
whether or not the disclosure of particular matters sought would be harmful to the national
interest."
Exploring the historical practice of executive privilege, Cox reasoned that history "contains
little evidence that the nation has suffered from the want of legal power to compel the
President to satisfy the demands of Congress to information in the Executive Branch." But
the nation will suffer if that "want of legal power" is not narrowly constrained, as it has been
historically. Even if, in theory, the current executive branch doctrine traces its roots to the
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AB

39-405

01/18/2020

486
same history catalogued by Cox, it has, left to its own devices and confronted with the new
reality of digital information, blossomed into something new in practice-a prophylactic
doctrine unmoored from history and first principles of constitutional interpretation and
driven largely by political expediency.
The remedy is to begin with the executive's privilege. From that starting point, grounded in
both history and recognized constitutional principles, the balance between the branches
can ultimately be restored.
Application to Impeachment
Understanding executive privilege as a limit on Congress's implied oversight authority,
rather than an affirmative, implied constitutional authority belonging to the president,
would have two major effects on the current disputes between the House and the Trump
administration.
First, neither executive privilege nor related doctrines such as testimonial immunity would
apply to an impeachment inquiry. Second, prophylactic doctrines-such as protective
assertions of privilege, the requirement that agency counsel be present at depositions, and
letters to former employees instructing them not to disclose any information that is
potentially within the scope of executive privilege-would also no longer be available.
Of course, the administration has contested t h e ~ of the ongoing impeachment
inquiry, most prominently in the ].gtterfrom White House Counsel Pat Cipollone. Scholars
and former executive branch officials have criticized the letter on a number of grounds. but
one of the most astounding claims in the letter-as far as interbranch relations go-is that
the White House is the entity that gets to determine when an impeachment inquiry is valid.
And because the White House has determined that the current inquiry is not valid, Trump
and other executive branch officials may direct current and former officials not to comply
with congressional demands for information-a direction several witnesses have refused to
follow.
A more nuanced argument appears in the declaratory judgment action recently~ by
Charles Kupperman. the former deputy and acting national security adviser, which asks the
court to resolve the question of his testimonial immunity: The White House argues he is
immune, while the House demands his testimony. Kupperman contends that he is caught
between the competing legal directives from two equal branches and, in essence, asks the
court to tell him what to do. His complaint notes that the subpoena requiring him to appear
was issued pursuant to House Rule XI, clause 2(m)(1 ), which authorizes the committee to
issue a subpoena "[t]or the purpose of carrying out any of its functions and duties under
this rule and rule X (including any matters referred to it under clause 2 of rule XII)." The
"functions and duties" identified in the cross-referenced rules, however, do not include
8113
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impeachment. According to Kupperman, then, the actual subpoena issued to him could not
have been issued pursuant to the committee's impeachment authority because the rule
under which it was issued does not reference that authority.
It is not surprising that, to date, the administration has mounted its defense wholly on the
grounds that there is no impeachment inquiry or that the subpoenas are not issued
pursuant to Congress's impeachment power. In an impeachment inquiry, the executive
branch is on very shaky ground attempting to withhold information. As a number of experts
have recently pointed out, including lean Galbraith and Michel Paradis, the historical
evidence suggests that impeachment alters the calculus in terms of executive privilege.
George Washington and his cabinet opined that the president could withhold information in
response to a congressional oversight demand but that he would not be able to do so in
response to a congressional demand pursuant to its impeachment authority. As described
in 1796 by Rep. William Lyman, the "power of impeachment ... certainly implie[s] the right to
inspect every paper and transaction in any department, otherwise the power of
impeachment could never be exercised with any effect."
Statements by a number of other presidents, including Andrew Jackson, James K. Polk,
Grover Cleveland and Theodore Roosevelt, provide additional support for the proposition
that the executive's privilege against congressional demands for information would not
apply to an impeachment inquiry. And one of the principal architects of the Constitution,
James Wilson, described the British Parliament, on which the House's impeachment
authority was expressly based, as having the "character of grand inquisitors of the realm"
and recognized that "[t]he proudest ministers of the proudest monarchs have trembled at
the[] censure" of the House of Commons and "have appeared at the bar of the house, to
give an account of their conduct, and ask pardon for their faults."
Accordingly, unlike executive privilege more generally, the executive branch cannot rely on a
string of historical incidents to support a claim that the president has the authority to
withhold information from Congress in the context of an impeachment inquiry. Indeed,
there do not appear to be any applicable historical examples or any presidents who have
disagreed with Polk's view that, in the exercise of the impeachment power, the House could
"penetrate into the most secret recesses of the Executive Departments[,] ... command the
attendance of any and every agent of the Government, and compel them to produce all
papers, public or private, official or unofficial." That is not to say, of course, that some
evidentiary privileges-such as attorney-client privilege-could not be validly raised in
response to demands from the House or in a Senate impeachment trial. But the judge of
those privileges would be the House and the Senate, pursuant to their respective
constitutional authorities related to impeachment.
As my _j2a.QeI demonstrates, distinguishing the constitutional executive's privilege in the
context of oversight from the assertion of such evidentiary privileges is vital to restoring the
executive's privilege to its previous, limited role. Such evidentiary privileges may very well
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have a role to play in guarding against excess in congressional oversight requests and
information demands. But they are not, as the executive branch has redefined them, each
various components of a more general affirmative constitutional authority belonging to the
president. They protect general, undifferentiated confidentiality interests and have
developed attendant balancing tests and waiver rules corresponding to the weight and
purposes of those confidentiality interests. The executive's privilege is not an evidentiary
privilege but an immunity applicable only to oversight and designed to protect only specific,
identified national interests when absolutely necessary as determined by the president.
Even if executive privilege did apply to an impeachment inquiry, it would not solve all the
administration's problems: The executive branch acknowledges that the privilege is
qualified. Every formal assertion of executive privilege is accompanied by an opinion from
the Department of Justice, and the latter half of the opinion always balances the executive
branch's interests in maintaining the confidentiality of the information against Congress's
needs. The opinions adopt the standard from the D.C. Circuit's opinion in Senate Select: that,
to overcome the privilege, Congress must show the information is "demonstrably critical" to
the fulfillment of its legislative responsibilities. And the opinions often recite the statement
from Senate Seleetthat Congress has no real need for a "precise reconstruction of past
events" in fulfilling its legislative function. Because Congress has no need for those precise
facts, the executive branch unfailingly concludes that Congress's interests do not outweigh
the executive branch's confidentiality interests.
In an impeachment inquiry, however, Congress has precisely that need for an accurate and
definitive reconstruction of past events to determine if a "high crime or misdemeanor'' has
occurred. Thus, even if executive privilege could potentially be applicable to impeachment, it
is hard to see how Congress's need for all the information relevant to that inquiry would not
outweigh the need for confidentiality.
Indeed, the Supreme Court's decision in U.S. v. Nixon makes it clear that Congress's need
would prevail. The House's role in an impeachment inquiry has been analogized to a grand
jury, and, in Nixon, it was the grand jury's need for all the relevant information about the
alleged wrongdoing that the Supreme Court found outweighed the president's need for
confidentiality in his communications with his closest advisers. The same reasoning would
apply to any claim of privilege during an impeachment inquiry. The executive branch would
likely claim that formal criminal proceedings, such as a grand jury investigation, are distinct
from an impeachment inquiry. But that formal distinction would appear to have little
relevance to the question of Congress's need. Both the grand jury and the House would be
engaged in the same task-weighing all relevant evidence to determine whether probable
cause existed to believe the individual under investigation engaged in wrongdoing in the
past-even if the offenses are different-criminal wrongdoing versus an impeachable
offense, respectively.
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There is thus a substantial historical and doctrinal argument that executive privilege does
not apply to an impeachment inquiry. My paper provides theoretical support for that
position as a matter of constitutional interpretation. If the executive's privilege is no more
than a limitation on Congress's implied oversight authority, it has no application to the
separate impeachment authority or the implied authorities of Congress in support of that
impeachment authority.
Judge Rao's recent dissent in the Mazars case, which argues that the House has no power to
investigate misconduct by executive branch officials unless it is pursuing impeachment,
misunderstands the importance of the historical materials on which it relies. The repeated
statements by presidents and other officials to which she refers-which distinguish
between oversight pursuant to legislative authority and demands for information as part of
an impeachment inquiry-stand for the proposition that Congress's authority to demand
information as part of an impeachment inquiry is not limited at all by executive branch
confidentiality interests. As a number of scholars have demonstrated conclusively-most
notably Raoul Berger in 1974 and Josh Chafetz more recently-Congress has always had
authority to inquire into wrongdoing by executive branch officials as part of its general
legislative and oversight responsibilities. That authority is limited, in my view, by the narrow
executive's privilege as historically understood. But there is no such limitation on the
implied authority to investigate pursuant to an impeachment inquiry. Executive privilege
simply does not apply in impeachment.
Importantly, if executive privilege does not apply in an impeachment proceeding, then
neither do any of the prophylactic doctrines that have developed to protect it, including the
immunity of presidential advisers such as Kupperman. Much has been written about the
doctrine of testimonial immunity, and the executive branch does consider it a separate and
distinct doctrine from executive privilege. It may be a separate doctrine, but even its
"founder," William Rehnquist, understood it to be a prophylactic doctrine arising out of and
reliant on the doctrine of executive privilege.
Much has been made of Rehnquist's congressional testimony in 1971 on the Pentagon
Papers in which the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia suggested he had
"apparently recanted" his original. tentative conclusion that senior presidential advisers
were absolutely immune from compelled congressional testimony. That testimony-and
the statement at issue read in context-addressed executive privilege for documents,
claiming that the executive branch official "who himself had custody of the documents" over
which the president was asserting privilege would "have to respond" to a subpoena. That
testimony did not, however, address the compelled testimony of senior advisers. Testimony
by Rehnquist on August 4 of that same year, often overlooked, confirms that he did not
have a change of heart or recant his original conclusions. And it also makes it clear that the
doctrine of immunity arose squarely out of executive privilege.
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In that testimony addressing executive privilege before the Senate Subcommittee on the
Separation of Powers of the Committee of the Judiciary, Rehnquist recognized "that in
judicial proceedings a witness who claims privilege must normally appear in court and claim
it in person" but then noted the "exception □ to that rule" when "it appeared that all the
testimony to be elicited from a witness would be privileged." After discussing a case
supporting that exception, he concluded that advisers "whose sole responsibility is that of
advising the President ... should not be required to appear at all" in response to a
congressional subpoena because "all of their official responsibilities would be subject to a
claim of privilege."
Immunity thus originates in the position that almost all of a senior presidential adviser's
testimony would be privileged and that therefore that adviser need not appear at all.
Accordingly, immunity is dependent on the premise that privilege applies. In fact, Janet
Reno's 1999 opinion on the immunity of President Clinton's counsel referred to immunity as
a "separate legal basis that would support a claim of executive privilege for the entirety of
the Counsel's testimony." And even OLC's most recent more expansive opinions on
immunity continue to justify it, in part, by noting that compelled testimony creates a risk of
"inadvertent or coerced" disclosure of information protected by executive privilege.
Likewise, OLC argues that compelled testimony would produce the same chill on
deliberations that privilege protects. To be sure, the opinions take pains to note that
executive privilege and immunity are distinct. And one recent opinion goes so far as to
disclaim entirely Reno's characterization of immunity as another facet of executive privilege.
But if you look at the origins of the immunity doctrine closely, it is clear it originated out of
the same considerations and doctrines that informed executive privilege and that continue
to underlie much of the executive branch's position today.
The same is true of more recent constitutional doctrines asserted by the executive branch,
such as the authority to countermand a deposition subpoena if executive branch officials
are not allowed to be present; the idea that a witness, including a private individual, can
decline to answer to protect the ability of the president to ultimately assert privilege; the
~ of executive branch officials refusing to comply with subpoenas or answer
questions because the information is potentially privileged despite the lack of any actual
assertion of privilege; or the president's ability to make a "protective" assertion of executive
privilege over a broad swath of information and thereby immunize an executive branch
official from contempt without the need to balance Congress's interests. Each of these
positions relies, ultimately, on the premise that executive privilege-that is, the affirmative
authority of the president to control the dissemination and disclosure of information-is
applicable and needs to be protected. However, if the privilege is not an affirmative
authority but, instead, is a limited immunity that is not applicable to impeachment, none of
these prophylactic doctrines apply.
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More generally, if the executive's privilege is understood as a narrow limit on Congress's
oversight authority, rather than an affirmative presidential authority, most of these
prophylactic doctrines would disappear from oversight as well, or at least be substantially
inhibited. The president-and only the president-would have to decide, and justify with
particularity, whether to withhold documents and which documents to withhold in response
to congressional subpoenas. In other words, the various defenses designed to "protect" the
president's authority to assert privilege, which is the primary rationale that animates the
executive branch's response to oversight demands today, would no longer be valid. The
president has no constitutional "authority" to control the dissemination of privileged
information; the president has a very narrow, fact-specific privilege that he may assert. His
assertion is a valid defense, but it is the only defense.
In sum, the question of"what is executive privilege?" is an enormously difficult one,
particularly in the current partisan environment. But it is a vitally important question to try
to answer as the conflicts escalate between the executive branch and Congress. I have
proposed one definition but I by no means think it is the only possible one.
Regardless of the answer, however, it should be clear that the privilege does not apply to
impeachment. And what has gone unrecognized to date, I think, is that if executive privilege
does not apply to impeachment, then these other related prophylactic doctrines disappear
along with it, whatever one thinks of their applicability to oversight more generally. The
executive's privilege, in my view, is limited to oversight. An impeachment inquiry-soon to
be affirmed by the full House-is now under way. As a result, executive privilege-and all its
attendant prophylactic doctrines-should be set aside. The president and executive branch
officials must, in Wilson's words, "appear[] at the bar of the house, to give an account of
their conduct."
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$35 million in Pentagon aid hasn't reached Ukraine, despite
White House assurances

I!

(Alexey Furman/ EPA-Shutterstock)

WASHINGTON
More than $35 million of the roughly $400 million in aid to Ukraine that President Trump
delayed, sparking the impeachment inquiry, has not been released to the country,
according to a Pentagon spending document obtained by the Los Angeles Times.
Instead, the defense funding for Ukraine remains in U.S. accounts, according to the
document. It's not clear why the money hasn't been released, and members of Congress are
demanding answers.
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The controversy began when Trump withheld the assistance package while urging new
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky to conduct investigations of Trump's political
opponents. The White House lifted its hold on the money on Sept. 11 after a whistleblower
report emerged alleging a quid pro quo.
Congress had approved the one-year funds - $250 million in military aid from the
Pentagon and an additional $141 million in assistance from the State Department - with
bipartisan support last fall. Because of a congressionally mandated 15-day waiting period,
the administration's delay left lawmakers less than a week to secure the money before the
legal authority to spend it expired at the end of the fiscal year on Sept. 30.
Advertisement
Knowing that the hundreds of millions couldn't all be allocated in such a short time,
Congress gave the Pentagon an additional year to spend its share.
Pentagon officials said then that the spending would be disbursed within weeks. But $35.2
million - earmarked for grenade launchers, secure communications and naval combat
craft - has not left the U.S. Treasury, according to lawmakers and the Pentagon document
tracking spending.
Pentagon spokeswoman Lt. Col. Carla Gleason confirmed that $36 million had yet to be
provided to Ukraine but declined to say why, instead reiterating that the aid would be
obligated "over the next several weeks."
The continued holdup of a portion of the assistance could undermine a key Republican
argument throughout the impeachment inquiry. The president's defenders have
downplayed the effects of the delay in aid by noting that the funds were ultimately released
without Ukraine committing to the investigations Trump wanted. A strategy memo
circulated Monday night by Republican committee staff urged them to make that case in
public hearings Tuesday.
Advertisement
Rep. Elise Stefanik (R-N.Y.) said Tuesday during a hearing that two key facts had not changed
throughout the inquiry: "Ukraine in fact received the aid and there was no investigation into
the Bidens."
White House Press Secretary Stephanie Grisham made the same point in dismissing the
inquiry in a Fox News interview Nov. 1. "The president did absolutely nothing wrong," she
said. "We released the transcript weeks ago for everybody to see. There was no quid pro
quo. The Ukrainian government said they felt absolutely no pressure. Aid was eventually
released to the Ukraine."
213
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Democratic lawmakers are demanding answers from the Pentagon as to why the aid for
Ukraine has not yet been spent, nearly two months after the fiscal year ended Sept. 30.
California Rep. John Garamendi (D-Walnut Grove), chairman of the House Armed Services
Committee's readiness subcommittee, said the Pentagon had not been responsive about
the reason.
"We've raised the question and we have not received an answer," Garamendi said. "We're
going to have to find out why."
Senate Democrats on defense committees wrote to Defense Secretary Mark Esper on
Monday, emphasizing the importance of the aid reaching Ukraine in the aftermath of the
controversy over the assistance.
"Speeding the delivery of this critical aid, which Congress specifically appropriated to
improve the security of Ukraine, is important to affirm our commitment to Ukraine in the
wake of the chaotic, undisciplined, and deeply concerning approach the administration has
taken toward our important partner," the letter said.

Molly O'Toole
Molly O'Toole is an immigration and security reporter based in the Los
Angeles Times' Washington, D.C., bureau. Previously, she was a senior
reporter at Foreign Policy covering the 2016 election and Trump
administration, and a politics reporter at the Atlantic's Defense One. She
has covered migration and security from Mexico, Central America, West
Africa, the Middle East, the Gulf, and South Asia. She is a graduate of Cornell University and
NYU, but will always be a Californian.
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E.x~Uk.ra1ne prosecutor says he saw no evidence of wrongdoing by Slden - Los Angeles Times
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Former Ukraine prosecutor says he saw no evidence of
wrongdoing by Eiden
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Ex-Ukraine prosecutor says he saw no evidence of wrongdoing by Biden - Los Angeles Times

KYIV, Ukraine - Ukraine's former top law enforcement official says he repeatedly rebuffed
demands by President Trump's personal laWYer to investigate Joe Biden and his son, insisting he
had seen no evidence of wrongdoing that he could pursue.
In an interview, Yuri Lutsenko said while he was Ukraine's prosecutor general he told Rudolph W.
Giuliani that he would be happy to cooperate if the FBI or other U.S. authorities began their own
investigation of the former vice president and his son Hunter but insisted they had not broken any
Ukrainian laws to his knowledge.

-
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Lutseuko, who was fired as prosecutor general last month, said he had urged Giuliani to launch a
U.S. inquiry and go to court ifhe had any evidence but not to use Ukraine to conduct a political
vendetta that could affect the U.S. election.
"I said, 'Let's put this through prosecutors, not through presidents,' " Lutsenko told The Times.

id.

"I told him I could not start an ii
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delayed congressionally mandated military aid to Ukraine while urging leaders there to help find
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Ex-Ukraine prosecutor says he saw no evidence

ot wrongdoing by Biden - Los Angeles Times

dirt on his political opponents to boost his 2020 reelection bid.

Lutsenko said he met Giuliani twice in person and had numerous conversations with him on the
phone. He described the former New York mayor as obsessed with possible misconduct by Biden or
his son Hunter.
Both Bidens have denied any wrongdoing, and no evidence has emerged to suggest they broke U.S.
laws.

Wby Nancy Pelosi is confident as she confronts Trump on impeachment inquiry

Lutsenko said he told Giuliani that Hunter Biden's position on the board of Ukraine's largest
natural gas company, Burisma Holdings, while his father was involved in steering Obama
administration policy toward Ukraine "could be signs of a conflict of interest" but was not illegal.

Lutsenko's account is controversial since he is believed to have been one of the original promoters
behind the unsubstantiated allegations against Biden. He also complained about Marie
Yovanovitch, the U.S. ambassador to Kyiv who was recalled in May, weeks before her tenure was
up.
Yovanovitch had pushed Ukraine's government to more aggressively crack down on corruption.
But the White House considered her insufficiently loyal to Trump, apparently because she resisted
pressuring Ukraine on his priorities, and she became a target of conservative critics, including
Giuliani.

House investigators have scheduled a deposition with Yovanovitch and four other senior State
Department officials as part of tl
the

Among the group is Kurt Volker
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officials.
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Lutsenko said he was eager to cooperate with Giuliani and Trump but did not have sufficient
evidence to act on his own.

Trump impeachment inquiry: A timeline
on

The former prosecutor said Giuliani dropped the Eiden requests at some point last year but
apparently saw a new opportunity with the election in April of YolodYlll\T 7.elenskY. a former actor
LOG IN
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Lutsenko said Giuliani again began contacting him to sound him out about the new president and
gauge whether Zelensky might be more cooperative in going after Democrats. But Lutsenko did not
keep his job and was fired in August.
On July 25, Trump spoke to Zelensky by telephone from the White House. According to a
ikd;issified memorandum released by the White House last week that reconstructed the

conversation, Trump asked Zelensky for a "favor" and urged him to "look into" Eiden and his son.
He linked his comments directly to Zelensky's request to buy U.S. antitank weapons to help
counter Russia-backed separatists in eastern Ukraine, and the new president's hopes of securing a
White House meeting.
During the 30-minute call, Trump asked Zelensky at least five times to work with Atty. Gen.
William Barr in addition to Giuliani.
"I will have Mr. Giuliani give you a call and I am also going to have Attv. Gen. Barr call and we will
get to the bottom of it," Trump t
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Ex-Ukraine prosecutor says he saw no evidence of wrongdoing by Biden - Los Angeles Times

Trump also asked Zelensky to look into CrowdStrike, a cybersecurity company that did work for
the Democrats in the 2016 election and was the focus of conspiracy theories. The company is based
in Irvine, but Trump apparently believed it operated from Ukraine.

A

week before the call, Trump had ordered aides to withhold disbursement of nearly $400 million

in military and State Department assistance that Congress had approved for Ukraine. He gave no
reason for blocking the aid.

Listen: Audio of Trump discussingwhistleblower at private event: 'That's close to a
spy'

Previously, Trump had bragged about having secured the aid, saying it showed he was more
supportive of Ukraine than President Obama had been. The funds and material were finally
released this month after Congress was notified of a whistleblower complaint involving Trump's
call to Zelensky.

Giuliani has acknowledged broadly asking Ukraine to investigate the Bidens and defended the
move as appropriate. Although he is a private citizen, not a government employee, he has claimed
he acted at the State Department's behest. The State Department has not commented.
"I did not do this on my own, I did it at the request of the State Department - I have a 'thank you'
from them for doing a good job," Giuliani said Sunday on CBS' "Face the Nation." He said
Secretary of State Michael R. Pompeo "was aware of it."

Lutsenko, 54, met with The Tim
Russian and English, at times cc
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was in March, he said.

"I went to his office and was there for several hours over three days," Lutsenko said. "He was
certainly prepared."

Giuliani quickly raised the issue of the Ukrainian gas company that had hired Hunter Biden.
Burisma is run by a Ukrainian oligarch who had been under investigation for tax evasion and lives
abroad. But once back taxes were paid, Lutsenko said, the case was shelved.

"He was wondering why the case was closed," he said. "I had to tell him how law enforcement
functions here."

He said his hands were tied and he could not reopen the case just because Trump wanted it.

California to play an outsize role in impeachment inquiry of Trump

Trump has suggested that one of Biden's misdeeds was to demand the firing of Lutsenko's
predecessor, Viktor Shokin, to prevent him from investigating Hunter Biden.

But U.S. and European officials had demanded Shokin's ouster as part of a crackdown on
widespread corruption in the former Soviet republic.

"The thinking was Ukraine could do a lot more" to fight corruption, David Cameron, the British
prime minister at the time, said Sunday on CNN.

Giuliani was scheduled to travel
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Lutsenko served as prosecutor general from May 2016 until last month, when Zelensky had him
replaced. Both men are pivotal characters in the Trump impeachment saga.
Lutsenko has had a checkered career. He spent several years in prison on corruption charges that
he claimed were trumped up. He was eventually pardoned.
Rivals have accused him of fomenting the Biden allegations in hopes of winning Trump
administration support during the Ukrainian election for Poroshenko, the defeated candidate.
The picture that is emerging of Giuliani's back-channel diplomacy suggests maneuvering that
countered and ultimately undermined official U.S. foreign policy.
The U.S. Congress has voiced bipartisan support for Kyiv in its showdown with neighboring Russia,
which seized the Crimea region in 2014 and has backed separatists in an armed insurgency in
eastern Ukraine.
Trump has been reluctant to criticize Moscow, and last week, when he met Zelensky on the
sidelines of the United Nations General Assembly, the president appeared to startle the Ukrainian
leader by urging him to settle his differences with Russia.

Loiko is a special correspondent.
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Sergei L. Loiko has covered wars, crises and daily life in Russia and the former Soviet states for the
Los Angeles Times since 1991.
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Listen: Audio of Trump discussing whistlcblower at private event:
'That's close to a spy'
Listen: Trump slams whistleblower at private event
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WASI-ITNGTON -- President Trump expressed disgust Thursday morning ·with the explosive
whistleblower n "ll[ >Llint, slamming the intelligence officer and the White House aides who helped
him as "almost a spy" and suggested it was treason.

Speaking at a private event with U.S. diplomatic officials in New York, Trump described reporters
as "scum" and raged at the Democrats' new impeachment proceedings, which were spurred by the
whistleblower·s complaint alleging that Trump tried to strong-arm Ukraine's leader to interfere in
the 2020 election.

The still-unidentified intelligence officer acknowledged that he did not listen to Trump's July 25
phone call with Ukrainian President Vokxlymyr Zelensky, but

from more than half a

dozen White House and other officials over the last four months as part of"offidal interagency
business."

"Basically, that person never saw the report, never saw the call, he never saw the call- heard
something and decided that he or she, or whoever the hell they saw - they're almost a spy,"
Trump said.

Terrns of~

The story begins in California.
Try for $1 a week.
htij:J,.:i~JatlTT1!16.Can'jXliitic,t'stor1/2010--CS-2&'tru!1'll-i'l1~p-h•te-br•fitffllt-W10-"ge\&-the--'Klla9e-blow,r-the-inkirrNtion,-becQue-e--that1Hi11IO'Ut-&•ipy

AB

39-405

2/11

01/18/2020

505
12f20i2!l1Q

"I want to know who's tho person, who's the person who gave the whistleblower the information?

Because that's close toa spy," he continned. "You know what we used to do in the old days when we
were smart? Right? The spies and treason, we used to handle it a little differently than we do now:·
A few attendees laughed at the casually menacing remark, but the ballroom at the Intercontinental
Hotel in New York stayed mostly silent.
A person attending the event provided the Los Angeles Times with a recording of the president's

remarks. The event was arranged so the president could thank the U.S. ambassador to the United
Nations, Kelly Craft, and her staff as he wound up four days of meetings around the U.N. General
Assembly.

foU coverage: President 'Ihimp becomes the third U.S. president to be impead1ed

Trump spoke just as ,Joseph Maguire, the acting director of national inte11igence, was ,k!j,il\iim: : hr

";,i.•,t;, b);J'' ,,r: at a hearing by the House Intelligence Committee, saying the individual "did the
right thing" and followed the law "every step of the way."

Holidi\\" Gifts for the Wanderlust-afflicted
By TUM!

We've got some ideas for you, and they're far better th3n "neck
pillow.

Rep. Adam B. Schiff (D-Burbank), who heads the committee and led the questioning of Maguire,
said later that Trump's crude comments in New Yori< rno•o ;nfonrlo,l In ;n,,m;,l~•o ,.,;,m,ceoc ;,, tho
fast-moving impeachment inquiry.
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Trump froze mihtary ~ia -

OBUKHIV, Ukraine

»6 Ukralrnan soldier• penshed m baU!e ~Lai.Angele• Times

When President Trump froze hundreds of millions of dollars in security

assistance to Ukraine in .July, Oleksandr Markiv was in a trench defending his country's eastern
front line against Russia-backed separatist militias.
Two months later, Markiv, 38, was dead, killed by shrapnel during a mortar attack on his
battalion·s position in a notoriously dangerous defense point known as the Svitlodarsk Bulge.

Markiv was one of 25 Ukrainian fatalities on the front line since ,July 18, the day Tmmp quietly put
on hold a $391-million military aid package appropriated by Congress for Ukraine last year.

Democrats accuse Trump of holding Ukraine's allotted military aid hostage in exchange for
promises from Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky to investigate the dealings of Trump's
political rival, ,Joe Bi<len.

Although there is no way to link Markiv's or the dozens of other deaths directly to the lack of aid,
military officials and other Ukrainians say they felt exposed, vulnerable and, al least temporarily,
abandoned by their foremost ally: Washington.

"U.S. aid to Ukraine has been very complex and fluid, alternating between more economic aid in
the 1990s to more chi! society support after 200
Rory Finnin. a professor of Ukrainian studies at
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Although the Trump administration said in September that it had lifted the freeze on military aid,
it "has not reached us yet," Oleksandr Motuzianyk. a spokesman for the Ukrainian Defense
Ministry, said this week. '·It is notjnsl monev from the bank. It is arms. equipment and hardwnre.•·

Al the time Russian President Vladimir Putin annexed Ukraine's Crimean peninsula and the war
was breaking out in Donbas, Ukraine's armed forces and its equipment had been stripped down

and sold off under then-President Viktor Yanukovich. The KremJin ..favored leader was ousted in
the Maidan protests in 2014 and fled to Russia.

Tens of thousands of Ukrainians, like Mnrkiv, volunteered to help fight the Russia-backed
separatists in the east. Many of them were sent to the front line wearing sneakers and without flak
jackets and helmets, let alone riO('s and ammunition. llkrainians across the country organized in
an unprecedented, united ch~l moYement not seen sin<:e World Wnr II to raise money to supply
their ragtag military with ev,•1ything from soldiers· boots to bullets.

The West, including the U.S., stepped in to provide billions of dollars in security assistance that
induded armored Hummer SUVs, military amhulances and medical supplies, radar and
communications equipment, night--vision goggles and drones.

Bolstering Ukraine's battle against Russia in the Donbas follows decades of what the U.S. saw as
vital support for the country of 45 million's post-Soviet transition.

Washington has poured money into developing and stabilizing Ukraine as a way to bring it into the
Wt'stern fold. This irritated the Kremlin, which sees Ukraine ag belonging firmly in Moscow's
pffceived sphere of influence.

Whereas Ukraine had been for nearly three decades at the center of a tug of war between the \Vest
and Mos<"ow, Trump's ,July phone call with Zelensky turned Ukraine into a buttlefield for American
domestic politics that comes at a high price for Ukrainians fighting on the front line.
·'Jfthe United States ";n drag us into their dome

l'•.,,,r:,

The story begins in California.

Try for $1 a week.
https:/fwww.letimes-com./world--netion/~tory/20'!9-10-16/&s-ukraine-w.ait~d-for~u~i-aa.s;3tance~d.eath-lo!1-on-east&rn~front-!in,e-gre.w

AB

39-405

3/13

01/18/2020

510
Trump froze military aid~ a!! Ukrainian isoldiiiH5 perished

in

b1ttle ~ Los Ange!e11- T1mvis

the co-founder of a new nongovernmental organization lobbying for democratic reforms in
Ukraine.

Ukraine would have managed to defend itself against Russia without U.S. assistance, but K_yiv's
losses "would have been much heavier,·• said Gen. Viktor Muzhenko, who was chief of staff from
2014

until 2019.

The U.S. donations of countcr-·battery radar systems, which warns troops about incoming mortar
and artillery fire and pinpoints where the firing came from. has saved "hundreds if not thousands
of our soldiers· lives," Muzhenko said.

Oleksiy Tikhonclmk, the commander of Markiv·s battalion, said such a system rould have saved his
deputy's life.

On Sept 27, Markiv's unit was hit first hy a mortar attack, and then rounds of a large-caliber
machine gun, Tikhonchuk said.

"All the soldiers were hiding in the trenches, holt:s and dugouts, but Sasha decided to climb on top
of his dugout to visually spot whPre the fire was coming from to adjust our return fire," he said,
using the diminutiw name for Oleksandr. Markiv was struck when their position took a direct hit
from a mortar round. He died three hourn later during an operation to remove the shrapnel from
his head in a military hospital in Svitlodarsk.

Many Ukrainian battalions have the American radar systems, but Markiv's squad did not
Tikhonchuk said. "That cost him his life."

Funeral for Ukrainian solider killed in b:>ttl ..
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In her grief. Markiv's widow doem't want to make her husband's death about geopolitics.

Anastasia Golota has enough to worry about with their son, Svetoslav, 9, who refuses to believe
that his father is dead.
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"He gets upset when I go to the cemetery, he tells tne he doesn't think he's there," Golota, 37, said
as she walked backed to the car from her husband's grave. Ukraine's national blue and yellow flags

flap in the wind and mark the graves of 34 soldiers from this former chemical factory town killed
during the conflict.
More than 14,000 Ukrainians have died and about 1.5 million displaced in the conflict. For many
in Ukraine, it's still hard to accept that Kyiv is in an armed conflict with its neighbor, Russia, with

whom it shares deep historical, linguistic and cultural ties. Many Ukrainians and Russians also
have family ties on both sides of the border. Golota is half Russian. Her mother moved from Russia
to Ukraine as a child during the Soviet Union years.
"I don't understand what Russia wants from our little country," said Golota's mother, Marina.

But Markiv understood perfectly well what Russia's ambitions were for Ukraine, Golota said. He

was a patriot with a deep commitment to Ukraine's independence, just as bis great-grandfather
had been as a member of the nationalist, paramilitary Ukrainian Insurgent Army that fought the
Soviet Rfd Army in the 1940s.
He had worked in the Obukhiv tax office in

2010

and watched as Yanukovich helped his business

associates divvy up local government offices to run the city like their personal fiefdoms.
Marlciv was very principled and hated the endemic corruption in his country under Yanukovich,
she said.
When the Maidan revolution started in 2013, she and Markivtook turns standing on the square
and taking care of their son at home. Her husband helped drag the wounded to the makeshift
medical hospitals set up on Kyiv's Independence Square at the height of the dashes between
government riot police and protesters.
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instructor in Kyiv, the capital. "But Trump is a businessman. He doesn't care for democracy or

freedom. He doesn't care ifwe sunivein the war against Russia or not."

Perhaps now, Trump wishes he'd never meddled with Ukraine, Yeremko said.
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Anastasia Golota, widow of Oleksandr Markiv, holds a photo of her husband in their home in Obukhiv, Ukraine. (Sergei L.
Loiko/For The Times)

He joined the 72nd mechanized brigade and became a lieutenant and served two years, surviving
several attacks while losing many battalion mates. In 2016, he joined the Rapid Response Brigade
of the National Guard, where he became a senior lieutenant of an antiaircraft missile battalion.
In an obituary, friends described Markiv as "a lieutenant only on paper. In life, he was an ordinary,
sociable and reliable fellow." He wasn't below peeling potatoes in the trenches with those ranked
below him, they said.
But the death of Golota's husband is also the story of a Ukrainian soldier changed by war.
He went to war in 2014 saying he hoped his bullets didn't kill anyone, Golota said. When he was on
the front, he would lie to his wife about his location and tell her he was at a training base so she
wouldn't worry, she said.
But after his first tour, Markiv was different, she said. When he was home on leave, his mind was
on war. He was constantly checking YouTube for updated videos about what was happening on the
front, Golota said.
"He just could not return to life in peace," she said.
When he returned from training at a U.S.-ledjoint operation center in western Ukraine in 2016, a
program run as part of the American security aid package, Markiv told his wife that the foreign
assistance helped, but it wouldn't be enough.

"It is up to us Ukrainians to fight this war," he told his wife.
As Trump's impeachment inquiry continues in Washington, Ukrainians take little consolation in
the fact that their country will continue to be int
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instructor in Kyiv, the capital. "But Trump is a businessman. He doesn't care for democracy or
freedom. He doesn't care if we survive in the war against Russia or not."

Perhaps now, Trump wishes he'd never meddled with Ukraine, Yeremko said.
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OBUKHIV, Ukraine - When President Trump froze hundreds of millions of dollars in security
assistance to Ukraine in July, Oleksandr Markiv was in a trench defending his country's eastern
front line against Russia-backed separatist militias.

Two months later, Markiv, 38, was dead, killed by shrapnel during a mortar attack on his
battalion's position in a notoriously dangerous defense point known as the Svitlodarsk Bulge.

Markiv was one of 25 Ukrainian fatalities on the front line since July 18, the day Trump quietly put
on hold a $391-million military aid package appropriated by Congress for Ukraine last year.

Democrats accuse Trump of holding Ukraine's allotted military aid hostage in exchange for
promises from Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky to investigate the dealings of Trump's
political rival, Joe Eiden.

Although there is no way to link Markiv's or the dozens of other deaths directly to the lack of aid,
military officials and other Ukrainians say they felt exposed, vulnerable and, at least temporarily,
abandoned by their foremost ally: Washington.
"U.S. aid to Ukraine has been very complex and fluid, alternating between more economic aid in
the 1990s to more civil society support after 200
Rory Finnin, a professor of Ukrainian studies at
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Although the Trump administration said in September that it had lifted the freeze on military aid,
it "has not reached us yet," Oleksandr Motuzianyk, a spokesman for the Ukrainian Defense
Ministry, said this week. "It is not just money from the bank. It is arms, equipment and hardware."
At the time Russian President Vladimir Putin annexed Ukraine's Crimean peninsula and the war
was breaking out in Donbas, Ukraine's armed forces and its equipment had been stripped down
and sold off under then-President Viktor Yanukovich. The Kremlin-favored leader was ousted in
the Maidan protests in 2014 and fled to Russia.
Tens of thousands of Ukrainians, like Markiv, volunteered to help fight the Russia-backed
separatists in the east. Many of them were sent to the front line wearing sneakers and without flak
jackets and helmets, let alone rifles and ammunition. Ukrainians across the country organized in
an unprecedented, united civil movement not seen since World War II to raise money to supply
their ragtag military with everything from soldiers' boots to bullets.
The West, including the U.S., stepped in to provide billions of dollars in security assistance that
included armored Hummer SUVs, military ambulances and medical supplies, radar and
communications equipment, night-vision goggles and drones.
Bolstering Ukraine's battle against Russia in the Donbas follows decades of what the U.S. saw as
vital support for the country of 45 million's post-Soviet transition.
Washington has poured money into developing and stabilizing Ukraine as a way to bring it into the
Western fold. This irritated the Kremlin, which sees Ukraine as belonging firmly in Moscow's
perceived sphere of influence.
Whereas Ukraine had been for nearly three decades at the center of a tug of war between the West
and Moscow, Trump's July phone call with Zelensky turned Ukraine into a battlefield for American
domestic politics that comes at a high price for Ukrainians fighting on the front line.

"If the United States will drag us into their dome
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the co-founder of a new nongovernmental organization lobbying for democratic reforms in
Ukraine.
Ukraine would have managed to defend itself against Russia without U.S. assistance, but Kyiv's
losses "would have been much heavier," said Gen. Viktor Muzhenko, who was chief of staff from
2014

until 2019.

The U.S. donations of counter-battery radar systems, which warns troops about incoming mortar
and artillery fire and pinpoints where the firing came from, has saved "hundreds if not thousands
of our soldiers' lives," Muzhenko said.

Oleksiy Tikhonchuk, the commander of Markiv's battalion, said such a system could have saved his
deputy's life.
On Sept. 27, Markiv's unit was hit first by a mortar attack, and then rounds of a large-caliber
machine gun, Tikhonchuk said.
"All the soldiers were hiding in the trenches, holes and dugouts, but Sasha decided to climb on top
of his dugout to visually spot where the fire was coming from to adjust our return fire," he said,
using the diminutive name for Oleksandr. Markiv was struck when their position took a direct hit
from a mortar round. He died three hours later during an operation to remove the shrapnel from
his head in a military hospital in Svitlodarsk.
Many Ukrainian battalions have the American radar systems, but Markiv's squad did not,
Tikhonchuk said. "That cost him his life."

Funeral for Ukrainian solider killed in b:>ttl<>
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·'He gets upset when Tgo to the cemetery, he tells me he doesn't think he's there," Golota, 37, said
as she walked backed to the car from her husband's grave. Ukraine's national blue and yellow flags
flap in the wind and mark the graves of 34 soldiers from this former chemical factmy town killed
during the conilict.

More than 14,000 Ukrainians have died and about 1.5 million displaced in the conflict. For many
in Ukraine, it's still hard to accept that Kyiv is in an armed conflict with its neighbor, Russia, with
whom it shares deep historical, linguistic and cultural ties. Many Ukrainians and Russians also
have family ties on both sides of the border. Golota is half Russian. Her mother moved from Russia
to Ukraine as a child during the Soviet Union yearti.

"I don't understand what Russia wants from our little country," said Golota's mother, Marina.

But Markiv understood perfectiy well what Russia's ambitions were for Uhaine, Golota said, He
was a patriot with a deep commitment to Ukraine's independence, just as his great-grandfather
had been as a member of the nationalist, paramilitary Ukrainian Insurgent Army that fought the
Soviet Red Army in the 1940s.

He had worked in the Obukhiv tax office in 2010 and watched as Yanukovich helped his business
associates divvy up local government offices to run the city like their personal fiefdoms.

Marldv was very principled and hated the endemic corroption in his country under Yanukovich,
she said.

When the Maidan revolution started in 2013, she and Markiv took turns standing on the square
and taking care of their son at home. Her husband helped drag the wounded to the makeshift
medical hospitals set up on Kyiv's Independence Square at the height of the clashes between
government riot police and proteBters.
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Anastasia Golota, widow of Oleksandr Markiv, holds a photo of her husband in their home in Obukhiv, Ukraine, (Sergei L
Loiko/For The Times)

He joined the 72nd mechanized brigade and became a lieutenant and served two years, surviving
several attacks while losing many battalion mates. In 2016, he joined the Rapid Response Brigade
of the National Guard, where he became a senior lieutenant of an antiaircraft missile battalion.

In an obituary, friends described Markiv as "a lieutenant only on paper. In life, he was an ordinary,
sociable and reliable fellow." He wasn't below peeling potatoes in the trenches with those ranked
below him, they said.

But the death of Go!ota's husband is also the stmy of a Ukrainian soldier changed by war.

He went to war in 2014 saying he hoped his bullets didn't kill anyone, Golota said. When he was on
the front, he would lie to his wife about his location and tell her he was at a training base so she

wouldn't worry, she said.

But after his first tour, Markiv was different, she said. Vlhen he was home on leave, his mind was
on war. He was constantly checking YouTube for updated videos about what was happening on the
front, Golota said.

"He jnst could not return to life in peace," she said.

When he returned from training at a U.S.-ledjoint operation center in western Ukraine in 2016, a
program run as part of the American security aid package, Markiv told his wife that the foreign
assistance helped, but it wouldn't be enough.

"lt is up to us Ukrainians to fight this war," he told his wife.

As Trump's impeachment inquiry continues in Washington, Ukrainians take little consolation in

the fact that their country will continue to be int
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instructor in Kyiv, the capital. "But Trump is a businessman. He doesn't care for democracy or
freedom. He doesn't care if we survive in the war against Russia or not."

Perhaps now, Trump wishes he'd never meddled with Ukraine, Yeremko said.
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OBUKHIV, Ukraine - When President Trump froze hundreds of millions of dollars in security
assistance to Ukraine in July, Oleksandr Markivwas in a trench defending his country's eastern
front line against Russia-backed separatist militias.
Two months later, Markiv, 38, was dead, killed by shrapnel during a mortar attack on his
battalion's position in a notoriously dangerous defense point known as the Svitlodarsk Bulge.
Markiv was one of 25 Ukrainian fatalities on the front line since July 18, the day Trump quietly put
on hold a $391-million military aid package appropriated by Congress for Ukraine last year.
Democrats accuse Trump of holding Ukraine's allotted military aid hostage in exchange for
promises from Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky to investigate the dealings of Trump's
political rival, Joe Biden.

Although there is no way to link Markiv's or the dozens of other deaths directly to the lack of aid,
military officials and other Ukrainians say they felt exposed, vulnerable and, at least temporarily,
abandoned by their foremost ally: Washington.
"U.S. aid to Ukraine has been very complex and fluid, alternating between more economic aid in
the 1990s to more civil society support after 200
Rory Finnin, a professor of Ukrainian studies at
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Although the Trump administration said in September that it had lifted the freeze on military aid,
it "has not reached us yet," Oleksandr Motuzianyk, a spokesman for the Ukrainian Defense
Ministry, said this week. "It is not just money from the bank. It is arms, equipment and hardware."
At the time Russian President Vladimir Putin annexed Ukraine's Crimean peninsula and the war
was breaking out in Donbas, Ukraine's armed forces and its equipment had been stripped down
and sold off under then-President Viktor Yanukovich. The Kremlin-favored leader was ousted in
the Maidan protests in 2014 and fled to Russia.
Tens of thousands of Ukrainians, like Markiv, volunteered to help fight the Russia-backed
separatists in the east. Many of them were sent to the front line wearing sneakers and without flak
jackets and helmets, let alone rifles and ammunition. Ukrainians across the country organized in
an unprecedented, united civil movement not seen since World War II to raise money to supply
their ragtag military with everything from soldiers' boots to bullets.
The West, including the U.S., stepped in to provide billions of dollars in security assistance that
included armored Hummer SUVs, military ambulances and medical supplies, radar and
communications equipment, night-vision goggles and drones.
Bolstering Ukraine's battle against Russia in the Donbas follows decades of what the U.S. saw as
vital support for the country of 45 million's post-Soviet transition.
Washington has poured money into developing and stabilizing Ukraine as a way to bring it into the
Western fold. This irritated the Kremlin, which sees Ukraine as belonging firmly in Moscow's
perceived sphere of influence.
Whereas Ukraine had been for nearly three decades at the center of a tug of war between the West
and Moscow, Trump's July phone call with Zelensky turned Ukraine into a battlefield for American
domestic politics that comes at a high price for Ukrainians fighting on the front line.

"If the United States will drag us into their dome
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the co-founder of a new nongovernmental organization lobbying for democratic reforms in
Ukraine.
Ukraine would have managed to defend itself against Russia without U.S. assistance, but Kyiv's
losses "would have been much heavier," said Gen. Viktor Muzhenko, who was chief of staff from
2014 until 2019.

The U.S. donations of counter-battery radar systems, which warns troops about incoming mortar
and artillery fire and pinpoints where the firing came from, has saved "hundreds if not thousands
of our soldiers' lives," Muzhenko said.

Oleksiy Tikhonchuk, the commander of Markiv's battalion, said such a system could have saved his
deputy's life.
On Sept. 27, Markiv's unit was hit first by a mortar attack, and then rounds of a large-caliber
machine gun, Tikhonchuk said.
"All the soldiers were hiding in the trenches, holes and dugouts, but Sasha decided to climb on top
of his dugout to visually spot where the fire was coming from to adjust our return fire," he said,
using the diminutive name for Oleksandr. Markiv was struck when their position took a direct hit
from a mortar round. He died three hours later during an operation to remove the shrapnel from
his head in a military hospital in Svitlodarsk.
Many Ukrainian battalions have the American radar systems, but Markiv's squad did not,
Tikhonchuk said. "That cost him his life."

Funeral for Ukrainian solider killed in b:>ttl<>
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In her grief, Markiv's widow doesn't want to make her husband's death about geopolitics.

Anastasia Golota has enough to worry about with their son, Svetoslav, 9, who refuses to believe
that his father is dead.

The story
in California.
for $1 a week.
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"He gets upset when I go to the cemetery, he tells me he doesn't think he's there," Golota, 37, said
as she walked backed to the car from her husband's grave. Ukraine's national blue and yellow flags
flap in the wind and mark the graves of 34 soldiers from this former chemical factory town killed
during the conflict.

More than 14,000 Ukrainians have died and about 1.5 million displaced in the conflict. For many
in Ukraine, it's still hard to accept that Kyiv is in an armed conflict with its neighbor, Russia, with
whom it shares deep historical, linguistic and cultural ties. Many Ukrainians and Russians also
have family ties on both sides of the border. Golota is half Russian. Her mother moved from Russia
to Ukraine as a child during the Soviet Union years.
"I don't understand what Russia wants from our little country," said Golota's mother, Marina.

But Markiv understood perfectly well what Russia's ambitions were for Ukraine, Golota said. He
was a patriot with a deep commitment to Ukraine's independence, just as his great-grandfather
had been as a member of the nationalist, paramilitary Ukrainian Insurgent Army that fought the
Soviet Red Army in the 1940s.
He had worked in the Obukhiv tax office in 2010 and watched as Yanukovich helped his business
associates divvy up local government offices to run the city like their personal fiefdoms.
Markiv was very principled and hated the endemic corruption in his country under Yanukovich,
she said.
When the Maidan revolution started in 2013, she and Markiv took turns standing on the square
and taking care of their son at home. Her husband helped drag the wounded to the makeshift
medical hospitals set up on Kyiv's Independence Square at the height of the clashes between
government riot police and protesters.
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Anastasia Golota, widow of Oleksandr Markiv, holds a photo of her husband in their home in Obukhiv, Ukraine. (Sergei L.
Loiko/For The Times)

He joined the 72nd mechanized brigade and became a lieutenant and served two years, surviving
several attacks while losing many battalion mates. In 2016, he joined the Rapid Response Brigade
of the National Guard, where he became a senior lieutenant of an antiaircraft missile battalion.

In an obituary, friends described Markiv as "a lieutenant only on paper. In life, he was an ordinary,
sociable and reliable fellow." He wasn't below peeling potatoes in the trenches with those ranked
below him, they said.

But the death of Golota's husband is also the story of a Ukrainian soldier changed by war.

He went to war in 2014 saying he hoped his bullets didn't kill anyone, Golota said. When he was on
the front, he would lie to his wife about his location and tell her he was at a training base so she
wouldn't worry, she said.

But after his first tour, Markiv was different, she said. When he was home on leave, his mind was
on war. He was constantly checking YouTube for updated videos about what was happening on the
front, Golota said.

"He just could not return to life in peace," she said.

When he returned from training at a U.S.-ledjoint operation center in western Ukraine in 2016, a
program run as part of the American security aid package, Markiv told his wife that the foreign
assistance helped, but it wouldn't be enough.
"It is up to us Ukrainians to fight this war," he told his wife.

As Trump's impeachment inquiry continues in Washington, Ukrainians take little consolation in

the fact that their country will continue to be in t
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instructor in Kyiv, the capital. "But Trump is a businessman. He doesn't care for democracy or
freedom. He doesn't care if we survive in the war against Russia or not."

Perhaps now, Trump wishes he'd never meddled with Ukraine, Yerernko said.
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Letter to Congress from Legal Scholars
Legal Scholars on Impeachment
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~

We, the undersigned legal scholars, have rondudC'd that President Trump engaged in

impeachable conduct.
We do not reach this conclusion lightlv. The Founders did not make impeachment
avail,ible for disagreements over policy, even profound ones, nor for extreme distaste for
the manner in which the President executes his office, Only "Treason, Bribery, or other
high Crimes and Misdemeanors" warrant impeachment. But there is overwhelming
evidence that President Trump betrayed his oath ot' office by seeking to use presidential
power to pressure a foreign government to help him di~tort an American election, for his
personal and political benefit, at the direct expense of national securitv interests as
determined by Congress. His conduct is precisely I he type of threat to our democracy
that the Founders feared when they included the remedy of impeachment in the
Constitution.
We take no position on whether the President committed a crime. But conduct need not
be criminal to be impeachable. The standard here is constitutional; it does not depend on
what Congress has chosen to c1 irninalize.

Impeachment is a remedy for grave abuses of the public trust. The two specific bases for
impeachment named in the Constitution

treason and briber\· -- involve such abuses

because they include conduct undertaken not in the "fai1 hful execution'' of public office
thar the Constitution requires, but instead for personal gain (bribery) or to benefit a
foreign enemy (treason).
Impeachment is an especially essential remedy for conduct that corrupts elections. The
primary check on presidents is political: if a president behaves poorly, voters can punish
him or his party at the polls. A president who corrupts the system of elections seeks to
place himself beyond the reach of this political check, At the Constitutional Convention,
https:i/rnedium.com/@lega!scholarsonimpeachmenV!etter~to-congress~from~legal-scholars-6c18b5b6d1i6
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George Mason described impeachable offenses as "attempts to subvert the constitution."
Corrupting elections subverts the process by which the Constitution makes the president
democratically accountable. Put simply, if a President cheats in his effort at re-election,
trusting the democratic process to serve as a check through that election is no remedy at
all. That is what impeachment is for.
Moreover, the Founders were keenly concerned with the possibility of corruption in the
president's relationships with foreign governments. That is why they prohibited the
president from accepting anything of value from foreign governments without
Congress's consent The same concern drove their thinking on impeachment. James
Madison noted that Congress must be able to remove the president between elections
lest there be no remedy if a president betrayed the public trust in dealings with foreign
powers.
In light of these considerations, overwhelming evidence made public to date forces us to
conclude that President Trump engaged in impeachable conduct. To mention only a few
of those facts; William B. Taylor, who leads the U.S. embassy in Ukraine, testified that
President Trump directed the withholding of hundreds of millions of dollars in military
aid for Ukraine in its struggle against Russia - aid that Congress determined to be in the
U.S. national security interest - until Ukraine announced investigations that would aid
the President's re-election campaign. Ambassador Gordon Sandland testified that the
President made a White House visit for the Ukrainian president conditional on public
announcement of those investigations. In a phone call with the Ukrainian president,
President Trump asked for a "favor" in the form of a foreign government investigation of
a U.S. citizen who is his political rival. President Trump and his Chief of Staff Mick
Mulvaney made public statements confirming this use of governmental power to solicit
investigations that would aid the President's personal political interests. The President
made clear that his private attorney, Rudy Giuliani, was central to efforts to spur
Ukrainian investigations, and Mr. Giuliani confirmed that his efforts were in service of
President Trump's private interests.
Ultimately, whether to impeach the President and remove him from office depends on
judgments that the Constitution leaves to Congress. But if the House of Representatives
impeached the President for the conduct described here and the Senate voted to remove
him, they would be acting well within their constitutional powers. Whether President
https://medium.com/@legalscholarsonimpeachment/tetter-to-congress-from..Jegal-scholars-6c18b5b6d116
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Trump's conduct is classified as bribery, as a high crime or misdemeanor, or as both, it is
clearly impeachable under our Constitution.
Signed/
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FBI seeks to interview the whistleblower
The whistleb}ower's complaint touched off the impeachment inquiry against Trump.

The Federal Bureau of Investigation seal is displayed outside FBl hcadquartE'.rs in Washington on Feb. 2, 2018.
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House leaders 1.mveil two articles of impeachment, accusing Trump of 'high crimes
and misdemeanors'
Democrats are expected to move s,vifrly ro hold a committee and floor vote before the holiday break

By Allan Smith and Rebecca Shabad
\VASHINGTON ~ House Democrats on Tuesday unvcik"<l anicles ,of impeachment against President Donald Trump about two and a
haJfmontJ1s after Speaker Nancy Pelosi, D·Calif., first announced a formal imp..§.Lchment inquiry into the president.

Judiciary Committee Chairman Jerry Nadler, D-N.Y., amwunred that his committee will consider two anides of impeachment one
for abuse of pmvC>r and the other for obstruction of Congress-~ charging Trump "with committing high crimes and misdemeanors<"
Nadler said tht articles ofimpeachment were being filed in response to Tntmp- allegedly soliciting foreign interference. ln the 2020
-election, compromising national security, threatening the integrity of the upcoming election and concealing evidence from
Congress and the Amt rican people. Trump, he said, violated his oath of office.
1

https://WWW.nbcnews.com/po!itics/trump-impeachment-inquiiy/house-democrats-unveil-two-art!des-impeachment-charge-trump-hlgh-crlmes,.n1098846
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l1t:m(1cr;1t:-;. rekase<l !h1.,.:_dn1(ta.cU.£!!:.''.i brcr Tuc~dc\y morning. The articles aHeg:e that Trump "('Orruptiy ::;olidred the government nr
Lkraine to publicly ,mnounc~ investigatinns•· into the Bid-ens and a rUil~pjracy ..tht{lJ::V.-;dlt'gl.Dg,.Lkraiut:-ul.iu.trn.1;;.ru.:ii,;:.t in lht 2016
ekctiorL Trump also '\'011ditioncd two otfki;,il acts on tht.' publir announcerue-nts th8t hf' r0qm'sted;' Democrat:-. wrote, citing:nearly
$•WO million in military aid and ~111 nflki.il \1./hite Hou~t• meeting with Ukrainlan Pn•sidem Volodymyr Ze!{1n:>kiy.
1

"Wherefore Presidem Trump. by >1Kh cnndm:t, has demonstrated that he- will tl:'main a tlm?at to national :-erurtt:r and tlw
Constillltion if aliowed lu remain in office and ha:-: acted in a mant1N grossly \11l-omp~1tiblc with :.ett:gnn·rn,mcC' and the rule of law."
the :irtic!t~s read. "President Trump tlm:-. w~irrants impead:rnem and trk~L remnv:11 frmn ottic(•. and Jl::r;qu;dilic:nion to hold .:md
en.Joy any ntfo::c of honor, trust, or ptY;fit under the l:nitC'-d Stmc-s.''
The :--.1,x:ond artidc. focu:-:cd on obstructing- Congres:-. ~tates that Trump's conduct \'iol~w:d hi!> 0;1th nf office and the Constiwtinn,
~md that rhrough that alleged obstnKtlon, the president "sought to arroµ;ate to him~elfthe right ro determine the propriety. scope,
and naturt> oLm fmpNKhm·ent inquiry into his own nmdurt, as well a-.: the uuilaler.;~I prerog,1tiY1:.' tn dN1y any and all infbrm,ition to
the·· Honse.

To prim the document, ditk tbe "Originai Do(umcnt" link to opn1 the- nrigiual PDF. ,\I tlii:-. rime it J:c; mrt po:,::::,iblc to
1,rint the doc11mc11t with annmatirnts,

https::1vtww.nbcnews.com/politicsltrump•irnpe:achment--1nquiry/house•dernocrats---un-.,eil•two--artld•1~impaachmant•charge-trump•high~crfme1-n1098a.(6
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Chairwoman Carolyn I\·1aloney, D-N.l:, and Foreign Affairs Committee Chairman Eliot Engel. D·N.Y.
"The argument, 1Why don't you just wait?' amounts to this: '\Vhy don't you just let him cheat in one more election. \\"hy not let him

cheat just one more time. Why not let him have foreign help just one more tlme,'" Schiff said.
"The president's oath of office appears to mean very little to him;' Schiff added. citing Trump's chief of staff Mick l\lnlvaney's
October call to "get over it" when asked about whether there was any llnk between the president's push for Ukrainian investigations
and the \Vithhol<ling of nearly $400 million in military aid to that country. Mulvaney later vvalked back his comments.

Pointing to Trump's personal attorney Rudy Giuliani's recent trip to Ukraine, Schiff said Trump "still wants Ukraine to interfere" in
the 2020 elettion and hoost his campaign.
Trump blasted Schiff on Twitter. calling him a ~totally corrupt politician." The µresident a1so pointed to the call summary of his July
25 conversation with Zelenskiy. fili)JJJg when he asked Zelenskiy to do "us'' a favor and prohe Democrats, the president \\ras talking
about the country and not himself.
Speaking at the Wall Street Journal CEO Council Forum on Tuesday, l\1ulvaney said the articles of impeachment "should surprise

nobody," adding that "politics can and should influence foreign policy and hopefully always ,vill."'

The V>/hitc Honse, the Trump campaign and their allies s,:viftly pushed back too. \Vhite 1Ious0 press secretary Stephanie Grisham
caHed the articles of impeachment "baseless" and said Trump '\vlll address these false charges in the Senate and expects to be fully
exonerated, because he did nothing wronf{."
Brad Parscale, Trump's campaign manager, said in a srn.tement that Democrats "are putting on this politic-a! theater because they
don't have a viahle candidate for 2020 and they know it." Ronna McDaniel, chainvoman of the Repuhlican National Cormnittee,
said Pelosi "can inn~nt whatever false charges she wants, but the American people see this for what it is: yet another partisan
attempt t.o overthrow a duly~elected president .and rob voters of the chance to re-elect him in 2020."
Rep. Jim Jordan, R-Ohio, a top Trump ally who sirs on tfw Judiciary and Oversight commiHe('S, said in a statement that the articles
of impeachment were nthe product of a baseless attempt to upend the
of the people less than 11 months before the next
election."

,vm

"Tht> Democrats' impeachment f'ffort ls a miscarriage of the House of Representatives' constitutional oh ligations and marks a
shameful chapter in American history," lw- added.
The announcement comes a day after the Judiciary Committee held its S£mn.d_pill2lic impeachment bearing, in which lawyers for
the- Democrats and the Republicans took turns summarizing the cases they've built. NBC News f.f P..9..I.tf.d !\Ionday night that
D('mocrats. had settled on bringlng two articles of impeachment against the president.
The impeachment lnquiry began afrer Congn:ss \Vas made aware of a ,vhistleblower complaint alleging that Trump ·was soliciting
foreign interference in 2020. That led to the \Vhite. House releasing the summary of the July 25 call between Trump and Zelenskiy,
·which showed Trump asking his counterpart. to investigate former Vice President Joe Bidell and his son Hunter, and a debunked
conspiracy about the 2016 election.
l\.iultiple current and former Trump administration officials testified before the impeachment probe, but the administration has so
far refused to provide investigators with a trove of documents, as well as allow several firsthand \Vitnesses, such as :!\1nlvaney, to
testify.
\Vith Congress slated to leave ·washington hy the end of next week, Democrats arc expected to move s,\·iftly to hold a vote in the
Judiciary Committee to adopt and recommend the articles to the House for a floor vote before the holiday break.

Democrats had been wrestling with whether to make the articles narrow, fi.)Cusing only on the president's alleged misconduct in
l 1kraine, or expanding thern to include issues such as obsrructlon of justice, raised in former special counsel Robert l\lue1\er's
Russia report, or alleged violations of the emolunwnts. clause of the Constitution,

Rep. Gerry Connolly, D·Va., signaled Tuesday that he was disappointed not m see an article on obstruction ofjustke.

https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/trump-impeachment-inquiry/house-dernocrats-unveil-two-artlc!es-impeachment-charge-trump-high-crimes-n1098846
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"I will vote forthe two articles of impeachment; he said, though he joked, "But I would also vote for third... It's a matter of public
record - I've said, I think one of the articles should be obstruction of justice."
Rep. PramilaJayapal, D·Wash., a co-chair of the Congressional Progressive Caucus, told reporters Tuesday that she wished Trump
had cooperated with the inquiry.
'1 wish we had the president testifying," she said. ''They keep shouting about process and yet they've engaged not at all. They have
not submitted it's unprecedented the president's obstruction of Congress. They have not given us any documents, he hasn't
allowed anybody to come and testify."

Allan Smith is a political reporter for NBC Ne\vs.

Rebecca Shabad

Rebecca Shabad is a congressional reporter for NBC News, based in Washington,
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Russia's Putin labels Trump impeachment 'domestic political infighting'
"I doubt theywil\ 11;ant to pxprl from power1l ieir p3rty reprcscntat\\C based on what! think are absolmc!y mJde:·uµ n.\isow< Put\!) s.ald.

P.r~1t~-''!tP11tk1 n.!11li i.ri 9.n.J)::mup'.f. ir)JPUf.!1_rn_,nti!.JnnY1lJJt~•. cgnfort,tl9t
J)]T' )U,JO:,;•)L(lt

By Yuliya Talmaztn
Ru;-;-;lan Pn:sidt.'111 Vladiwir Putin c.:alkd L'.n:::;i<l.\.:!t~.i!srn~tJd.T.1111!.IJl:S,,lq1p~\1~Juns:nL:t '\•(1mirm:nion of d(\mestir p(1litlrnl lnfightinb'
:-.1inkc with reportt•r::: at his ,1mrn~1l pres.s rm1fert.•nce in \ioscow on Thur:-day.

;i~

h(•

1

Ft1r !he third time in l'.S. hlst,ny, Llt--.~ !.it.I¼"~ v{lh:J}i:i:'.~,1:jJ1iHJ-',.-..'....c.Yi.!!\'.dJ\'i,;:.1,.lW.':-:d(1\.l1.1..b.nnt'ili.:.h a sitting president, ~Ktln~ afl('f a ~l..i.t~:l-mµ.
,,id,1;i\g cm ,,h{'lhcr Trump viobtPd his 0ath in JW~'S!'.uring l.ikraine to damagt> a political opponclll.

/\Sk;.'d ahiut thz' w1tt' durine; h!S owrathnn press conCen•nct\ Putin s,~id ht' didn't think tkit Trump's presidency was OH:T. no!ing th:-:i.1 tht>
trh! st\H has to go thrnuµh the :,";en;ne \\·lwre Hepnh1karn; haw a majority.

Tlit' Dcmncr;n~,, "who los1 tlw ekrtion," wne \Ymllnlil, rn a,:hit:Yt' tlltir gnals "{1y o!hcr rrn2ans, act·using Trump of Russian colluslnn," he
<ticL "1t thPn nmwd uut ihat lht>rt' \Vas no roUwiion and it could Jll)t form tlw basis j(Jr an impt'.tdunent, and JW\\' there b this nud(•·up
pl cs,m e on t:kraine.'
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At his annual press conference, President Vladimir Putin said global climate change could threaten Arctic cities and tov.>ns built on permafrosL

A Senate irttelligence report released in July found "extensive" Russian interference in the 2016 U.S. election. The report was issued just
one day after former special counsel Robert 1\lueller warned lawmakers that he believed Russia would seek to interfere again in the~

=RiJign.
Democrats, meanwhile, have said there was ample evidence that T r u m p ~ ~ by pressuring Ukraine to announce
investigations into former Vice President Joe Biden and his son Hunter while withholding almost $400 million in aid, and that he had
obstructed Congress by refusing to release any documents related to his actions.
Putin also responded to news that U.S. officials had voted to place strict sanctions on Russia, saying his country would "mirror" the
moves.
On Wednesday, the Senate Foreign Relations Committee advanced legislation described by one sponsor as the sanctions bill "from hell."
The Russian leader added that Moscow was ready to extend the New Strategic Arms RedU{:tion Treaty, or New START, with the U.S.

The agreement limits the number of strategic nuclear warheads that the world's two biggest nuclear powers can deploy.
"We are happy to prolong the current agreement till the end of the year," Putin said, but added that so far, they haven't received any
response from the U.S.

"If there is no SNV HI," Putin said, referring to the Russian name for the treaty, "there is nothing in the world that will contain the nuclear
arms race. And that's very bad in my opinion."
In February, the Trump administration moved t o ~ from another key missile treaty with Russia, the Intermediate-Range Nuclear
Forces ONF) Treaty, which has formed a cornerstone of nu dear arms control efforts fur <lf'GJdes.
Asked about peace talks with llkraint' earlier this month, Putin said he thinks the negotiations should continue as long as there are
positive changes.
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Putin; 'Thank God' Ukraine not Rm~now under~RQtljgbt
~O\'. 21, 201900:40

However, he added that he was alarmed by comments made by UJ:ainLs1ILEn:,idrnLmlmlxmyLL~ll!iUYJJ11hlcilll"JJJJilliU!Llilll<~
Eari':i on the war in the east of Ukraine, where fighting benveen Ukrainian troops and Russian-backed separatists has claimed more than

13,000lives,
"There should be a direct dlalogue \'<'ith Donbass. lt's not there{ Putin added, referring to the name of the war·ravaged region in
east.
The president was also asked about Russia's rcceut Qrnlfr. .t1n1..th.eJ\:orld'sto_g;;portin~J:Y-ent:s for t.Dur.ve..5.ffs, including the next summer
and winter Olympics and the 2022 soccer World Cup, for tampering with doping test.-s.
called the decision "unfair" and "unlawful," adding that the decision "\Vas politically moth·,:itt•d.

During the marathon press conference that lasted nearly four-and-a-half hours, the Russian leader addressed a myriad of other topics
including health care, inflation, pension reform and internet freedom, as well as Russia's relations with Belarus, Turkey, China and the
European Union.

He also touched on his mvn political legacy and international image,
"I know what is in my country's interest and whatever ls said about me means nothing in comparison to achieving the fundamental goals
needed for Russia," he said.
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A Conversation With Rudy Giuliani Over Bloody Marys at the
Mark Hotel

•

Rudy, not at the Mark Hotel. Photo: Elsa/Getty Images
As the black SUV came to a stop on 33rd Street in Manhattan, its lights flashing, a pale hand
stretched through the open window of the passenger door and gave a little wave. It was
attached to Rudy Giuliani, who smiled from behind his tortoiseshell sunglasses. He
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apologized for being late. "Couldn't go on sidewalks like I used to," he said, mourning a perk
of his past life as mayor.
It was early in the afternoon on Sunday, December 8, and Giuliani had just returned from
Ukraine, where he said he was looking for information to undermine the case to impeach
his client, President Donald Trump.
"We snuck out of Kiev to escape having to answer a lot of questions," he said, though it
wasn't clear if he meant from the press or government officials. "They all thought we were
going to leave on Friday morning, and I organized a private plane to go to Vienna on
Thursday night."
The back of the car was cluttered with luggage. His bodyguard, a retired NYPD officer who
loves Donald Trump almost as much as he loves his boss of ten years, got out to move the
bags to the trunk while Giuliani climbed into the backseat.
When Giuliani got to his hotel in Vienna, he said it was 2:30 in the morning, and the first
thing he did was search for opera tickets. "Lo and behold, that Friday night they were
performing Tosca, with the conductor Marco Armiliato." He sang me an aria from Rigoletto,
one of the first pieces he fell in love with when he was introduced to opera in high school, as
he theatrically conducted with his hands.
Over a sweater, he wore a navy-blue suit, the fly of the pants unzipped. He accessorized
with an American-flag lapel pin, American-flag woven wallet, a diamond-encrusted pinky
ring, and a diamond-encrusted Yankees World Series ring (about which an innocent
question resulted in a 15-minute rant about "fucking Wayne Barrett," a journalist who
manages to enrage Giuliani even in death).
In addition to being the president's free personal attorney, Giuliani, who is 75, is an informal
White House cybersecurity adviser and a high-priced cybersecurity contractor. In one hand,
he clutched three phones of varying sizes. Two of the devices were unlocked, their screens
revealing open tabs and a barrage of banner notifications as they knocked into each other
and reacted to Giuliani's grip. He accidentally activated Siri, who said she didn't understand
his command. "She never understands me," he said. He sighed and poked at the device,
attempting to quiet her.
Giuliani is quick to announce that he knows "every block of this city," but he lives on the
Upper East Side and doesn't linger much across or below the park. When I asked him to
bring me somewhere he likes to hang out, he quickly directed his bodyguard to the Mark, a
five-star hotel on East 77th Street. Always a creature of habit, Giuliani is extra-aware of
where he's welcome these days. He says that "because of what's happened" his circle is
tightening, that he doesn't trust anyone anymore.
I asked him how he ever trusted Lev Parnas and Igor Fruman, two Russian associates with a
2/7

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

554
business called Fraud Guarantee who were arrested by the FBI in October. "They look like
Miami people. I know a lot of Miami people that look like that that are perfectly legitimate
and act like them," Giuliani said. "Neither one of them have ever been convicted of a crime.
Neither one. And generally that's my cutoff point, because if you do it based on allegations
and claims and - you're not gonna work with anybody," he said, laughing. "Particularly in
business."
As we sped uptown, he spoke in monologue about the scandal he co-created, weaving one
made-up talking point into another and another. He said former ambassador Marie
Yovanovitch, whom he calls Santa Maria Yovanovitch, is "controlled" by George Soros. "He
put all four ambassadors there. And he's employing the FBI agents." I told him he sounded
crazy, but he insisted he wasn't.
"Don't tell me I'm anti-Semitic if I oppose him," he said. "Soros is hardly a Jew. I'm more of a
Jew than Soros is. I probably know more about - he doesn't go to church, he doesn't go to
religion - synagogue. He doesn't belong to a synagogue, he doesn't support Israel, he's an
enemy of Israel. He's elected eight anarchist DA's in the United States. He's a horrible
human being."
In the grand tradition of Soros conspiracy theorists, Giuliani believes the media is doing the
billionaire's bidding by printing lies about him, yet he often bungles his own attempts to
discredit the media's reporting. While attempting to argue that, despite what has been
written, "I have no business interests in Ukraine," he told me about his business interests in
Ukraine.
"I've done two business deals in Ukraine. I've sought four or five others," he said. Since he's
been representing the president, he said, he has been approached with two opportunities
in Ukraine, both of which he turned down to avoid accusations of impropriety.
"The one that I really wanted to do," Giuliani said, was a lawsuit on behalf of the Ukrainian
government against a large financial institution he claims laundered $7 billion for Viktor
Yanukovych, the former president. "It would've had nothing to do with Trump, nothing to do
with Burisma, nothing to do with Bid en," he said. He then explained that the reason why he
"really wanted" to take on the case was to learn about Ukrainian money laundering, "so I
could figure out they utilize the same money-laundering system for Hunter Biden."
"I thought about it for a month, back and forth, and then I referred it to another lawyer," he
said. "I did take advantage of learning a little about the money-laundering system first."
In order to take out the president, Giuliani believes you must first take out his men, so he's
under siege, the victim of a conspiracy to remove Trump from office that includes the media
and the Democrats and the deep state and even some people he thought he really knew.
And about this, Giuliani is emotional. He reads his own press and sees that his friends, these
3(7
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"sources close" to him, are being weaponized by the conspirators, helping to paint a public
portrait of a man unglued. These are the same concerned people who have told him to be
careful with his legacy. "And my attitude about my legacy is Fuck it," he said.
His ex-wife had implied. in an interview with New York, that he was an alcoholic. Others
anonymously question his mental state. "Oh yeah, yeah - I do a lot of drugs," Giuliani said
sarcastically. 'There was one I was addicted to. I've forgotten what it is. I don't know where
the drug things come from - I really don"t. The alcohol comes from the fact that I did
occasionally drink. I love Scotch. I can't help it. All of the malts. And part of it is cigars - I
love to have them with cigars. I'm a partyer."
And then there's the Southern District of New York, the biggest betrayal of all. That was
supposed to be his world, full of his guys; he ran the office for most of the '80s. It was
unrecognizable now. "If they're investigating me, they're assholes. They're absolutely
assholes if they're investigating me," he said.
As he spoke, he fixed his gaze straight ahead, rarely turning to make eye contact. When his
mouth closed, saliva leaked from the corner and crawled down his face through the valley
of a wrinkle. He didn't notice, and it fell onto his sweater.
"If they are, they're idiots," he went on. 'Then they really are a Trump-deranged bunch of
silly New York liberals." He added that he didn't know for sure if he was being investigated
at all, though subpoenas issued to Giuliani associates by the SONY reportedly request
documents and correspondence related to Giuliani, his firm, and, specifically, "any actual or
potential payment" to or from Giuliani.
"If they think I committed a crime, they're out of their minds," he said. "I've been doing this
for 50 years. I know how not to commit crimes. And if they think I've lost my integrity, maybe
they've lost theirs in their insanity over hating Trump with some of the things they did that I
never would've tolerated when I was U.S. Attorney."
He thought they might be jealous of him, he said, because, in the 30 years since he resigned
with thousands of convictions under his belt, the office had declined. The new guys, the
ones after him, wish they were prosecuting the mob like he did, he said. They couldn't do
what he'd been capable of.
"It's a terrible thing to say because it will get the Southern District all upset, but I know why
they're all upset," Giuliani said. "Because they've never done anything like me since me. They
haven't done an eight years like I did since I left being U.S. Attorney. Nothing close."
''jealousy," he added, "and because I'm of a different political philosophy than they are.
They're all - they're all knee-jerk, now logically impaired anti-Trump people, including
James Corney's daughter, who works there. You don't think she's bitter? Do you know the
things that I've called her husband? I hired her husband."
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He meant her father.
"Her father," he said. "I consider her father a disgrace. I'm embarrassed that I hired him.
Never seen anyone run the FBI like that."
The car stopped at 77th and Madison. "Your honor, do you want me to secure you a table?,"
the bodyguard asked. "Uhh," Giuliani said, pausing, "yeah."
As we walked into the hotel lobby, Giuliani said he hadn't yet discussed the possibility of
representing the president during the Senate trial, but visions of cross-examining
congressional Democrats and witnesses made famous during the hearings, something he
hasn't done since the '90s, satisfied his desire for revenge.
"I'm great at it. It's what I do best as a lawyer. That's what I would be good at," he said. "Oh, I
would love it, I could rip
you know, I hate to sound like a ridiculously boastful lawyer, but
cross-examining them would be, I don't know, I could've done it when I was a second-year
assistant U.S. Attorney. They're a bunch of clowns."
"You plan for days and days how you're gonna cross-examine them," he said of his
theoretical strategy. "And try to learn his personality. You try to learn when he's gonna lie,
how he's gonna lie. You try to learn how to make him feel comfortable and confident. You
try to work on what kind of personality is he. Is he a boaster? Is he sensitive about certain
things? Somebody like Biden, for example, is extraordinarily sensitive about his intellect."
He had a few ideas for going after the credibility of witnesses. "The guy that overheard the
telephone call," for instance, "anybody check if the guy has an earpiece? Maybe he didn't
have it in. How old is he? How old is that guy?" There was a possibility that he was deaf, he
said, and didn't know what he heard. "How do we know he isn't a paranoid schizophrenic?,"
he said. "How do we know he isn't an alcoholic?"
But to the extent that he was aware of a strategy from Lindsey Graham and Mitch
McConnell, it was to respond to the evidence the Democrats have presented with a shrug:
"Deal with it, like, 'Who cares? How stupid."'
The hostess led us through a hallway to the dining room. As Giuliani walked down the
carpeted ramp, he fell over to his right and hit the wall. He kept on walking as if it hadn't
happened. "My God, it's Rudy Giuliani," I heard someone say. He nodded and waved at
people he knew seated across the restaurant. He stopped to shake hands with an older man
and his wife.
"I'd like some sparkling water. And I know you have wonderful Bloody Marys," Giuliani told
the waiter. "Yes, sir," the waiter said, "and I know you love them." Giuliani laughed. "You're a
good man!," he said.
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After he ordered an omelet with extra-crispy bacon, I asked about the mysterious call logs
included in the House Intelligence Committee report, which suggested that Giuliani had
corresponded with someone at the White House at axial points in Trump's back-and-forth
with Ukraine. The report said the number was "associated" with the Office of Management
and Budget.
"I don't think I talked to 0MB at all," Giuliani told me. "Of course, it's not clear. I don't even
remember. It might have been my son." His son, Andrew Giuliani, is the president's publicliaison assistant. He suggested that perhaps he was calling to discuss with Andrew the White
House baseball team, which Andrew was coaching and Giuliani claimed to be very invested
in. "I don't remember who I called. I talk to the president, mostly."
He said he sometimes calls the White House to talk to Jared Kushner, whom he likes to joke
around with - "I just called to kid him because I once said he was indispensable; I thought
he was dispensable" - and Dan Scavino, the longtime social-media director. But the
president was often the one calling Giuliani. "He calls me a lot before work and after work. I
generally don't like to bother him in the middle of night," he said. "I call the main
switchboard, and then sometimes I get switched to another number. I don't know who I
called."
He said he and Jay Sekulow, the president's other lawyer, often call the president together.
"We both prefer to do it together, so we can have our own interpretation to the call," he
said.
He swore that although he doesn't know whom he called, he knows he didn't discuss
anything improper with whoever it was. "Those calls - I can tell you what they don't have to
do with: They don't have to do with military aid. I never discussed military aid with them.
Never discussed military aid with anyone until it first appeared in the New York Times of late
August of 2019. I had no idea we were withholding it, ifwe were." He didn't think it was such
a big deal once he read about it, he said, because it was "typical Trump; he withholds aid till
the last minute until he makes them beg for it."
He lifted the skewer of olives from his Bloody Mary and removed one with his teeth. He
continued speaking as he chewed. He ordered a second Bloody Mary.
I asked Giuliani if he thought he could do a better job representing Trump in a trial than
Sekulow. He smiled. "Jay is a different kind of lawyer. Jay is more of an academic lawyer. I
mean, I've only argued in the Supreme Court once; he's argued it 14 times. I don't know how
often Jay's ever cross-examined anyone. I've cross-examined a thousand people." (Then he
mused and said, "a hundred.")
"No, but he would be better arguing the case through the court than I would," he said. "He
knows the justices a lot better; he understands their temperament better."
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Still, if it ever came to it, he thought Trump might pick him instead. "If it's a very aggressive
case, he would be more comfortable with me," he said. "He was annoyed because over the
last couple of weeks I've been pulling all his facts together and I haven't been on television.
People who think he doesn't like me on television, I don't know where they get that from. It's
just the opposite."
He made the case that the Ukrainian prosecutor fired for corruption, Viktor Shakin, was in
fact not corrupt and had been forced out by the Obama administration precisely because
he had the goods on the Bidens. He also claimed to have a secret source with documentary
proof that Hunter Biden had been paid off through a Cyprus bank in a transaction routed
through a Lithuanian bank. "When I got it" - that is, the document he claims shows this - "I
had already lost Lev, and so I had no translator. I translated it with my app," he said. He took
out his phone to show me how Google Translate works.
Back in the black SUV, Giuliani directed his bodyguard to drop him at home and then take
me back to my hotel. "Oh, look at those poor people," he said, glancing out the window to
the park, where a man and a woman sat on a bench. "When I was mayor, by the time I was
home, there'd be a call to the head of Homeless Services. Have somebody on Fifth between 70
- is that 75 or 76? A couple, they seem to be freezing. See if we con get them in a shelter. All my
commissioners were trained to do that. And we got it down to almost nothing, zero." The
couple on the bench did not appear to be homeless.
"Do you have all three phones?," his bodyguard said as Giuliani stepped out of the car.
"Yeah, I got all three phones," he said. "I gotta get down to two. I'm gonna try that tonight."
A few minutes later, as we made our way downtown, I saw from the corner of my eye the
sun reflecting off of something. It was the screen of one of the phones, which he had left on
the seat next to me.
I handed it to the bodyguard, who laughed. He called Giuliani to tell him, and Giuliani
laughed too.

*A version of this article appears in the January 6, 2020, issue of New York Magazine. Subscribe
Now!
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At Louisiana Rally, Trump Lashes Out at
Impeachment Inquiry and Pelosi
The president denounced the impeachment inquily and condemned what he called the "unholy alliance of conupt Democrat
politicians, deep-stale bureaucrats and the fake news media."

:,:)

By Katie Rogers

Published Oct. 11, ?019

Updated Oct 14, 2019

LAKE CHARLES, La. - President Trump left a dizzying trail of developments behind him in Washington on Friday evening, swapping the
confines of the capital for a fiery rally where he used foul language, fierce political attacks and personal grievances to light up his
supporters for the second day in a row.

The president lashed out at the House speaker, Nancy Pelosi, saying that the top Democrat in Congress ''hates this country" and ridiculing
her decision to begin an impeachment inquiry into his efforts to get foreign countries to dig up damaging information on his rivals.
To the delight of thousands who repeatedly roared their approval, :Vlr. Trump denounced the impeachment inquiry and condemned what he
called the "unholy alliance of corrupt Democrat politicians, deep-state bureaucrats and the fake news media."
"The radical Democrats' policies are crazy. Their politicians are corrupt. Their candidates are terrible;' Mr. Trump said to huge applause.
"And they know they can't win on Election Day so they're pursuing an illegal, invalid and unconstitutional bullshit impeachment:'
Regarding Ms. Pelosi, he said: "She hates the country. Nancy Pelosi hates the United States of America, because she wouldn't be doing this."
Mr. Trump's latest political rally came only a day after he appeared in front of supporters in Minneapolis to deliver a profanity-laced screed
against former Vice President Joseph R. Eiden Jr. and called his younger son, Hunter, "a loser?' Mr. Trump only briefly returned to
Washington, where an impeachment inquiry surrounding his efforts to pressure the Ukrainian president to uncover damaging information
about the Bidens is rapidly moving forward.
[n a head-spinning 24 hours before departing for Louisiana, Mr. Trump announced a preliminary deal with China that will forestall a tariff
increase, and the Pentagon announced it would send additional troops to Saudi Arabia - a decision, Mr. Trump said before departing
Washington, was made because the Saudis had "agreed to pay us for everything."
A federal appeals court ruled Friday that the president's financial team must turn over eight years of Mr. Trump's financial information to a
House committee. Separately,judges in three states ruled against the administration's efforts to withhold green cards from immigrants who
receive public assistance.

And in a closed-door deposition on Capitol Hill, Marie L Yovanovitch, the former American ambassador to Ukraine, offered a scathing
assessment of the Trump administration's approach to foreign policy, adding that she believed Mr. Trump had personally pushed for her
removal for months.
Asked about Ms. Yovanovitch's testimony before he left Washington, Mr. Trump said that Volodymyr Zelensky, the Ukrainian president,
"didn't speak favorably" about her during the July 25 phone call that has formed the basis of the impeachment inquiry.
Amid it all, Mr. Trump left again for the campaign trail, which he has long employed as a useful conduit for his most provocative language,
particularly when he feels the confines of Washington closing in.
Upon landing, he announced the departure of Kevin McAleenan, the acting secretary of homeland security who had publicly expressed
frustration with the job in recent weeks. Once the president took the stage in this southwestern corner of the state, he defended himself
against those pursuing impeachment, singling out Ms. Pelosi and Representative Adam Schiff, the chairman of the House Intelligence
Committee.
Mr. Schiff's decision during a committee hearing to liken the president's remarks in the July 25 call to a mobster issuing a veiled threat drew
the president's ire on Friday, as it had for weeks.

hltps:/Jwww.nYJmes.com/2019/10/11/us/trump-rally-!ouis1ana-lake-char!es.html
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"He made it up: It was fiction," Mr. Trump said. "I don't know, congressman, are you immune from something like that? That should be a
crime."
rhroughout the rally, Mr. Trump seemed to abruptly switch emotional channels. He toggled between lashing out at Democrats to acting out
an imagined back-and-forth between two former EB.I. officials, Lisa Page and Peter Strzok, in order to mock them for exchanging
unflattering text messages about Mr. Trump during his candidacy. He also paused at one point to interview Little League ballplayers about
their pitching speeds.
Eventually, he circled back to his original purpose for the visit: testing his political influence over local races ahead of Saturday's primary
election, largely following the same attack-style playbook he deployed last month in a close North Carolina race,
Earlier on Friday, Mr. Trump urged his supporters to vote for one of two Republican candidates running to replace John Bel Edwards, the
state's Democratic governor.
At the rally, the president said that Mr. Edwards was "100 percent going to drop the Second Amendment" and sought to cast the centrist
governor in the same light as other popular target at his rallies, including Ms. Pelosi and Chuck Schumer, the Senate minority leader.
Mr. Trump was joined by Mr. Edwards's Republican challengers - Ralph Abraham, a third-term congressman, and Eddie Rispone, a Baton
Rouge businessman - but did not endorse either. The goal on Saturday, he said, was to keep Mr. Edwards from earning the majority of the
vote and avoiding a runoff.
''I need you to send the radical Democrat establishment a loud and clear message," Mr. Trump told the crowd. "You are going to fire your
Democratic governor. He's done a lousy job."
But Mr. Edwards remains the leader in the race, with recent polls showing that he is likely to draw about 47 percent of the vote. Keeping
with a tradition of Louisiana Democrats, he is largely a centrist, and earlier this year pleased conservatives when he signed a restrictive
law that bans abortions once a fetal heartbeat is detected.
He is also practiced at the art of political survival in deep-red territories: Last year, he was the only Democratic lawmaker to attend the first
state dinner of the Trump administration, an event that honored Emmanuel Macron, the president of France.
:)n Friday, the governor responded to the president on Tu,1itter by defending his track record on the Second Amendment, and saying that he
looked forward to working with Mr. Trump during his second term.
The particulars of the governor's record - or any of the other more pressing news matters of the day - did not seem to concern Mr. Trump
as he spoke for nearly an hour and a half.
As news broke that Rudolph W. Giuliani, one of Mr. Trump's personal lawyers, was under investigation over whether he broke foreign
lobbying laws in his work with Ukraine, the president was speaking about the importance of voter identification laws, and telling his
supporters how much he loved them.
Michael D. Shear cont1ibuted reporting from Washington,

Common Questions About Impeachment
• What is impeachment?
Impeachment 1s charging a holder of public office with misconduct.
• Why is the impeachment process happening now?
A whistle•blower complaint filed in August said that White House officials believed they had
witnessed Mr. Trump abuse his power for po!it1cal gain.
• Can you explain what President Trump is accused of doing?
President Trump is accused of breaking the law by pressuring the president of Ukraine to
look into former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr., a potential Democratic opponent in the

2020 election,
• What did the President say to the president of Ukraine?
Here is a reconstructed transcnpt of Mr. Trump's cat! to President Volodymyr Ze!ensky of

Ul<.ra1nc, released by The White House.
• What is the impeachment process like?
Here are answers to seven key questions about the process.

How to Keep Up
https:/lwww.nyt.imes.com/2019/10/11/us/trurrp-ral!y-!ouisiana-lal<e-charles.html
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Conflict and

WASHINGTON - Deep into a long flight to la pan aboard Air Force One with President
Trump, Mick Mulvaney, the acting White House chief of staff. dashed off an email to an aide
back in Washington.
"I'm just trying to tie up some loose ends," Mr. Mulvaney wrote. "Did we ever find out about
the money for Ukraine and whether we can hold it back?"
It was June 27, more than a week after Mr. Trump had first asked about putting a hold on
security aid to Ukraine, an embattled American ally, and Mr. Mulvaney needed an answer.
The aide, Robert B. Blair. replied that it would be possible, but not pretty. "Expect Congress
to become unhinged" if the White House tried to countermand spending passed by the
House and Senate, he wrote in a previously undisclosed email. And, he wrote, it might
further fuel the narrative that Mr. Trump was pro-Russia.
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Mr. Blair was right, even if his prediction of a messy outcome was wildly understated. Mr.
Trump's order to hold $391 million worth of sniper rifles, rocket-propelled grenades, night
vision goggles, medical aid and other equipment the Ukrainian military needed to fight a
grinding war against Russian-backed separatists would help pave a path to the president's
impeachment.
The Democratic-led inquiry into Mr. Trump's dealings with Ukraine this spring and summer
established that the president was actively involved in parallel efforts - both secretive and
highly unusual - to bring pressure on a country he viewed with suspicion, if not disdain.
One campaign, spearheaded by Rudolph W. Giuliani, the president's personal lawyer, aimed
to force Ukraine to conduct investigations that could help Mr. Trump politically, including
one focused on a potential Democratic 2020 rival, former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr.
The other, which unfolded nearly simultaneously but has gotten less attention, was the
president's demand to withhold the security assistance. By late summer, the two efforts
merged as American diplomats used the withheld aid as leverage in the effort to win a
public commitment from the new Ukrainian president, Volodymyr Zelensky, to carry out the
investigations Mr. Trump sought into Mr. Biden and unfounded or overblown theories
about Ukraine interfering in the 2016 election.
Interviews with dozens of current and former administration officials, congressional aides
and others, previously undisclosed emails and documents, and a close reading of
thousands of pages of impeachment testimony provide the most complete account yet of
the 84 days from when Mr. Trump first inquired about the money to his decision in
September to relent.
What emerges is the story of how Mr. Trump's demands sent shock waves through the
White House and the Pentagon, created deep rifts within the senior ranks of his
administration, left key aides like Mr. Mulvaney under intensifying scrutiny- and ended
only after Mr. Trump learned of a damning whistle-blower report and came under pressure
from influential Republican lawmakers.
In many ways, the havoc Mr. Giuliani and other Trump loyalists set off in the State
Department by pursuing the investigations was matched by conflicts and confusion in the
White House and Pentagon stemming from Mr. Trump's order to withhold the aid.
Opposition to the order from his top national security advisers was more intense than
previously known. In late August, Defense Secretary Mark T. Esper joined Secretary of State
Mike Pompeo and John R. Bolton, the national security adviser at the time, for a previously
undisclosed Oval Office meeting with the president where they tried but failed to convince
him that releasing the aid was in interests of the United States.
By late summer, top lawyers at the Office of Management and Budget who had spoken to
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lawyers at the White House and the Justice Department in the weeks beforehand, were
developing an argument - not previously divulged publicly - that Mr. Trump's role as
commander in chief would simply allow him to override Congress on the issue.
And Mr. Mulvaney is shown to have been deeply involved as a key conduit for transmitting
Mr. Trump's demands for the freeze across the administration.
The interviews and documents show how Mr. Trump used the bureaucracy to advance his
agenda in the face of questions about its propriety and even legality from officials in the
White House budget office and the Pentagon, many of whom say they were kept in the dark
about the president's motivations and had grown used to convention-flouting requests
from the West Wing. One veteran budget official who raised questions about the legal
justification was pushed aside.
Those carrying out Mr. Trump's orders on the aid were for the most part operating in
different lanes from those seeking the investigations, including Mr. Giuliani and a number
of senior diplomats, including Gordon D. Sandland. the ambassador to the European Union,
and Kurt D. Volker. the State Department's special envoy for Ukraine and Russia.
The New York Times found that some key players are now offering a defense that they did
not know the diplomatic push for the investigations was playing out at the same time they
were implementing the aid freeze - or if they were aware of both channels. they did not
connect the two.
Mr. Mulvaney is said by associates to have stepped out of the room whenever Mr. Trump
would talk with Mr. Giuliani to preserve Mr. Trump's attorney-client privilege, leaving him
with limited knowledge about their efforts regarding Ukraine. Mr. Mulvaney has told
associates he learned of the substance of Mr. Trump's July 25 call weeks after the fact.
Yet testimony before the House suggests a different picture. Fiona Hill. a top deputy to Mr.
Bolton at the time. told the impeachment inquiry about a July 1O White House meeting at
which Mr. Sandland said Mr. Mulvaney had guaranteed that Mr. Zelensky would be invited
an arrangement that
to the White House if the Ukrainians agreed to the investigations
Mr. Bolton described as a "drug deal." according to Ms. Hill.
Along with Mr. Bolton and others. Mr. Mulvaney and Mr. Blair have declined to cooperate
with impeachment investigators and provide information to Congress under oath, an
intensifying point of friction between the two parties as the Senate prepares for Mr. Trump's
impeachment trial.
At the center of the maelstrom was the Office of Management and Budget, a seldomscrutinized arm of the White House that during the Trump administration has often had to
find creative legal reasoning to justify the president's unorthodox policy proposals. like his
demand to divert Pentagon funding to his proposed wall along the border with Mexico.
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In the Ukraine case, however, shock about the president's decision spread across America's
national security apparatus - from the National Security Council to the State Department
and the Pentagon. By September, after the freeze had become public and scrutiny was
increasing, the blame game inside the administration was in full swing.
On Sept. 10, the day before Mr. Trump changed his mind, a political appointee at the
budget office, Michael P. Duffey, wrote a lengthy email to the Pentagon's top budget official,
with whom he had been at odds throughout the summer about how long the agency could
withhold the aid.
He asserted that the Defense Department had the authority to do more to ensure that the
aid could be released to Ukraine by the congressionally mandated deadline of the end of
that month, suggesting that responsibility for any failure should not rest with the White
House.
Forty-three minutes later, the Pentagon official, Elaine Mccusker, hit send on a brief but
stinging reply.
"You can't be serious," she wrote. "I am speechless."

'We Need to Hold It Up'
For top officials inside the budget office, the first warning came on June 19.
Informed that the president had a problem with the aid, Mr. Blair called Russell T. Vought,
the acting head of the Office of Management and Budget. "We need to hold it up," he said,
according to officials briefed about the conversation.
Typical of the Trump White House, the inquiry was not born of a rigorous policy process.
Aides speculated that someone had shown Mr. Trump a news article about the Ukraine
assistance and he demanded to know more.
Mr. Vought and his team took to Google, and came upon a piece in the conservative
Washington Examiner saying that the Pentagon would pay for weapons and other military
equipment for Ukraine, bringing American security aid to the country to $1.5 billion since
2014.
The money, the article noted, was coming at a critical moment Mr. Zelensky, a onetime
comedian, had called ending the armed conflict with Russia in eastern Ukraine his top
a move that would likely only happen if he could negotiate from a position of
priority
strength.
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The budget office officials had little idea of why Mr. Trump was interested in the topic, but
many of the president's more senior aides were well aware of his feelings about Ukraine.
Weeks earlier, in an Oval Office meeting on May 23, with Mr. Sandland, Mr. Mulvaney and
Mr. Blair in attendance, Mr. Trump batted away assurances that Mr. Zelensky was
committed to confronting corruption.
"They are all corrupt, they are all terrible people," Mr. Trump said, according to testimony in
the impeachment inquiry.
The United States had been planning to provide $391 million in military assistance to
Ukraine in two chunks: $250 million allocated by the Pentagon for war-fighting equipment
and $141 million controlled
- from sniper rifles to rocket-propelled grenade launchers
and yet more rocketsystems
radar
devices,
night-vision
buy
to
Department
by the State
grenade launchers.
With the money having been appropriated by Congress, it would be hard for the
administration to keep it from being spent by the end of the fiscal year on Sept. 30.
The task of dealing with the president's demands fell primarily to a group of political
appointees in the West Wing and the budget office, most with personal and professional
ties to Mr. Mulvaney. There was no public announcement that Mr. Trump wanted the
assistance withheld. Neither Congress nor the Ukrainian government was formally notified.
Mr. Mulvaney had first served in the administration as the budget director, after three terms
in the House, where he earned a reputation as a firebrand conservative.
The four top political appointees helping Mr. Mulvaney execute the hold - Mr. Vought, Mr.
Blair, Mr. Duffey and Mark Paoletta, the budget office's top lawyer - all had extensive
experience in either congressional budget politics or Republican and conservative causes.
Their efforts would cause tension and at times conflict between officials at the budget office
and the Pentagon, some of whom watched with growing alarm.

A Question of Legality
The single largest chunk of the federal government's annual discretionary budget, some
$800 billion a year, goes to the Pentagon, spy agencies and the Department of Veterans
Affairs. The career official in charge of managing the flow of all that money for the budget
office is an Afghanistan war veteran named Mark Sandy.
After learning about the president's June 19 request, Mr. Sandy contacted the Pentagon to
learn more about the aid package. He also repeatedly pressed Mr. Duffey about why Mr.
Trump had imposed the hold in the first place.
5/11

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

566
"He didn't provide an explicit response on the reason," Mr. Sandy testified in the
impeachment inquiry. "He simply said we need to let the hold take place - and I'm
and then revisit this issue with the president."
paraphrasing here
From the start, budget office officials took the position that the money did not have to go
out the door until the end of September, giving them time to address the president's
questions.
It was easy enough for the White House to hold up the State Department portion of the
funding. Since the State Department had not yet notified Congress of its plans to release the
money, all it took was making sure that the notification did not happen.
Freezing the Pentagon's $250 million portion was more difficult, since the Pentagon had
already certified that Ukraine had met requirements set by Congress to show that it was
addressing its endemic corruption and notified lawmakers of its intent to spend the money.
So on July 19, Mr. Duffey proposed an unusual solution: Mr. Sandy should attach a footnote
to a routine budget document saying the money was being temporarily withheld.
Approving such requests is routine; Mr. Sandy processed hundreds each year. But attaching
a footnote to block spending that the administration had already notified Congress was
ready to go was not. Mr. Sandy said in testimony that he had never done it before in his 12
years at the agency.
And there was a problem with this maneuver: Mr. Sandy was concerned it might violate a
law called the lmpoundment Control Act that protects Congress's spending power and
prohibits the administration from blocking disbursement of the aid unless it notifies
Congress.
"I asked about the duration of the hold and was told there was not clear guidance on that,"
Mr. Sandy testified. "So that is what prompted my concern."
Mr. Sandy sought advice from the top lawyers at the budget office.

A Pivotal Day
For a full month, the fact that Mr. Trump wanted to halt the aid remained confined primarily
to a small group of officials.
That ended on July 18, when a group of top administration officials meeting on Ukraine
policy - including some calling in from Kyiv - learned from a midlevel budget office official
that the president had ordered the aid frozen.
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"I and the others on the call sat in astonishment," William B. Taylor Jr., the top United States
diplomat in Ukraine, testified to House investigators. "In an instant, I realized that one of the
key pillars of our strong support for Ukraine was threatened."
That same day, aides on the House Foreign Affairs Committee received four calls from
administration sources warning them about the hold and urging them to look into it.
A week later came Mr. Trump's fateful iuly 25 call with Mr. Zelensky. Mr. Bolton, the national
security adviser, had recommended the call take place in an effort to end the "incessant
lobbying" from officials like Mr. Sandland that the two leaders connect.
Some of Mr. Trump's aides had thought the call might lead Mr. Trump to lift the freeze. But
Mr. Trump did not specifically mention the hold, and instead asked Mr. Zelensky to look into
Mr. Biden and his son and into supposed Ukrainian involvement in the 2016 election.
Among those listening on the call was Mr. Blair.
Mr. Blair has told associates he did not make much of Mr. Trump's requests during the call
for the investigations. He saw the aid freeze not as a political tool, but as an extension of Mr.
Trump's general aversion to foreign aid and his belief that Ukraine is rife with corruption.
Just 90 minutes after the call ended, and following days of email traffic on the topic, Mr.
Duffey, Mr. Sandy's boss, sent out a new email to the Pentagon, where officials were
impatient about getting the money out the door. His message was clear: Do not spend it.
"Given the sensitive nature of the request, I appreciate your keeping that information
closely held to those who need to know to execute the direction," Mr. Duffey wrote in his
note, which was released this month to the Center for Public Integrity.
This caused immediate discomfort at the Pentagon, with a top official there noting that this
hold on military assistance was coming on the same day Ukraine announced it had seized a
Russian tanker - a potential escalation in the conflict between the two nations.
On that same day, Mr. Sandy, having received the go-ahead from the budget office's
lawyers, took the first official step to legally impose what they called a "brief pause,"
inserting a footnote into the budget document that prohibited the Pentagon from spending
any of the aid until Aug. 5.

By that point, officials in Ukraine were getting word that something was up. At the same
time, the effort to win a commitment from the Ukrainians for the investigations sought by
Mr. Trump was intensifying, with Mr. Giuliani and a Zelensky aide, Andriy Yermak, meeting
in Madrid on Aug. 2 and the diplomats Mr. Sandland and Mr. Volker also working the issue.
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And inside the intelligence community, a Cl.A. officer was hearing talk about the two
strands of pressure on Ukraine, including the aid freeze. Seeing how they fit together, he
was alarmed enough that by Aug. 12 he would take the extraordinary step of laying them
out in detail in a confidential whistle-blower complaint.

A 'POTUS-level Decision'
Keeping a hold on the assistance was now a top priority, so officials moved to tighten
control over the money.
In a very unusual step, the White House removed Mr. Sandy's authority to oversee the aid
freeze. The job was handed in late July to Mr. Sandy's boss, Mr. Duffey, the political
appointee, the official ultimately responsible for apportionments but one who had little
experience in the nuts and bolts of the budget office process.
As the debate over the aid continued, disagreements flared. Two budget office staff
members left the agency after the summer. Mr. Sandy testified that their departures were
related to the aid freeze, a statement disputed by budget office officials.
Pentagon officials, in the dark about the reason for the holdup, grew increasingly frustrated.
Ms. Mccusker, the powerful Pentagon budget official, notified the budget office that either
$61 million of the money would have to be spent by Monday, Aug. 12 or it would be lost.
The budget office saw her threat as a ploy to force release of the aid.
At the White House, which had been looped into the dispute by the budget office, there was
a growing consensus that officials could find a legal rationale for continuing the hold, but
with the Monday deadline looming, it was a "POTUS-level decision," one official said.
Complicating matters, another budget battle was escalating. Mr. Vought was attempting to
impose cuts of as much as $4 billion on the nation's overall foreign aid budget. It was an
entirely separate initiative from the Ukraine freeze, and was quickly abandoned, but helped
the White House establish that its concern about aid was not limited to Ukraine.
By the second week of August, Mr. Duffey had taken to issuing footnotes every few days to
block the Pentagon spending. Office of Management and Budget lawyers approved each
one.
Mr. Trump spent the weekend before the Pentagon's Aug. 12 deadline at Bedminster, his
New Jersey golf resort.
In a previously unreported sequence of events, Mr. Mulvaney worked to schedule a call for
that day with Mr. Trump and top aides involved in the freeze, including Mr. Vought, Mr.
Bolton and Pat Cipollone, the White House counsel. But they waited to set a final time
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because Mr. Trump had a golf game planned for Monday morning with iohn Daly. the
flamboyant professional golfer, and they did not know how long it would take.
Late that morning. Ms. Mccusker checked in with the budget office. "Hey. any update for
us?" she asked in an email obtained by Center for Public Integrity.
Mr. Duffey was still waiting for an answer as of late that afternoon. "Elaine - I don't have an
update." he wrote back. "I am attempting to get one."
The planned-for conference call with the president never happened. Budget office lawyers
decided that Ms. Mccusker had inaccurately raised alarms about the Aug. 12 date to try to
force their hand.
In Bedminster with Mr. Trump, Mr. Mulvaney finally reached the president and the answer
was clear: Mr. Trump wanted the freeze kept in place. In Washington, the whistle-blower
submitted his report that same day.

The National Security Team Intervenes
Inside the administration, pressure was mounting on Mr. Trump to reverse himself.
Backed by a memo saying the National Security Council, the Pentagon and the State
Department all wanted the aid released, Mr. Bolton made a personal appeal to Mr. Trump
on Aug. 16. but was rebuffed.
On Aug. 28, Politico published a story reporting that the assistance to Ukraine had been
frozen. After more than two months, the issue, the topic of fiery internal debate, was finally
public.
Mr. Bolton's relationship with the president had been deteriorating for months, and he
would leave the White House weeks later, but on this front he had powerful internal allies.
On a sunny, late-August day, Mr. Bolton, Mr. Esper and Mr. Pompeo arrayed themselves
around the Resolute desk in the Oval Office to present a united front, the leaders of the
president's national security team seeking to convince him face to face that freeing up the
money for Ukraine was the right thing to do. One by one they made their case.
''This is in America's interest," Mr. Bolton argued, according to one official briefed on the
gathering.
''This defense relationship, we have gotten some really good benefits from it," Mr. Esper
added, noting that most of the money was being spent on military equipment made in the
United States.
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Mr. Trump responded that he did not believe Mr. Zelensky's promises of reform. He
emphasized his view that corruption remained endemic and repeated his position that
European nations needed to do more for European defense.
"Ukraine is a corrupt country," the president said. "We are pissing away our money."
The aid remained blocked. On Aug. 31, Senator Ron Johnson, Republican of Wisconsin,
arranged a call with Mr. Trump. Mr. Johnson had been told days earlier by Mr. Sondland
that the aid would be unblocked only if the Ukrainians gave Mr. Trump the investigations he
wanted.
When Mr. Johnson asked Mr. Trump directly if the aid was contingent on getting a
commitment to pursue the investigations, Mr. !ohnson later said, Mr. Trump replied, amid a
string of expletives, that there was no such demand and he would never do such a thing.
Around the same time, White House lawyers informed Mr. Trump about the whistleblower's complaint regarding his pressure campaign. It is not clear how much detail the
lawyers provided the president about the details of the complaint, which noted the aid
freeze.
Mr. Trump was scheduled to travel to Poland on Sept. 1 to commemorate the 80th
anniversary of the outbreak of World War 11, and had planned to get together with Mr.
Zelensky. Some administration officials hoped meeting the new Ukrainian president in
person would change Mr. Trump's mind.
But a hurricane was bearing down on the United States, and Mr. Trump sent Vice President
Mike Pence in his place. When Mr. Zelensky raised the issue with the vice president, Mr.
Pence said he should speak with Mr. Trump.
Behind the scenes in Warsaw, Mr. Sandland, the American envoy who was Mr. Trump's
point person on getting the Ukrainians to agree to the investigations, had a blunter
message. Until the Ukrainians publicly announced the investigations, he told Mr. Yermak,
the Zelensky adviser, they should not expect to get the military aid. (Mr. Yermak has
questioned Mr. Sondland's account.)

An Abrupt Reversal
By late summer, top lawyers at the budget office were developing a proposed legal
justification for the hold, based in part on conversations with White House lawyers as well
as the Justice Department.
Their argument was that lifting the hold would undermine Mr. Trump's negotiating position
in his efforts to fight corruption in Ukraine.
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The president, the lawyers believed, could ignore the requirements of the lmpoundment
Control Act and continue to hold the aidby asserting constitutional commander in chief
powers that give him authority over diplomacy. He could do so, they believed, if he
determined that, based on existing circumstances, releasing the money would undermine
military or diplomatic efforts.
But divisions within the administration continued to widen; Mr. Boltonwas opposed to using
an argument proffered by administration lawyers to block the funding.And pressure from
Congress was intensifying. Mr. Johnson and another influential Republican, Senator Rob
Portman of Ohio, were both pushing for the aid to be released.
On a call with Mr. Portman on Sept. 11, Mr. Trump repeated his familiar refrain about other
nations not doing enough to support Ukraine.
"Sure, I agree with you," Mr. Portman responded, according to an aide who described the
exchange. "But we should not hold that against Ukraine. We need to release these funds."
Democrats in the House were gearing up to limit Mr. Trump's power to hold up the money
to Ukraine, and the chairmen of three House committees had also announced on Sept. 9
that they were opening an investigation.
Still, White House officials did not expect anything to change, especially since Mr. Trump
had repeatedly rejected the advice of his national security team.
But then, just as suddenly as the hold was imposed, it was lifted. Mr. Trump, apparently
unwilling to wage a public battle, told Mr. Portman he would let the money go.
White House aides rushed to notify their counterparts at the Pentagon and elsewhere. The
freeze had been lifted. The money could be spent. Get it out the door, they were told.
The debate would now begin as to why the hold was lifted, with Democrats confident they
knew the answer.
"I have no doubt about why the president allowed the assistance to go forward," said
Representative Eliot L. Engel, Democrat of New York and the chairman of the House Foreign
Affairs Committee. "He got caught."
Adam Goldman, Edward Wong and Peter Baker contributed reporting.

11111

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

572
i!!bc ,Kc\lJ fiork limes

Biden Faces Conflict of Interest
Questions That Are Being Promoted by
Trump and Allies
By Kenneth P. Vogel and luliia Mendel
Milyl, 2019

WASHINGTON - It was a foreign policy role Joseph R. Biden Jr. enthusiastically embraced during his vice presidency: browbeating
Ukraine's notoriously corrupt government to clean up its act. And one of his most memorable performances came on a trip to Kiev in
December 2015, when he threatened to withhold $1 billion in United States loan guarantees if Ukraine's leaders did not dismiss the
country's top prosecutor, who had been accused of turning a blind eye to corruption in his own office and among the political elite.
The pressure campaign eventually worked. The prosecutor general, long a target of criticism from other Western nations and
international lenders, was voted out months later by the Ukrainian Parliament.
Among those who had a stake in the outcome was Hunter Biden, Mr. Biden's younger son, who at the time was on the board of an energy
company owned by a Ukrainian oligarch who had been in the sights of the fired prosecutor general.
Hunter Biden was a Yale~educated lawyer who had served on the boards of Amtrak and a number of nonprofit organizations and think
tanks, but lacked any experience in Ukraine and just months earlier had been discharged from the Navy Reserve after testing positive for
cocaine. He would be paid as much as $50,000 per month in some months for his work for the company, Burisma Holdings.
The broad outlines of how the Bidens' roles intersected in Ukraine have been known for some time. The former vice president's campaign
said that he had always acted to carry out United States policy without regard to any activities of his son, that he had never discussed the
matter with Hunter Eiden and that he learned of his son's role with the Ukrainian energy company from news reports.
But new details about Hunter Biden's involvement, and a decision this year by the current Ukrainian prosecutor general to reverse
1imself and reopen an investigation into Burisma, have pushed the issue back into the spotlight just as the senior Mr. Biden is beginning
nis 2020 presidential campaign.
They show how Hunter Biden and his American business partners were part of a broad effort by Burisma to bring in well-connected
Democrats during a period when the company was facing investigations backed not just by domestic Ukrainian forces but by officials in
the Obama administration. Hunter Biden's work for Burisma prompted concerns among State Department officials at the time that the
connection could complicate Vice President Biden's diplomacy in Ukraine, former officials said.
"I have had no role whatsoever in relation to any investigation of Burisma, or any of its officers," Hunter Biden said Wednesday in a
statement. "1 explicitly limited my roJe to focus on corporate governance best practices to facilitate Burisma's desire to expand g1obally."
Hunter Biden, who left Burisma's board last month, was one of many politically prominent Americans of both major parties who made
money in Ukraine over the last decade. In several cases - most notably that of Paul Manafort, President Trump's former campaign
chairman - that business came under criminal investigation that exposed a seedy side of the lucrative Western consulting industry in
Ukraine.
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But the renewed scrutiny of Hunter Elden's experience in Ukraine has also been fanned by allies of Mr. Trump. They have been cager to
publicize and even encourage the investigation, as well as other Ukrainian inquiries that serve Mr. Trump's political ends, underscoring
the Trump campaign's concern about the electoral threat from the former vice president's presidential campaign.
The Trump team's efforts to draw attention to the Bidens' work in Ukraine, which is already yielding coverage in conservative media, has
been led partly by Rudolph W. Giuliani, who served as a lawyer for Mr. Trump in the investigation by the special counsel, Robert S.
Mueller III. Mr. Giuliani's involvement raises questions about whether Mr. Trump is endorsing an effort to push a foreign government to
proceed with a case that could hurt a political opponent at home.
Mr. Giuliani has discussed the Burisma investigation, and its intersection with the Bidens, with the ousted Ukrainian prosecutor general
and the current prosecutor. He met with the current prosecutor multiple times in New York this year. The current prosecutor general later
told associates that, during one of the meetings, Mr. Giuliani called Mr. Trump excitedly to brief him on his findings, according to people
familiar with the conversations.
Mr. Giuliani declined to comment on any such phone call with Mr. Trump, but acknowledged that he has discussed the matter with the
president on multiple occasions. Mr. Trump, in turn, recently suggested he would like Attorney General William P. Barr to look into the
material gathered by the Ukrainian prosecutors - echoing repeated calls from Mr. Giuliani for the Justice Department to investigate the
Bidens' Ukrainian work and other connections between Ukraine and the United States.
Mr. Giuliani said he got involved because he was seeking to counter the Mueller investigation with evidence that Democrats conspired
with sympathetic Ukrainians to help initiate what became the special counsel's inquiry.
"I can assure you this all started with an allegation about possible Ukrainian involvement in the investigation of Russian meddling, and
not Biden;' Mr. Giuliani said. "The Bidcn piece is collateral to the bigger story, but must still be investigated, but without the prejudgments
that infected the collusion story."
The decision to reopen the investigation into Burisma was made in March by the current Ukrainian prosecutor general, who had cleared
Hunter Biden's employer more than two years ago. The announcement came in the midst of Ukraine's contentious presidential election,
and was seen in some quarters as an effort by the prosecutor general, Yuriy Lutsenko, to curry favor from the Trump administration for
his boss and ally, the incumbent president, Petro 0. Poroshenko.
Mr. Poroshenko lost his re-election bid in a landslide last month. While the incoming president, Volodymyr Zelensky, has said he will
replace Mr. Lutsenko as prosecutor general, Mr. Zelensky has not said whether the prosecutors he appoints will be asked to continue the
investigation.
Kostiantyn H. Kulyk, a deputy for Mr. Lutsenko who was handling the cases before being reassigned last month, told The New York Times
that he was scrutinizing millions of dollars of payments from Burisma to the firm that paid Hunter Bi den.
No evidence has surfaced that the former vice president intentionally tried to help his son by pressing for the prosecutor general's
dismissal. Some of his former associates, moreover, said Mr. Biden never did anything to deter other Obama administration officials who
were pushing for the United States to support criminal investigations by Ukrainian and British authorities - and potentially to start its
own investigation - into Burisma and its owner, Mykola Zlochevsky, for possible money laundering and abuse of office.
The Biden campaign cast the revival of the Ukrainian investigation as politically motivated and pointed to the involvement of Mr. Giuliani
to question the motives behind the new scrutiny.
Kate Bedingfield, a Biden campaign spokeswoman, said the former vice president's push to oust the former prosecutor general, Viktor
Shakin, was undertaken "without any regard for how it would or would not impact any business interests of his son, a private citizen."
fhe effort, she added, was consistent with '1the United States' foreign policy to root out corruption in Ukraine" and was backed by the
United States government, allies and multilateral institutions, including the International Monetary Fund and the World Bank.
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The younger Mr. Eiden said in the statement, "At no time have I discussed with my father the company's business, or my board service,
including my initial decision to join the board."
Mr. Lutsenko denied any political motivation in reopening the case.
Hunter Biden, 49, is the middle of three children his father had with his first wife, Neilia Eiden. She and the youngest child died in an
automobile crash in 1972. Hunter and his older brother, Beau, survived the crash, and Beau Eiden went on to a career in public service.
Beau Biden died from brain cancer in 2015 at age 46.
After graduating from Yale Law School, Hunter Biden took on a number of roles that intersected with his father's political career, including
working with a Delaware-based credit card issuer, working at the Commerce Department under President Bill Clinton and working as a
lobbyist on behalf of various universities, associations and companies.
When his father was selected as Barack Obama's running mate in 2008, Hunter Biden terminated his lobbying registrations, which at the
time included a company that had lobbied the staff of the Senate Judiciary Committee, on which his father had served, about online
gambling issues.
Months after his father became vice president, Mr. Biden joined with Christopher Heinz, the stepson of John Kerry, then a senator, and
Devon Archer, a Kerry family friend, to create a network of investment and consulting firms with variations of the name Rosemont
Seneca. Mr. Kerry would go on to become secretary of state.
Mr. Biden and Mr. Archer pursued business with international entities that had a stake in American foreign policy decisions, sometimes in
countries where connections implied political influence and protection.
Among the companies they did work for was Burisma, a natural gas company owned by Mr. Zlochevsky. Mr. Zlochevsky had served nearly
four years in the government of the former Ukrainian president Viktor F. Yanukovych, who stepped down in early 2014 and fled amid mass
street protests.
In the months after the collapse of Mr. Yanukovych's government, Mr. Zlochevsky also fled the country as Ukrainian prosecutors opened
multiple investigations into him and his businesses. Britain's Serious Fraud Office froze London accounts linked to Mr. Zlochevsky
containing S23 million, declaring it was connected to money laundering and Yanukovych-era corruption. (The British prosecution later
-:ollapsed because of what American officials said was a lack of cooperation from the office of the Ukrainian prosecutor general who
,receded Mr. Shokin.)
When Mr. Shokin became prosecutor general in February 2015, he inherited several investigations into the company and Mr. Zlochevsky,
including for suspicion of tax evasion and money laundering. Mr. Shakin also opened an investigation into the granting of lucrative gas
licenses to companies owned by Mr. Zlochevsky when he was the head of the Ukrainian Ministry of Ecology and Natural Resources. Mr.
Zlochevsky and Burisma have always vigorously disputed the accusations against them.
Views about the role of the Bidens in the matter depend to some degree on questions about Mr. Shokin's motives. Among both Ukrainian
and American officials, there is considerable debate about whether Mr. Shokin was intent on pursuing a legitimate inquiry into Burisma or
whether he was merely using the threat of prosecution to solicit a bribe, as Mr. Zlochevsky's defenders assert.
Concerns about Mr. Shokin notwithstanding, the cases against Burisma had high-level support from the Obama administration. In April
2014, it sent top officials to a forum on Ukrainian asset recovery, co-sponsored by the United States government, in London, where Mr.
Zlochevsky's case was highlighted.
Early that year, Mr. Archer, the Kerry family friend, and Hunter Biden were part of a wave of Americans who would come from across the
Atlantic to help Burisma both with its substantive legal issues and its image. Their support allowed Burisma to create the perception that
it was backed by powerful Americans at a time when Ukraine was especially dependent on aid and strategic backing from the United
States and its allies, according to people who worked in Ukraine at the time.
First, Mr. Archer joined Burisma's board. Around the same time, the company started paying the New York law firm Boies Schiller
Flexner, where Hunter Eiden was working.
The firm, which Mr. Bid en Jeft at the end of 2017, declined to describe the nature of Boies Schiller's work for Burisma. But previously
unreported financial data from the Ukrainian prosecutor general's office show the company paid $283,000 to Boies Schiller for legal
services in 2014.
Soon after Mr. Archer joined Burisma's board, Hunter Biden followed, despite being warned by associates who had experience in Ukraine
~o stay away from Mr. Zlochevsky, according to a person familiar with the conversations .
.\ news release from the company said Hunter Eiden would "be in charge of the holdings' legal unit and will provide support for the
company among international organizations." Mr. Biden said the news release mischaracterized his role with Burisma. "At no time was I in
charge of the company's legal affairs," he said.
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Among the Americans brought in by Hunter Biden's American business partners to help fend off the investigations was Blue Star
Strategies, a consulting firm run by Clinton administration veterans that had done substantial work in Ukraine.
\. team from Blue Star, and an American lawyer Blue Star hired, John D. Buretta, who had served as a senior official in the Obama Justice
Jepartment, held two previously unreported meetings in Kiev, Ukraine's capital, with Mr. Lutsenko, who took office in May 2016 after Mr.
Shokin's dismissal, according to people with direct knowledge of the meetings. Mr. Lutsenko denied attending the meeting.
Mr. Lutsenko initially took a hard line against Burisma. But within 10 months after he took office, Burisma announced that Mr. Lutsenko
and the courts had "fully closed" all "legal proceedings and pending criminal allegations" against Mr. Zlochevsky and his companies, and
that the oligarch had been removed by a Ukrainian court from "the wanted list." Mr. Zlochevsky returned to the country.
Hunter Biden's work in Ukraine appears to have been well compensated. Burisrna paid $3.4 million to a company called Rosemont Seneca
Bohai LLC from mid~April 2014, when Hunter Biden and Mr. Archer joined the board, to late 2015, according to the financial data provided
by the Ukrainian deputy prosecutor. The payments continued after that, according to people familiar with the arrangement.
Rosemont Seneca Bohai was controlled by Mr. Archer, who left Burisma's board after he was charged in connection with a scheme to
defraud pension funds and an Indian tribe of tens of millions of dollars. Bank records submitted in that case - which resulted in a
conviction for Mr. Archer that was overturned in November~ show that Rosemont Seneca Bohai made regular payments to Mr. Biden
that totaled as much as S50,000 in some months.
Amos J. Hochstein, who worked with Vice President Eiden on Ukraine issues as the State Department's coordinator for international
energy affairs, said the Obama administration's support for prosecuting Mr. Zlochevsky contradicts any implication that the elder Mr.
Biden was seeking to oust Mr. Shokin in order to protect his son or Mr. Zlochevsky.
"I was in almost every single meeting that Vice President Eiden had with President Poroshenko, I was on every trip, and I was on most of
the phone calls, and there was never a discussion about his son, or Burisma;' Mr. Hochstein said. "None of these issues ever came up."
On Wednesday, Hunter Biden said in his statement that his term as a director had expired and that he was stepping down from Burisma's
board in a political climate "where my qualifications and work are being attacked by Rudy Giuliani and his minions for transparent
political purposes."
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Charges of Ukrainian Meddling? A Russian
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How Everyone Voted

What's Next?

Moscow has run a yearslong operation to blame Ukraine for its own 2016 election
interference. Republicans have used similar talking points to defend President Trump in
impeachment proceedings.
By Julian E. Barnes and Matthew Rosenberg
Published Nov. 22, 2019

Updated Nov. 26, 2019

WASHINGTON - Republicans have sought for weeks amid the impeachment inquiry to shift
attention to President Trump's demands that Ukraine investigate any 2016 election meddling,
defending it as a legitimate concern while Democrats accuse Mr. Trump of pursuing fringe
theories for his benefit.
The Republican defense of Mr. Trump became central to the impeachment proceedings when
Fiona Hill, a respected Russia scholar and former senior White House official, added a harsh
critique during testimony on Thursday. She told some of Mr. Trump's fiercest defenders in
Congress that they were repeating "a fictional narrative:• She said that it likely came from a
disinformation campaign by Russian security services, which also propagated it.
In a briefing that closely aligned with Dr. Hill's testimony, American intelligence officials
informed senators and their aides in recent weeks that Russia had engaged in a yearslong
campaign to essentially frame Ukraine as responsible for Moscow's own hacking of the 2016
election, according to three American officials. The briefing came as Republicans stepped up
their defenses of Mr. Trump in the Ukraine affair.
The revelations demonstrate Russia's persistence in trying to sow discord among its
adversaries and show that the Kremlin apparently succeeded, as unfounded claims about
Ukrainian interference seeped into Republican talking points. American intelligence agencies
believe Moscow is likely to redouble its efforts as the 2020 presidential campaign intensifies.
The classified briefing for senators also focused on Russia's evolving influence tactics,
including its growing ability to better disguise operations.
X
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Russia has engaged in a "long pattern of deflection" to pin blame for its malevolent acts on
}ther1RW}fe~f~1:PJ'1Nfil,m$!,,.UghW~Wf J.blff'jljfW: a former Soviet republic. Since Ukraine won
.ndependence in 1'991, Russia has triedto reassert influence there, meddling in its politics,
malign!rJ~ PJ:°;;~~istern leaders and accusing Ukrainian critics of Moscow of fascist leanings.
"The Russians have a particular vested interest in putting Ukraine, Ukrainian leaders in a very
bad light," she told lawmakers.

The perfect gift for everyone on your list.
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But the campaign by Russian intelligence in recent years has been even more complex as
Moscow tries not only to undermine the government in Kyiv but also to use a disinformation
campaign there to influence the American political debate.

Listen to 'The Daily': Why Trump (Still) Believes (Wrongly) That Ukraine Hacked
the D.N.C.
The president is promoting a conspiracy theory
with the Russian government.

one that may have originated
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The accusations of a Ukrainian influence campaign center on actions by a handful of
Ukra¥f!ffiPpJ¥fbiP~fW1.ifrJt\fij8?i8b~o-b1Jillt h,qt~amage Mr. Trump's candidacy in 2016. They
were scattershot efforts that were far from a replica of Moscow's interference, when President
Vladimir V. Putin ordered military and intelligence operatives to mount a broad campaign to
GIVE THE TIMES
sabotage the American election. The Russians in 2016 conducted covert operations to hack
Democratic computers and to use social media to exploit divisions among Americans.
This time, Russian intelligence operatives deployed a network of agents to blame Ukraine for
its 2016 interference. Starting at least in 2017, the operatives peddled a mixture of nowdebunked conspiracy theories along with established facts to leave an impression that the
government in Kyiv, not Moscow, was responsible for the hackings of Democrats and its other
interference efforts in 2016, senior intelligence officials said.
The Russian intelligence officers conveyed the information to prominent Russians and
Ukrainians who then used a range of intermediaries, like oligarchs, businessmen and their
associates, to pass the material to American political figures and even some journalists, who
were likely unaware of its origin, the officials said.
That muddy brew worked its way into American information ecosystems, sloshing around
until parts of it reached Mr. Trump, who has also spoken with Mr. Putin about allegations of
Ukrainian interference. Mr. Trump also brought up the assertions of Ukrainian meddling in his
July 25 call with President Volodymyr Zelensky of Ukraine, which is at the heart of the
impeachment inquiry into whether he abused his power by asking for a public commitment to
investigations he stood to gain from personally.
Mr. Trump referred elliptically to allegations that Ukraine meddled in the 2016 election and
brought up a related conspiracy theory. Asking Mr. Zelensky to "do us a favor;' Mr. Trump
added, "I would like you to find out what happened with this whole situation with Ukraine!'
Russia's operation to blame Ukraine has become more relevant as Republicans have tried to
focus public debate during the impeachment inquiry on any Ukrainian role in the 2016
campaign, American officials said.
Republicans have denounced any suggestion that their concerns about Ukrainian meddling are
without merit or that they are ignoring Russia's broader interference. "Not a single Republican
member of this committee said Russia did not meddle in the 2016 elections," Representative
Elise Stefanik, Republican of New York, said Thursday.
Indeed, Ms. Stefanik and her Republican colleagues on the Democratic-led House Intelligence
Committee, which is conducting the impeachment hearing, have also steered clear of the fringe
notion that Mr Trump mentioned to Mr Ze!ensky, which is pushed by Russian intelligence· the
so-called CrowdStrike server conspiracy theory, which falsely suggests Ukraine, not Russia,
wa~\ti~lW~'iNW8,grtslc!W 6rt5~rtiti'c\1a¥iit ~6iratives' servers.
X
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Mr. Trump repeated the baseless claim on Friday in an interview with "Fox & Friends," laying
mt t11t3llli1~1e1t-¥[«!t ~ fbq.tWJID,88¥-'b\l~WJf!!W~t gently pressed him on whether he was sure of
one aspect of the debunked theory, that the EB.I. gave a Democratic server to what Mr. Trump
had inirSf.fH'f~IXE~escribed as a Ukrainian-owned company.
"That is what the word is," Mr. Trump replied.
Some Republicans have also focused on Hunter Biden, raising questions about whether his
hiring by the Ukrainian energy company Burisma was corrupt. Burisma hired Mr. Biden while
his father, former Vice President Joseph Biden Jr., a potential rival of Mr. Trump's in the 2020
election, was leading the Obama administration's Ukraine policy. On the July 25 call, Mr.
Trump also demanded Mr. Zelensky investigate Burisma and Hunter Biden.
Moscow has long used its intelligence agencies and propaganda machine to muddy the waters
of public debate, casting doubts over established facts. In her testimony, Dr. Hill noted Russia's
pattern of trying to blame other countries for its own actions, like the attempted poisoning last
year of a former Russian intelligence officer or the downing of a passenger jet over Ukraine in
2014. Moscow's goal is to cast doubt on established facts, said current and former officials.
"The strategy is simply to create the impression that it is not really possible to know who was
really behind it:' said Laura Rosenberger, the director of the Alliance for Securing Democracy,
which tracks Russian disinformation efforts.
Although American intelligence agencies have made no formal classified assessment about the
Russian disinformation campaign against Ukraine, officials at several of the agencies have
broadly agreed for some time that Russian intelligence services have embraced tactics to shift
responsibility for the 2016 interference campaign away from themselves, officials said.
Russia has relentlessly tried to deflect attention since the allegations of its interference
campaign in the 2016 election first surfaced, one official said.
Mr. Putin began publicly pushing false theories of Ukrainian interference in the early months
of 2017 to deflect responsibility from Russia, said Senator Angus King, independent of Maine
and a member of the Senate Intelligence Committee, who declined to answer questions about
the briefing.
"These people are pros at this," said Mr. King, who caucuses with the Democrats. "The Soviet
Union used disinformation for 70 years. This is nothing new. Vladimir Putin is a former K.G.B.
agent. He is trained in deception. This is his stock and trade and he is doing it well."
During a news conference in February 2017, Mr. Putin accused the Ukrainian government of
supporting Hillary Clinton during the previous American election and funding her candidacy
with friendly oligarchs.
X
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It is not clear when American intelligence agencies learned about Moscow's campaign or when

Jrecimi9t'lfe~gift for everyone on your list.
Russian intelligence officers aimed part of their operation at prompting the Ukrainian
authorM@g'lle l.\!Nestigate the allegations that people in Ukraine tried to tamper with the 2016
American election and to shut down inquiries into corruption by pro-Russian politicians in
Ukraine, according to a former official.
One target was the leak of a secret ledger disclosed by a Ukrainian law enforcement agency
that appeared to show that Paul Manafort, Mr. Trump's onetime campaign chairman, had
taken illicit payments from Ukrainian politicians who were close to Moscow. He was forced to
step down from the Trump campaign after the ledger became public in August 2016, and the
Russians have since been eager to cast doubt on its authenticity, the former official said.
Intelligence officials believe that one of the people the Kremlin relied on to spread
disinformation about Ukrainian interference was Oleg V. Deripaska, a Russian oligarch who
had ties to Mr. Manafort. After his ouster from the campaign, Mr. Manafort told his former
deputy later in 2016 that Ukrainians, not Russians, stole Democratic emails. Mr. Deripaska has
broadly denied any role in election meddling.
"There is a long history of Russians putting out fake information;' said Marc Polymeropoulos,
a former senior C.I.A. official. "Now they are trying to put out theories that they think are
damaging to the United States."

Common Questions About Impeachment
• What is impeachment?
Impeachment is charging a holder of public office with misconduct.

• Why is the impeachment process happening now?
A whistle-blower complaint filed in August said that White House officials believed they had
witnessed Mr. Trump abuse his power for political gain.

• Can you explain what President Trump is accused of doing?
President Trump is accused of breaking the law by pressuring the president of Ukraine to
look into former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr., a potential Democratic opponent in the
2020 election.

• What did the President say to the president of Ukraine?
Here is a reconstructed transcript of Mr. Trump's call to President Volodymyr Zelensky of
Ukraine, released by The White House.
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Occasionally the digitization process introduces transcription errors or other problems. Please
,end reports of such problems to archiveJeedback@nytimes.com

WASHINGTON, March 11-Following are excerpts from a statement issued today by
President Nixon on his use of executive privilege:
The doctrine of executive privilege is well established. It was first invoked by President
Washington, and it has been recognized and utilized by our Presidents for almost 200 years
since that time.
The doctrine is rooted in the Constitution, which vests "the executive power" solely in the
President, and it is desinged to portect communications within the executive branch in a
variety of circumstances in time of both war and peace.
Without such protection, our military security, our relations with other countries, our law
enforcement, procedures and many other aspects of the national interest could be
significantly damaged and the decisionmaking process of the executive branch could be
impaired.
The general policy of this Administration regarding the use of executive privilege during the
next four years will be the same as the one we have followed during the past four years:
Executive privilege will not be used as a shield to prevent embarrassing information from
being made available but will be exercised only in those particular instances in which
disclosure would harm the public interest.
Pledged to Openness

During the first four years of my Presidency, hundreds of Administration officials spent
thousands of hours testifying before committees of the Congress. Secretary of Defense Laird,
for instance, made 86 separate appearances before Congressional committees; engaging in
over 327 hours of testimony.
By contrast, there were only three occasions during the first term of my Administration when
executive privilege was invoked anywhere in the executive branch in response to a
Congressional request for information. These facts speak not of a closed. Administration but
of one that is pledged to openness and is proud to stand on its record.
Requests for Congressional appearances by members of the President's personal staff
present a different, situation and raise different considerations. Such requests have been
relatively infrequent through the years, and in past Administrations they have been routinely
declined.
https:/lvmN.ITytlmes.corr/1973/03/13/arch!\.es/e,cerpts-frorn-presidents-statement~pledged-to-openness-loss-of.html
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I have followed that same tradition in my Administration, and I intend to continue it during
:he remainder of my term.
Under the doctrine of separation of powers, the manner in which the President personally
exercises his assigned executive powers is not subject to questioning by another branch of
government. If the President is not subject to such questioning, it is equally inappropriate that
members of his staff not be so questioned, for their roles are in effect an extension of the
Presidency.

Loss of candor Feared
This tradition rests on more than constitutional doctrine: It is also a practical necessity. To
insure the effective discharge of the executive responsibility, a President must be able to
place absolute confidence in the advice and assistance offered by the members of his staff.
And in the performance of their duties for the President, those staff members must not be
inhibited by the possibility that their advice and assistance will ever become a matter of
public debate, either during their tenure in government or at a later date. Otherwise, the
candor with which advice is rendered, and the quality of such assistance will inevitably be
compromised and weakened.
What is at stake, therefore, is not simply a question of confidentiality but the integrity of the
decisionmaking process at the very highest levels of our government.
As I stated in my press conference on Jan. 31, the question of whether circumstances warrant
the exercise of executive privilege should be determined on a caseby-case basis.
In making such decisions, I shall rely on the following guidelines:
1. In the case of a department or agency, every official shall comply with a reasonable request
for an appearance before the Congress, provided that the performance before the Congress,
provided that the performance of the duties of his office will not be seriously impaired
thereby. If the official believes that a Congressional request for a particular docu ment or for
testimony on a particular point raises a substantial question as to the need for invoking
executive privilege, he shall comply with the procedures set forth in my memorandum of
March 24, 1969. Thus, executive privilege will not be invoked until the compelling need for its
exercise has been clearly demonstrated and the request has been approved first by the
Attorney General and then by the President.
2. A Cabinet officer or any other governmental official who also holds a position as a member
of the President's personal staff shall comply with any reasonable request to testify in his
non-White House capacity, provided that the performance of his duties will not be seriously
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impaired thereby. If the official believes that the request raises a substantial question as to
:he need for invoking executive privilege, he shall comply with the procedures set forth in my
memorandum of March 24, 1969.
3. A member or former member of the President's personal staff normally shall follow the
well-established precedent and decline a request for a formal appearance before a
committee of the Congress. At the same time, it will continue to be my policy to provide all
necessary and relevant information through informal contacts between my present staff and
committees of the Congress in ways which preserve intact the constitutional separation of the
branches.
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George Papadopoulos, Ex-Trump Adviser, ls
Sentenced to 14 Days in Jail
By Mark Mazzetti and Sharon LaFraniere
Sept 7, 2018

WASHINGTON -George Papadopoulos, a former Trump campaign adviser, was sentenced on Friday to 14 days in
prison for lying to the RB.I. about his contacts with Russian intermediaries during the 2016 presidential race, becoming
the first Trump adviser to be sentenced in the special counsel investigation.
Though most first-time offenders convicted of lying to federal authorities escape with probation, Judge Randolph D.
Moss said that Mr. Papadopoulos deserved a stiffer sentence because he had impeded an investigation of "grave
national importance."
Prosecutors argued that Mr. Papadopoulos's repeated lies during a January 2017 interview with investigators
hampered the Russia investigation at a critical moment. In part because Mr. Papadopoulos misled the authorities,
prosecutors said in court papers, they failed to arrest a London-based professor - suspected of being a Russian
operative - before he left the United States in February 2017, never to return.
During an interview with The New York Times this week, Mr. Papadopoulos, 31, for the first time gave his own account
of why he deceived RB.I. agents after they arrived at his house in Chicago last year asking about any connections
between the Trump campaign and Russian intermediaries.
[Read excerpts from the Times's interview with George Papadopoulos.]
"! wanted to distance myself as much as possible - and Trump himself and the campaign - from what was probably
an illegal action or dangerous information:' he said. He told the judge that he was blinded by personal ambition and the
thrill of being part of Mr. Trump's electoral victory. Just before his RB.I. interview, he had attended an inauguration
event; just after, he promoted his campaign work as a reason he should be hired by the Energy Department.

"I was surrounded by important people;' he told the judge. "I was young and ambitious and excited."
At the time of the F.B.I. interview, he told The Times, he was concerned about where the escalating investigation might
lead. He made no suggestion that anyone on the campaign or in the administration had directed him to lie.
The sentencing hearing, which lasted more than 90 minutes in a packed courtroom, veered in unexpected directions.
Mr. Papadopoulos's defense lawyer, Thomas M. Breen, tried to shift some of the blame for his client's lies to President
Trump. He suggested that Mr. Papadopoulos took his cues from Mr. Trump, who has tried to discredit the inquiry by
the special counsel, Robert S. Mueller III, into Russia's interference in the election and whether any Trump associates
conspired.
"The president of the United States hindered this investigation more than George Papadopoulos ever could;' Mr. Breen
said. "The message for all of us is to check our loyalty, to tell the truth, to help the good guys."
While Judge Moss cut short that argument, he stressed the importance of the investigation to the integrity of American
democracy. Because determining whether a foreign government interfered in the electoral process was "a matter of
enormous importance," he said, Mr. Papadopoulos's crime was "significantly more serious than the typical violation."
He "elevated his self-interest over the national interest," he said. The judge also fined Mr. Papadopoulos $9,500 and
ordered him to complete 200 hours of community service and one year of probation after he is released from custody.

https://www.nytimes.com/2018/09/07/us/potltics/george-papadopoulos-sentendng-special-counsel-investigation.html
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Andrew D. Goldstein, a prosecutor on Mr. Mueller's team, told the judge that because Mr. Papadopoulos lied,
;nvestigators were forced into a painstaking monthslong examination of 100,000 emails and other communications to
,stablish how Russian intermediaries tried to use him as a channel to the Trump campaign. Even after he pleaded
guilty, Mr. Goldstein said, Mr. Papadopoulos made only "begrudging efforts to cooperate:'
Roughly 60 percent of defendants in such cases receive probation, the judge said, and sentencing guidelines suggested
a punishment from probation to six months in prison.
While Mr. Papadopoulos deserved a harsher punishment than probation, the judge said, he also deserved credit for
trying to cooperate and for his apparent contrition. In that, he said, he differed from Alex van der Zwaan, a Dutch
lawyer who pleaded guilty to deceiving the special counsel's office about his work for Paul Manafort, the president's
former campaign manager, who was convicted last month on fraud charges. Mr. van der Zwaan, who served a 30-day
prison sentence, expressed little remorse during his sentencing.
In comments to reporters aboard Air Force One on his way to Fargo, N.D., Mr. Trump sought to distance himself from
the sentencing. "I see Papadopoulos today; I don't know Papadopoulos, I don't know;• Mr. Trump said, adding, "They
got him, on I guess, on a couple of lies."
The president used his former aide's conviction to deride Mr. Mueller's inquiry on Twitter, implying that each day of
the 14-day sentence equaled $2 million in the investigation's budget In fact, the special counsel's office has secured five
other guilty pleas or convictions. About two dozen Russian citizens have also been indicted but have eluded arrest.
Mr. Papadopoulos told The Times that he believed that the Mueller investigation, in which three other former Trump
advisers now await sentencing for their crimes, was legitimate and fair-minded. But he said he had no knowledge of
whether top campaign officials conspired with Russia to disrupt the election.
"I can only speak for myself, and I'm paying the price for my mistakes;' he said, adding that he was not expecting a
pardon and would not seek one. "And if anyone else made mistakes, they're going to have to pay a price, too."
Mr. Papadopoulos was a 29-year-old with relatively little foreign policy experience when Mr. Trump named him in
March 2016 as part of a team of campaign advisers. A month after that, the professor, Joseph Mifsud, told Mr.
Papadopoulos that the Russian government had thousands of emails that might damage Hillary Clinton's candidacy.
Mr. Mueller's prosecutors revealed the existence of this exchange in court papers filed in October, and a lingering
mystery in the months since has been who in the Trump campaign - if anyone - Mr. Papadopoulos might have told
about the Russian dirt.
In the interview with The Times, Mr. Papadopoulos said he had "no recollection" of telling any Trump advisers about
the emails supposedly in Russia's hands. On the day he met with Professor Mifsud, he said, he was supposed to speak
to Stephen Miller - a campaign adviser and now a senior White House official - but the call never happened.
"Maybe if the call between myself and Stephen Miller occurred that day, I would have told him. But that call never
went through," he said. "How fate works sometimes, I guess."
Mr. Papadopoulos discussed the Russian information during a meeting in a London bar in May 2016 with Alexander
Downer, the top Australian diplomat in London. The Australian government passed the information to the EB.I., which
used it as a basis to open an investigation into possible ties between the Trump campaign and Russia.
Mr. Papadopoulos said that he remembered a great deal from that meeting with Mr. Downer, which he described as
confrontational, but he had no memory of discussing the dirt about Mrs. Clinton.
During an interview with the newspaper The Australian in April, Mr. Downer said that Mr. Papadopoulos, unprompted,
said that "the Russians might use material they have on Hillary Clinton in the lead-up to the election, which might be
damaging."
Until this week, Mr. Papadopoulos had given no public interviews. But he has updated his whereabouts frequently on
Twitter, sending a gallery of selfies taken with his wife in chic bars and on exotic beaches.
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/09/07/us/po!itics/george--papadopoulos-sentenclng~specla!-counseHnvestigalion.html
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His mother, Kiki Papadopoulos, who remains a Trump supporter, said she was satisfied with the judge's decision.
"Judge Moss was very fair;' she said.

https:/lwww.nytimes.com/2018/09/07/us/politics/george-papadopoulos-sentenclng-special-counsel-!nvestigatlon.html
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Giuliani Associate Asks Court to Allow
Handing Over Documents Sought in
Trump Impeachment
By Reuters
Dec. 30, 2019

WASHINGTON - Lev Parnas, an indicted associate of U.S. President Donald Trump's
personal lawyer Rudy Giuliani, has asked a court for permission to turn over the contents of
Parnas' phone and other documents to a House of Representatives panel for use in the
Trump impeachment inquiry, his lawyer said on Monday.
Lawyer Joseph Bondy said in a tweet that the Justice Department on Tuesday would be
producing the documents and the contents of the phone seized from Parnas when he was
arrested in October.
The government "does not object" to Parnas handing over the documents to the House
Intelligence Committee, subject to approval by the court, Bondy wrote in a letter to U.S.
District Judge Paul Oetken in New York.
Parnas, a Ukraine-born U.S. citizen, was charged alongside another Florida businessman,
Belarus-born Igor Fruman, with illegally funneling money to a pro-Trump election
committee and other politicians. Both have pleaded not guilty.
Giuliani has said Parnas and Fruman assisted him in investigating one of the Republican
president's political rivals, former Democratic Vice President Joe Eiden, and Biden's son
Hunter, who served on the board of a Ukrainian energy company.
Trump was impeached by the Democratic-led House on Dec. 18 on charges of abuse of
power and obstruction of Congress.
The House intelligence panel played a leading role in the investigation, which focused on
Trump's effort to push Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskiy to open investigations into
Eiden, a leading contender to run against Trump in the 2020 election, and a debunked
theory on election interference.

https://www.nytimes,com/reuters/2019/12/30/us/polit!cs/30reuters~usa--trumpwgiulianifipamas.html
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In the letter to Oetken, Bondy said review of the material, which the House panel had
mbpoenaed, was essential for its "ability to corroborate the strength" of Parnas' potential
testimony.
Bondy said he and Parnas did not know "whether we intend to produce the entirety of the
materials, or a subset filtered for either privilege or relevancy."
Bondy said in early November that Parnas was prepared to comply with requests for
records and testimony from congressional impeachment investigators.
(Reporting by Mohammad Zargham; Editing by Peter Cooney)

https://www,nytimes,com/reuters/2019/12/30/us/polltics/30reuters-usa4rump-glulian!-pamas.html

AB

39-405

212

01/18/2020

590

The Trump
Impeachment

Trump Impeached

Senators' Reactions

How Everyone Voted

What's Next?

Giuliani Provides Details of What Trump Knew
About Ambassador's Removal
Rudolph Giuliani said in an interview that he briefed the president "a couple of times"
about Marie Yovanovitch, the envoy to Ukraine, setting her recall in motion.
By Kenneth P. Vogel
Dec. 16, 2019

WASHINGTON Rudolph W. Giuliani said on Monday that he provided President Trump with
detailed information this year about how the United States ambassador to Ukraine was, in Mr.
Giuliani's view, impeding investigations that could benefit Mr. Trump, setting in motion the
ambassador's recall from her post.
In an interview, Mr. Giuliani, the president's personal lawyer, described how he passed along to
Mr. Trump "a couple of times" accounts about how the ambassador, Marie L. Yovanovitch, had
frustrated efforts that could be politically helpful to Mr. Trump. They included investigations
involving former Vice President Joseph R. Eiden Jr. and Ukrainians who disseminated
documents that damaged Mr. Trump's 2016 campaign.
The president in turn connected Mr. Giuliani with Secretary of State Mike Pompeo, who asked
for more information, Mr. Giuliani said. Within weeks, Ms. Yovanovitch was recalled as
ambassador at the end of April and was told that Mr. Trump had lost trust in her.
The circumstances of Ms. Yovanovitch's ouster after a smear campaign engineered in part by
Mr. Giuliani were documented during testimony to the House Intelligence Committee, where
she was a key witness in impeachment proceedings against Mr. Trump. Mr. Giuliani has made
no secret of his role in flagging concerns about Ms. Yovanovitch to Mr. Trump.
But Mr. Giuliani's account, in an interview with The New York Times on Monday evening,
provided additional detail about the president's knowledge of and involvement in one element
of a pressure campaign against Ukraine.
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Mr. Giuliani's interview came as the House prepared for a vote on Wednesday to impeach Mr.
Trump. The articles of impeachment put forward by Democrats accuse the president of
abusing the power of his office to push Ukraine to help him politically and of obstructing
Congress by blocking testimony from key officials. Over several weeks of testimony,
Democrats assembled a case that Mr. Trump withheld military aid from Ukraine and denied its
president an Oval Office meeting as he sought a commitment from the Ukrainians for the
investigations promoted by Mr. Giuliani.

The perfect gift for everyone on your list.
Gift subscriptions to The Times. Starting at $25.

In conversations in the first months of the year with the president, Mr. Giuliani, by his account,
cast Ms. Yovanovitch as impeding not only investigations in Ukraine that could benefit Mr.
Trump, but also Mr. Giuliani's efforts to gather evidence to defend him - and target his rivals
- in the United States.
"There's a lot of reasons to move her;' Mr. Giuliani said, asserting that his briefings of Mr.
Trump and Mr. Pompeo most likely played a role in their decision to recall Ms. Yovanovitch.
"I think my information did," he said. "I don't know. You'd have to ask them. But they relied on
it."
He added that he did not recommend that Mr. Trump or Mr. Pompeo recall Ms. Yovanovitch. "I
just gave them the facts," he said. "I mean, did I think she should be recalled? I thought she
should have been fired." He said, "If I was attorney general, I would have kicked her out. I
mean - secretary of state."
Testimony in the impeachment proceedings as well as other information have shown that Mr.
Giuliani's claims about Ms. Yovanovitch were either unsubstantiated or were taken out of
context.
In the interview, he portrayed himself as personally involved in the effort to derail a career
diplomat around the time he was considering business arrangements with some of the
Ukrainians funneling information to him. On Tuesday, Mr. Giuliani said the potential business
arrangements were never finalized, and that he had stopped pursuing them before he
discussed Ms. Yovanovitch with Mr. Trump and Mr. Pompeo.
Mr. Giuliani told the president and Mr. Pompeo that Ms. Yovanovitch was blocking visas for
Ukrainian prosecutors to come to the United States to present evidence to him - and also to
federal authorities - that he claimed could be damaging to Mr. Biden and his son Hunter
Eiden, and to Ukrainians who distributed documents that led to the resignation of Mr. Trump's
2016 campaign chairman, Paul Manafort.
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Mr. Giuliani also claimed, based on his own interviews with those prosecutors, that Ms.
Yovanovitch had sought to block investigations in Ukraine. And he relayed vague claims that
she had been bad-mouthing the president.
"I think I had pointed out to the president a couple of times, I reported to the president, what I
had learned about the visa denials," Mr. Giuliani said, as well as the claims that she ordered
one Ukrainian prosecutor to drop cases. "I may or may not have passed along the general
gossip that the embassy was considered to be a kind of out-of-control politically partisan
embassy, but that was, like, general gossip, I didn't report that as fact."
Mr. Giuliani had told The New Yorker in an article published on Monday that he needed Ms.
Yovanovitch "out of the way;' and that she "was going to make the investigations difficult for
everybody."
Ms. Yovanovitch, a 33-year veteran of the Foreign Service, testified in the impeachment
proceedings that Mr. Giuliani helped lead a smear campaign against her based on what she
described as scurrilous lies, and she described the State Department as capitulating to the
president's demands to recall her.
Although she had been accused by a Republican member of Congress of disparaging the
Trump administration, no direct evidence has emerged that she did so, nor that she had issued
a do-not-prosecute list, as one of Mr. Giuliani's prosecutor sources once claimed.
But, by Mr. Giuliani's account on Monday, the information he was spreading about her seemed
to find a receptive audience at the highest reaches of the United States government and led Mr.
Trump to involve Mr. Pompeo.
Mr. Giuliani told The Times that after he briefed Mr. Trump on the claims, the president said
"either 'discuss it with Mike' or 'turn it over to Mike."' Mr. Giuliani said he could not recall "if
he had me call him, or him call me - but he put us together so that Pompeo could evaluate it."
Mr. Giuliani's account of the phone calls with Mr. Pompeo seems to be corroborated by emails
released by the State Department to a liberal watchdog group that had filed a public records
lawsuit. The emails reflect at least two telephone calls between the men in late March,
including one that was arranged with guidance from Mr. Trump's personal assistant.
Mr. Giuliani said that Mr. Pompeo asked him whether he had anything in writing, so Mr.
Giuliani sent a timeline listing events related to some of the claims about Ms. Yovanovitch, the
Bidens' work in Ukraine and other matters.
Mr. Pompeo subsequently requested more detailed information, Mr. Giuliani said, so he had
someone hand deliver to Mr. Pompeo's office an envelope containing a series of memos
detailing claims made by a pair of Ukrainian prosecutors in interviews conducted by Mr.
Giuliani and his associates in January. The existence of those memos has been previously
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reported, as has Mr. Giuliani's hope that Mr. Pompeo would pass them along to State
Department investigators and the F.B.I. as a way of prompting an investigation in the United
States that could benefit Mr. Trump.
"What I thought was, a really smart guy and he's going to see what else is involved;' Mr.
Giuliani said, referring to Mr. Pompeo. "And then he'll be the one referring it to the F.B.I. And
maybe they'll take it from him and also it won't look like I'm pushing the F.B.I. to do it:'
One of the interviews detailed in a memo sent to Mr. Pompeo was conducted by phone with
Viktor Shokin, a former Ukrainian prosecutor who was denied a visa by the State Department.
He was denied the visa because he was seen as having wasted American assistance money
that had been allocated to his office for anti-corruption programs, according to testimony in the
impeachment inquiry.
Mr. Shokin "wanted to come to the United States to share information suggesting that there
was corruption at the U.S. Embassy;' testified George P. Kent, a State Department official.
"Knowing Mr. Shokin, I had full faith that it was bunch of hooey, and he was looking to basically
engage in a con-game out of revenge because he'd lost his job."
Another Ukrainian prosecutor, Yuriy Lutsenko, had traveled to New York to be interviewed by
Mr. Giuliani for hours over two days in January, and information he relayed was included in
memos sent to Mr. Pompeo.
Mr. Giuliani's efforts in Ukraine have come under scrutiny from federal prosecutors examining
whether he violated laws requiring Americans to publicly disclose when they lobby
government officials or communicate with journalists on behalf of foreign political interests.
Yet Mr. Giuliani traveled to Europe this month, as first reported by The Times, to meet with
some of those same Ukrainian prosecutors to continue gathering information to try to
undercut the impeachment case, including through a series of programs on a conservative
cable network.
Mr. Trump has said that Mr. Giuliani will submit a report of his findings to Attorney General
William P. Barr and Congress.
Mr. Giuliani has shared some information gathered on the trip with Mr. Trump - but "not too
much" - the president told reporters on Monday. He added that Mr. Giuliani "knows what he
is doing."
Mr. Giuliani would not comment on any conversations with Mr. Trump about the report from
his most recent trip. He said he has not spoken with Mr. Barr about it. He has spoken to
"several" members of Congress about his findings, he said, but he would not identify them,
explaining, "It's all very confidential:'
Chris Cameron contributed reporting.
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Common Questions About Impeachment
• What is impeachment?
Impeachment is charging a holder of public office with misconduct.
• Why is the impeachment process happening now?
A whistle-blower complaint filed in August said th.at White House officials believed they had
witnessed Mr. Trump abuse his power for political gain.
• Can you explain what President Trump is accused of doing?
President Trump is accused of breaking the law by pressuring the president of Ukraine to
look into former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr., a potential Democratic opponent in the
2020 election.
• What did the President say to the president of Ukraine?
Here is a reconstructed transcript of Mr. Trump's call to President Volodymyr Zelensky of
Ukraine, released by The White House.
• What is the impeachment process like?
Here are answers to seven key questions about the process.
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Listen to analysis on our special podcast series, The Latest
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Giuliani Pursued Business in Ukraine While
Pushing for Inquiries for Trump
The president's private lawyer explored agreements with Ukrainian officials for hundreds of
thousands of dollars.
By Ben Protess, William K. Rashbaum and Michael Roth(eld
Nov. 27, 2019

As,&u~ol.\;~ W. Giuliani waged a public campaign this year to unearth damaging information in
u~i:~111\lt Prefill'll!'n'f'rm/mp'si','ol\'t'i:'tli!'ffll'fils, tl@~,~trsued hundreds of thousands of
dollars in business from Ukrainian government officials, documents reviewed by The New York
Times show.
Mr. Giuliani, the president's personal lawyer, has repeatedly said he has no business in Ukraine,
and none of the deals were finalized. But the documents indicate that while he was pushing Mr.
Trump's agenda with Ukrainian officials eager for support from the United States, Mr. Giuliani also
explored financial agreements with members of the same government.
His discussions with Ukrainian officials, including the country's top prosecutor, who assisted him
on the dirt-digging mission, proceeded far enough along that he signed at least one retainer
agreement, on his company letterhead.
In an interview on Wednesday, Mr. Giuliani played down the discussions. He said that a Ukrainian
official approached him this year seeking to hire him personally. Mr. Giuliani said he dismissed that
suggestion, but spent about a month considering a separate deal with the Ukrainian government.
He then rejected that idea.
"I thought that would be too complicated;' Mr. Giuliani said. "I never received a penny."
Mr. Giuliani's shadow diplomacy campaign in Ukraine on behalf of the president is a central focus
of the current House impeachment inquiry.
At the same time, a federal criminal investigation into Mr. Giuliani is examining his role in the
campaign to oust Marie L. Yovanovitch, the American ambassador to Ukraine, and scrutinizing
any financial dealings he may have had with Ukrainian officials, according to people briefed on the
matter.
https://wWW.nytimes.com/2019/11/27/nyregion/giuHani-ukraine•business-trump.html
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Prosecutors and EB.I. agents in Manhattan are scrutinizing whether Mr. Giuliani was not just
working for the president, but also doing the bidding of Ukrainian officials who wanted the
imbassador removed for their own reasons, the people said.
It is a federal crime to try to influence the United States government at the request or direction of a
foreign government, politician or party without registering as a foreign agent. Mr. Giuliani did not
register as one, he has said, because he was acting on behalf of his client, Mr. Trump, not
Ukrainians.
Mr. Giuliani has not been accused of wrongdoing.
The federal inquiry focused on Mr. Giuliani grew out of the case against two of his associates, Lev
Parnas and Igor Fruman, who were arrested on campaign finance charges last month. Alongside
Mr. Giuliani, Mr. Parnas and Mr. Fruman worked to pressure Ukraine into announcing
investigations into former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr. and his son Hunter.
Mr. Parnas and Mr. Fruman have pleaded not guilty to the campaign finance charges.
Spokesmen for the United States attorney in the Southern District of New York, Geoffrey S.
Berman, whose prosecutors are handling the case, and the EB.I. declined to comment.
The documents reviewed by The Times portray an evolving effort over the course of several
months by Mr. Giuliani and lawyers close to him to consider taking on various Ukrainian officials
or their agencies as clients.
The Times could not determine whether the documents it reviewed comprised the entirety of
discussions between Mr. Giuliani and other lawyers about representing Ukrainian government
officials.
The documents date to mid-February, when one draft proposal said Mr. Giuliani would represent
Yuriy Lutsenko, who was then Ukraine's top prosecutor. At the time, Mr. Giuliani had been
working with Mr. Lutsenko to encourage investigations into the Bidens and the 2016 election.
The draft proposal, which was unsigned and not on letterhead, called for Mr. Lutsenko to pay
$200,000 to retain Giuliani Partners, Mr. Giuliani's firm, and a husband-and-wife legal team aligned
with Mr. Trump, Joseph E. di Genova and Victoria Toensing.
In return, Mr. Giuliani would help the government recover money it believed had been stolen and
stashed overseas, advising Mr. Lutsenko "on Ukrainian claims for the recovery of sums of money
in various financial institutions outside Ukraine."
The proposal came a few weeks after Mr. Giuliani met at his office in New York with Mr. Lutsenko
to discuss Ukrainian corruption. Mr. Lutsenko told Mr. Giuliani and others about payments he
claimed involved Mr. Biden, Hunter Biden and Burisma Holdings, a Ukrainian company that had
named the younger Mr. Biden to its board, according to a memo summarizing the talks. Mr.
Lutsenko also shared information he said he had about Ms. Yovanovitch.
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/11/27/nyreglon/giuliani~ukraine-business~trump.hlml
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Mr. Giuliani was critical of Ms. Yovanovitch, whom he and other Republicans have said was
opposed to the president. Mr. Giuliani's moves against her, however, were also aligned with the
interests of Mr. Lutsenko, who had butted heads with the ambassador.
Ultimately, Ms. Yovanovitch was removed from her post in May, and Mr. Lutsenko was replaced in
August after a new Ukrainian president took office.
In the interview, Mr. Giuliani said that after their meeting, Mr. Lutsenko broached the idea of hiring
him to help deliver information about corruption in Ukraine to United States authorities.
Although Mr. Giuliani worked for free for Mr. Trump, he said he concluded that it would be a
potential conflict of interest for him to represent the Ukrainian prosecutor in that capacity.
Still, he said, Mr. Lutsenko also wanted to hire Mr. Giuliani to help recover Ukrainian assets.
An updated proposal was circulated a few days later, along with instructions on how to wire money

to Giuliani Partners. This version made no mention of Mr. Lutsenko, but instead sought $300,000
from the Ukrainian Ministry of Justice and the Republic of Ukraine. The proposal was signed by
Mr. Giuliani, but not by the justice minister at the time, Pavlo Petrenko.
Asked why he signed that agreement and pursued payment, Mr. Giuliani said he considered the
deal in order to learn more about the recovery of assets and money laundering in Ukraine.
"It did not come out of my desire to make a lot of money;' he said, adding that his typical retainer is
much higher than a few hundred thousand dollars.

"Originally, I thought I would do it. And then when I thought it over;' he said, "I thought it would
look bad:'
The Ukrainian Ministry of Justice said Wednesday that it did not enter into any contracts or make
payments to Mr. Giuliani.
In March, a document proposed that the Ukrainian justice ministry would hire Ms. Toensing and
Mr. diGenova for help with asset recovery. But it said that the General Prosecutor's office, run by
Mr. Lutsenko, would pay $300,000 to Giuliani Partners.
Several later draft retainer agreements involved Ms. Toensing and Mr. diGenova but did not
reference Mr. Giuliani.
In April, Mr. Lutsenko reappeared as a potential client in some new versions of documents, along
with one of his deputies. Under the proposals, which were signed only by Ms. Toensing and printed
on her law firm's letterhead, she and Mr. diGenova would represent the officials "in connection
with recovery and return to the Ukraine government of funds illegally embezzled from that
country:'
The proposed April agreement between Mr. Lutsenko and Ms. Toensing and Mr. diGenova also
referenced another assignment: helping him meet with American officials about "the evidence of
illegal conduct in Ukraine regarding the United States, for example, interference in the 2016 U.S.
https:/lwww.nytimes.com/2019/11/27/nyregion/giuhani~ukraine-business~trump.html
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elections."
Asked for comment by The Times, a spokeswoman for Mr. Lutsenko, Larisa Sarhan, on
Wednesday referred to an interview Mr. Lutsenko gave to a Ukrainian news outlet confirming that
aides to Mr. Giuliani had asked him to hire a lobbying company. He did not specify which company.
Mr. Lutsenko told Ukrainska Pravda he had been seeking a meeting with William P. Barr, the
United States attorney general, and was in touch with unnamed advisers to Mr. Giuliani.
"In the end, they said the meeting would be impossible unless I hired a company that would lobby
for such a meeting;' Mr. Lutsenko told the news outlet, adding that he declined to do that.
The proposals noted that Ms. Toensing and Mr. diGenova might have to register as foreign agents
under American law.
"We have always stated that we agreed to represent Ukrainian whistle-blowers;' Mark Corallo, a
representative for the law firm of Ms. Toensing and Mr. diGenova, said in a statement on
Wednesday.
Mr. Corallo said the business proposals were "unaccepted" and the lawyers never represented the
Ukrainians. "No money was ever received and no legal work was ever performed," he said.
In another agreement signed by Ms. Toensing in April, the client would have been Victor Shokin,
the top Ukrainian prosecutor before Mr. Lutsenko. Mr. Shokin was ousted after critics, among them
Mr. Eiden, said he was soft on corruption.
Mr. Shokin did not respond to a request for comment.
Mr. Shokin had also spoken with Mr. Giuliani and his associates in January, via Skype. In the call,
Mr. Shokin asserted that American officials applied pressure on the Ukrainian government to kill
an investigation of Burisma, and that he was fired after Mr. Biden accused the prosecutor of being
corrupt, according to a memo summarizing the discussion.
Ms. Toensing proposed that, for $25,000 a month, her firm would represent Mr. Shokin "for the
purpose of collecting evidence regarding his March 2016 firing as Prosecutor General of Ukraine
and the role of then-Vice President Joe Eiden in such firing, and presenting such evidence to U.S.
and foreign authorities."
The news of Mr. Giuliani's efforts comes a day after Mr. Trump appeared to distance himself from
Mr. Giuliani.
In an interview on Tuesday, the former Fox News host Bill O'Reilly asked Mr. Trump if he had
directed Mr. Giuliani in his Ukraine efforts. "No, I didn't direct him, but he is a warrior, he is a
warrior;' Mr. Trump said.
When asked what work Mr. Giuliani was doing for him related to Ukraine, Mr. Trump replied, "You
have to ask that to Rudy!'
Andrew E. Kramer, Maggie Haberman and Ken Vogel contributed reporting. Maria Varenikova contributed reporting from Kyiv.
https:/lwww.nytimes,com/2019/11/27/nyregion/giuliani-ukraine-buslness-trump.html
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Common Questions About Impeachment
• What is impeachment?
Impeachment is charging a holder of public office with misconduct.
• Why is the impeachment process happening now?
A whistle-blower complaint filed in August said that White House officials believed they had
witnessed Mr. Trump abuse his power for political gain.
• Can you explain what President Trump is accused of doing?
President Trump is accused of breaking the law by pressuring the president of Ukraine to
look into former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr., a potential Democratic opponent in the
2020 election.
• What did the President say to the president of Ukraine?
Here is a reconstructed transcript of Mr. Trump's call to President Volodymyr Zelensky of
Ukraine, released by The White House.
• What is the impeachment process like?
Here are answers to seven key questions about the process.
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Giuliani to Join Trump's Legal Team
By Maggie Haberman and Michael S. Schmidt

April 19, 2018

Rudolph W. Giuliani, the former New York City mayor and longtime friend of President Trump, will join the
president's legal team in an effort to "quickly" resolve the special counsel investigation into Russian election
interference and possible ties to Trump associates.
Mr. Trump will also bring on Jane Serene Raskin and Martin R. Raskin, former federal prosecutors based in
Florida, according to Mr. Trump's lawyer Jay Sekulow. Mr. Giuliani is himself a former federal prosecutor.
"The president said: 'Rudy is great. He has been my friend for a long time and wants to get this matter quickly
resolved for the good of the country;" Mr. Sekulow said in a statement.
The three new lawyers give Mr. Trump a broader legal stable to rely on as he faces not just the special counsel,
Robert S. Mueller III, but the threat of an investigation by federal prosecutors in Manhattan into the president's
longtime personal lawyer and fixer, Michael D. Cohen. Federal agents raided Mr. Cohen's office and hotel room last
week.
Mr. Trump has a difficult time retaining top-flight lawyers as the inquiries have increasingly unsettled him, and he
has angrily chafed against his lawyers' legal strategies.
Mr. Trump and his associates believe the issues in New York pose a far greater challenge to the president than
even Mr. Mueller's investigation. They do not know what was taken from Mr. Cohen's office, and it is not clear what
exactly investigators are looking into. But the fact that the authorities were able to get a federal judge to give them
permission to raid Mr. Cohen's office and residences has led Mr. Trump and his associates to believe the
government possesses some evidence of wrongdoing by Mr. Cohen.
In hiring Mr. Giuliani, Mr. Trump has turned to someone who is a reliable, loyal surrogate and an attack dog on
television. Mr. Giuliani is a former top official at the Justice Department and served as the United States attorney
in Manhattan. But at age 73 he is no longer known as a powerhouse white-collar litigator and in recent years has
been more active as a worldwide consultant.
One person close to Mr. Trump said the Raskins will be the longer-term and more durable additions to the team.
Mr. Giuliani, by contrast, is coming on board as a short-timer not only to appear on television but also to see if he
can use his decades-long ties with Mr. Mueller to re-establish a working relationship with the special counsel's
team. The relationship between the president's lawyers and Mr. Mueller's team blew up after agents raided Mr.
Coben.
Mr. Giuliani's main focus will be on bringing an end to Mr. Mueller's investigation into whether Mr. Trump
obstructed justice and links between his campaign and Russia. As part of those efforts, Mr. Giuliani will take the
lead dealing with Mr. Mueller's office on an interview with Mr. Trump. The president and his lawyers do not believe
Mr. Trump has any real legal exposure but are wary of the interview.
At the same time, though, they have determined that for Mr. Mueller to complete his inquiry in a timely manner,
Mr. Trump will need to sit down for questioning. Mr. Giuliani plans to try to work with Mr. Mueller to come up with
a way to question Mr. Trump that both sides are comfortable with.

112

https:/Jwww.nytlmes.com/2018/04/19/us/politics/giuliani~trump.html

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

601
1/212020

Giuliani to Join Trump's Legal Team - The New York Times

The addition of Mr. Giuliani comes at a particularly tumultuous time for the president. Last month the president's
lead lawyer, John Dowd, quit the team after he determined the president was not following his advice. For much of
he past month, the team has been led by Mr. Sekulow, who has had to assemble a new group of lawyers to deal
Nith the issues in New York and another team to confront Mr. Mueller.
At the same time, Mr. Mueller has been pressuring Mr. Trump to sit down for an interview. The president, who
initially said he was eager to answer Mr. Mueller's questions under oath, is said to be more skeptical of an
interview in the wake of the raid on Mr. Cohen's office.
After Mr. Dowd quit, many well-known lawyers turned down the opportunity to join the president's legal team.
Some said that they did not believe Mr. Trump would listen to them and that their firms did not want to be
associated with the president. But after the raid on Mr. Cohen, many more lawyers have become interested in
working for Mr. Trump, according to people briefed on the matter. The lawyers believe the government
overstepped its bounds by executing a warrant at a lawyer's office and have contended the government violated
the attorney-client privilege between Mr. Cohen and his clients.
Mr. Trump negotiated the discussions to have Mr. Giuliani join his team with Mr. Giuliani directly, a person close to
the process said. Mr. Trump had repeatedly offered Mr. Giuliani the job of attorney general during the transition,
but Mr. Giuliani turned it down because he wanted to be secretary of state.
Mr. Trump turned to Senator Jeff Sessions, Republican of Alabama, to be attorney general, but has publicly
criticized Mr. Sessions for recusing himself from the Russia inquiry. Mr. Trump has said that Mr. Sessions should be
protecting him from the inquiry.
Some close to the president believe he could try to replace Mr. Sessions with Mr. Giuliani in the coming months,
although Mr. Giuliani would face an extremely difficult confirmation hearing in the Senate. When Mr. Giuliani
sought the secretary of state job, Trump advisers, including the president's son-in-law, Jared Kushner, raised
concerns about his business dealings and paid speeches to a shadowy Iranian opposition group that until 2012 was
on the State Department's list of foreign terrorist organizations.
Mr. Giuliani will be taking a leave of absence from his law firm, Greenberg Traurig, while he works for Mr. Trump.
Three people close to the former mayor said that Greenberg Traurig lawyers were distressed that Mr. Giuliani was
taking on the new role. Many at the firm were already uncomfortable with Mr. Giuliani's work for the Trump
campaign, his outspoken opinions and his role in helping to write the president's first travel ban that affected
mostly Muslim countries.
James B. Corney, the RB.I. director Mr. Trump fired, is critical of Mr. Giuliani in his new book, "A Higher Loyalty:
Truth, Lies, and Leadership." (Mr. Giuliani was Mr. Corney's boss when Mr. Corney went to work for the United
States attorney's office in Manhattan in 1987.)
"Though Giuliani's confidence was exciting, it fed an imperial style that severely narrowed the circle of people with
whom he interacted, something I didn't realize was dangerous until much later: a leader needs the truth, but an
emperor does not consistently hear it from his underlings;' Mr. Corney wrote.
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Senators' Reactions

How Everyone Voted

In Hungary, a Freewheeling Trump Ambassador
Undermines U.S. Diplomats
He brokered a White House meeting for Hungary's prime minister. He spends $320,000 on
parties and takes positions at odds with American policy. He says he knows what President
Trump wants.
By Matt Apuzzo and Benjamin Novak

Oct 22, 2019

BUDAPEST - The annual Independence Day celebration at the United States Embassy in
Budapest is usually a modest garden party, a chance for the ambassador to celebrate American
freedom, democracy and the rule of law.
This year, the ambassador, David B. Cornstein, spent hundreds of thousands of dollars on a
blowout gala for 800 guests. He flew in the singer Paul Anka from California. The guest of honor
was Prime Minister Viktor Orban of Hungary, who has curtailed the very freedoms the event was
meant to highlight.
Standing at a lectern, Mr. Cornstein declared Mr. Orban "the perfect partner" and "a very, very
strong and good leader!' Mr. Anka serenaded the Hungarian leader with a personalized rendition of
"MyWay."
For many in the room, it was a bewildering spectacle: an American ambassador lavishing praise
on a far-right leader whose party has methodically eroded Hungarian democracy and pushed antiSemitic tropes. But it was just another demonstration of Mr. Cornstein's pattern of emboldening
Mr.Orban.
Since becoming ambassador in June 2018, Mr. Cornstein has assiduously courted Mr. Orban, giving
the Hungarian leader unexpected influence in the Trump administration. Mr. Cornstein used his
decades-long friendship with President Trump to help broker a coveted Oval Office meeting for Mr.
Orban last May - a meeting now under scrutiny by impeachment investigators in Washington.
At the time, some White House officials tried to stop the meeting, citing Mr. Orban's antidemocratic record in Hungary and his growing closeness to Russia. The meeting went ahead, and
Mr. Orban is said to have used it to fuel the president's suspicions about Ukraine.
https://www,nytimes.com/2019/10/22/world/europe/david-cornstein~hungary.trump~orban.html
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As yet, Mr. Cornstein's role in that meeting does not appear to be part of the impeachment inquiry.
But his freewheeling diplomacy and courtship of Mr. Orban have alarmed career civil servants and
contributed to broader criticism, even among Republicans, that some members of the president's
foreign policy team are dangerously unprepared for the job.
During the past year, Mr. Cornstein, an 81-year-old jewelry magnate, has developed unusually
close relationships with Mr. Orban and his advisers, according to several American and Western
officials. He exchanges text messages with them, occasionally from personal devices, and boasts
about his contacts - even as American security officials warn that Mr. Orban is trying to
manipulate him.
He has undermined efforts by career diplomats to deliver messages to Washington about
corruption and democratic backsliding in Hungary. And he has privately acted as a broker for Mr.
Orban's point of view, taking positions contrary to United States policy, according to interviews
with roughly two dozen current and former American and foreign officials as well as others who
have worked with Mr. Cornstein.
He has also adopted some of Mr. Orban's talking points on Ukraine, contradicting the policy of the
United States and its NATO allies.
Some embassy officials were so taken aback that, according to two American officials, they
confided to a recent congressional delegation that Washington's top man in Hungary acted more
like Mr. Orban's top man in the Trump administration.
In two interviews, Mr. Cornstein played down concerns about Hungarian corruption, anti-Semitism
and the erosion of democracy. He defended his approach as good for the United States, and said
that his outreach to Mr. Orban was exactly what Mr. Trump wanted.
"Hopefully there are one or two people who think I'm doing a good job:' he said.
Mr. Trump seems pleased. Although the Obama administration sought to isolate Mr. Orban as
punishment for his authoritarian tendencies, the Trump administration has engaged him
uncritically, a strategy intended to keep the Hungarian leader from drifting toward China and
Russia.
But Thomas Carothers, who studies democracies for the Carnegie Endowment for International
Peace, said Mr. Cornstein's public praise for Mr. Orban had gone too far. "The ambassador has
crossed the line, both in openly endorsing bad things and mocking serious issues,'' he said.
Privately, Mr. Cornstein has gone even farther.
In April, a group of congressional staff members visited Budapest on a trip sponsored by the
Hungarian government. Realizing that Hungarian officials would present a rosy picture, American
diplomats squeezed in a 45-minute briefing about corruption and the erosion of democracy.
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Mr. Cornstein arrived unannounced and commandeered the meeting, saying he saw no evidence of
:::orruption, according to several people in attendance.
"Before I could start, Cornstein interrupted;' said Miklos Ligeti, a former official at the Hungarian
Ministry of Justice who was asked to discuss corruption on behalf of Transparency International.
"He came in and hijacked the meeting."
Mr. Cornstein also spoke glowingly of Mr. Orban's unchecked power.
"He's got the executive. He's got the legislature. And he's got the judges," Marta Pardavi, a lawyer
with the Hungarian Helsinki Committee, a human rights group, recalled the ambassador as saying.
"He actually said it. And he said it so we would hear it."
Mr. Ligeti said he was never able to deliver his corruption briefing.
"Cornstein is the worst, most detrimental of diplomats - not just of the United States, but of all the
countries," Mr. Ligeti said. "He is actively working against the voices of anticorruption:'
In interviews, Mr. Cornstein said he did not recall the meeting but played down corruption
concerns.
"Is there corruption in Hungary? I'm sure there is," Mr. Cornstein said. "Is there corruption in New
York City and Chicago? I'm sure there is." He said he had seen no evidence of an effect on
!\merican businesses.
State Department and private analysts, however, say that corruption is persistent in Hungary.
Secretary of State Mike Pompeo has pledged to increase support for anti-corruption efforts in
Hungary.

A Dispute with Ukraine
It may not seem obvious how, or why, a Hungarian prime minister would influence the views of an
American president toward Ukraine, an American ally.
But Mr. Orban has been locked in a dispute with Ukrainian officials over a language law that he
says is discriminatory to ethnic Hungarians in Ukraine. The dispute has become a key security
issue for the United States because Mr. Orban has blocked Ukrainian engagement with NATO. The
United States is adamant that such disagreements should have no bearing on NATO security
matters.
The White House meeting gave Mr. Orban the opportunity to press his case directly to Mr. Trump.
Asked on Tuesday what Mr. Orban told the president about Ukraine, Mr. Cornstein replied, "It was
between two men, and neither person discussed the subject with me."
But Mr. Cornstein's statements on the topic have recently drifted toward Mr. Orban's point of view.
Asked about Ukraine in an interview, he raised the language law unprompted.

https:/twww.nytimes.com/2019/10/22/world/europe/david-cornstein-hungary-trump-orban,htm!
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"The language law that was passed, which was not favorable to the 175,000 Ukrainian, former
Hungarian people that are living in that part of the country, was something that I didn't agree
with;' Mr. Cornstein said.
Mr. Cornstein also took Mr. Orban's side over the fate of Central European University, an
accredited institution that Mr. Orban forced from the country. The Hungarian-born philanthropist
George Soros founded the school after the collapse of the Soviet Union, in part to educate a new
generation on the principles of human rights and the rule of law. As he eroded democratic norms,
Mr. Orban attacked Mr. Soros, portraying him as part of a global conspiracy against the prime
minister.
Publicly, Mr. Cornstein declared that saving the school was a top priority. But privately, he helped
broker the university's exit, according to the school's president, Michael Ignatieff.
Mr. Ignatieff said that Mr. Cornstein had proposed that the school move its American degree
program to Vienna and keep a smaller, Hungarian-only program in Budapest.
"What do you care where your degrees are issued?" Mr. Ignatieff recalled Mr. Cornstein as saying.
"David, that's not a compromise," Mr. Ignatieff replied. "You're kicking a U.S. institution out of
Hungary."
"I don't see it that way at all:' Mr. Cornstein said.
fhe university soon lost its authority to issue American degrees and moved to Vienna - the very
outcome Mr. Cornstein had mentioned. The United States Embassy said in a statement that the
government was "disappointed:'

A Strongman Inside the European Union
The university's expulsion was another example of Mr. Orban's vast influence over Hungarian
political life. His party, Fidesz, has cemented control of the media, curtailed religious freedom,
endorsed racial and cultural purity and used anti-Semitic stereotypes to attack the European
Union. (State Department reports have cited Mr. Orban's utilization of anti-Semitism.)
Mr. Cornstein, who is Jewish, often says that Hungary's biggest problem is public relations and
that Jews in Hungary have little to worry about.
"They're content. They're happy and they're safe:' he said. "I can't say that about New York City."
Other American presidents have been accused of supporting strongmen. But Mr. Trump has
broken with a half-century of bipartisan consensus that supporting freedom was a moral
imperative and a security goal, said Larry Diamond of the Hoover Institution, a conservative
research group.
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"Orban has quietly and skillfully, with velvet gloves, strangled the life out of democracy;' Mr.
Diamond said. "To embrace and normalize and look away from these transgressions in a country
that is in the heart of the liberal democratic project of the world is not only disturbing. It's
alarming!'
Friends say that Mr. Cornstein, an affable grandfather, is a Rockefeller Republican, not an
ideologue. He has donated not only to the presidential campaigns of Mitt Romney and John
McCain, but also to Democrats like Chuck Schumer and Cory Booker.
He did not give money to Mr. Trump's campaign, but the friendship between the two men goes
back decades. Mr. Cornstein attended Mr. Trump's wedding and ran New York City's off-trackgambling operation in the mayoral administration of Rudolph W. Giuliani, who is now Mr. Trump's
personal lawyer.
Mr. Cornstein made his fortune operating jewelry counters inside department stores, and he often
recounts stories of hard-won wisdom from his business career. Running an embassy is a lot like
running a jewelry counter, he says: You can't forget you're in someone else's store.
Some American officials and Western diplomats say that Mr. Cornstein is falling for a Hungarian
campaign to undermine veteran foreign policy officials. At the White House, for example, Mr.
Orban told Mr. Trump that the embassy in Budapest - staffed by career civil servants - was full
of Obama administration holdovers, according to Mr. Cornstein and other American officials.
Mr. Trump responded by asking why Mr. Cornstein had not fired them. (In an interview, Mr.
Cornstein said he had confidence in his staff.)
Mr. Cornstein is open about his closeness to Mr. Orban. He tells how, on the flight back to Budapest
after the White House meeting, the two men - exhausted from a long day - stripped to their
underwear and napped and chatted on couches in the back of Mr. Orban's plane.
When Mr. Cornstein learned recently that Radio Free Europe, the pro-democracy American news
outlet, was preparing to return to Hungary, he sought assurances that it would not criticize Mr.
Orban's government. In an interview, he said he simply wanted to ensure that the government
viewpoint would be included.
It is hardly unusual for diplomats to seek ties with foreign leaders, but Mr. Cornstein has eschewed
both the rigorous prep sessions that normally precede high-level contacts and the detailed
briefings that follow. State Department officials say they often do not know what messages are
exchanged.

Mr. Cornstein acknowledged that he rarely speaks to officials in Washington. He conceded that he
has used personal devices to contact Mr. Orban and his advisers, but said he had done so a half:iozen times at most, and only to set up meetings.
"I was told this before I got to the post: 'This is your show. You run it:'' he said. "I know what the
president's philosophy is and what his foreign policy is."
https:t/www.nytimes.com/2019/10/22/world/europe/david-comstein-hungary-trump..orban.html
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Mr. Cornstein has delivered mixed results, at best. He regards as an achievement negotiations that
are underway, but not finalized, for Hungary to buy more than $1 billion in American weaponry.
Yet Mr. Orban has also allowed an obscure Russian financial institution, the International
Investment Bank, to open in Budapest with sweeping diplomatic immunity - a move that Western
security officials say enables Russian spying and money laundering.
After a Drug Enforcement Administration sting captured two men thought to be Russian arms
dealers, Hungarian officials extradited them to Russia, where they were set free. Hungary has also
snubbed Washington by saying that it sees no evidence that the Chinese telecom giant Huawei is a
security threat.
Mr. Cornstein said that building bridges was a process, one that will help the United States. He
denied honoring Mr. Orban at the Independence Day gala.
"My motivation was to really show what a great party can be;' he said, "and have people walk out
and say, 'Man, America really did that terrific!"
He said the party cost about $320,000, financed mostly by American businesses. An additional
$7,000 came from an embassy account used to establish local contacts.
During the interview, Mr. Cornstein appeared to nudge American policy in another new direction.
He said he had vehemently opposed the Russian bank's relocation but that Mr. Orban had made
Jrivate promises that have allayed his concerns.
"I am comfortable with where we are now;' Mr. Cornstein said. Pressed on whether that was the
official view of the United States government, he replied: "You've got to ask Washington. I'm
comfortable."
The embassy quickly clarified his remarks, saying the ambassador considered the bank a threat as
long as it remained in Hungary.

Common Questions About Impeachment
• What is impeachment?
Impeachment is charging a holder of public office with misconduct.
• Why is the impeachment process happening now?
A whistle-blower complaint filed in August said that White House officials believed they had
witnessed Mr. Trump abuse his power for political gain.
• Can you explain what President Trump is accused of doing?
President Trump is accused of breaking the law by pressuring the president of Ukraine to
look into former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr., a potential Democratic opponent in the
2020 election.
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• What did the President say to the president of Ukraine?

Here is a reconstructed transcript of Mr. Trump's call to President Volodymyr Zelensky of
Ukraine, released by The White House.
• What is the impeachment process like?

Here are answers to seven key questions about the process.

How to Keep Up
&I Get an email recapping the day's news
Download our mobile app on iOS and Android and turn on alerts
Listen to analysis on our special podcast series, The latest
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Joe Biden Announces 2020 Run For President,

After Months of Hesitation
By Alexander Burns and Jonathan Martin
April 25, 2019

Preei,wtm ~el'llil,&gBi4li!i Jl/.i~a.;nce'1.I~diw tlti.td.ll ~ seek the
Democratic nomination to challenge President Trump in 2020, casting the election as a national
emergency and asking Democrats to put the task of defeating Mr. Trump above all their other
ambitions.
In a three-and-a-half minute video that focused on excoriating Mr. Trump, Mr. Biden presented
himself as a steely leader for a country wracked by political conflict. Unlike the wide field of
Democrats competing for the affections of the left, Mr. Biden avoided almost any talk of policy or
.deology, signaling that he believes voters will embrace him as a figure of stability and maturity
even in a partisan primary election.
In doing so, Mr. Biden, 76, is making a bet of sorts that the Democratic Party's leftward shift in
recent years has been greatly overstated, and that the moral clarity of his rhetoric and his seeming
strength as a general election candidate will overpower other considerations for Democratic voters
who tend to prize youth, diversity and unapologetic liberalism.
Laying out for the first time why he wanted to run for president, Mr. Biden invoked the white
supremacist march through Charlottesville, Va., that ended in bloodshed in 2017, and Mr. Trump's
comment that there were "very fine people on both sides:' In that moment, Mr. Biden said in the
video, "I knew the threat to our nation was unlike any I'd ever seen in my lifetime."
"We are in the battle for the soul of this nation," Mr. Biden said, warning that if Mr. Trump is reelected, "He will forever and fundamentally alter the character of this nation, who we are, and I
cannot stand by and watch that happen."
Mr. Biden elaborated on his opening argument at a fund-raising event in Philadelphia on Thursday
evening, again decrying Mr. Trump's response to the Charlottesville march. He rebuked what he
described as Mr. Trump's "embrace of dictators and oligarchs" and "the onslaught and constant
attack on the courts, the constant attack on the press, the constant attack on even the Congress;'
according to a recording of his remarks.
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Mr. Trump did not directly address Mr. Biden's video assailing his comments about Charlottesville,
:esponding instead with personal taunts, calling Mr. Biden "Sleepy Joe" on Twitter and "not the
Jrightest light bulb" on Fox News.
Mr. Biden enters the Democratic race as something of a front-runner, albeit one beset by
challenges from all flanks and looming questions about his long political record. Two of Mr. Biden's
populist rivals, Senators Bernie Sanders of Vermont and Elizabeth Warren of Massachusetts, were
already jabbing at his relationships with moneyed interests on Thursday. And Mr. Biden's allies
believe he must soon explain to voters his evolution on a range of issues, including elemental ones
like criminal justice, abortion rights and the Iraq war.
In a sign he may recognize the urgency of that task, Mr. Biden recently spoke privately with Anita
Hill, who in 1991 was questioned harshly by a Senate committee led by Mr. Biden after she accused
Clarence Thomas, now a Supreme Court justice, of sexual harassment. Mr. Biden expressed regret,
according to an aide, but in an interview Ms. Hill said she left the conversation feeling deeply
unsatisfied and did not describe Mr. Biden as having apologized.
[Anita Hill said that "I'm sorry" was not enough.]

Mr. Biden's long-awaited entry effectively completes the list of Democratic candidates, a cast of 20
characters that is the most diverse presidential field ever. Atop it, for now, are two white men in
'.heir eighth decades of life - Mr. Biden and Mr. Sanders.
Mr. Biden's position as the leading Democratic candidate is an unfamiliar one for him. His two
previous presidential bids, in 1988 and 2008, failed to catch on. Though he campaigned twice as
former President Barack Obama's running mate, Mr. Biden has never been the starring actor in a
major political production of his own inception.
The overarching question of Mr. Biden's campaign is whether he can fill that role with sufficient
competence and imagination to both dispel Democratic concerns about his personal discipline and
inspire younger voters for whom he is a relatively distant figure.
He gave a brief preview on Thursday evening of how he might talk about issues besides Mr.
Trump, telling the fund-raising gathering that he would focus on "economic dignity" as an
organizing concept.
"My North Star of what we're going to talk about, in terms of the economy, is restoring the middle
class, but looking at dignity, not just the G.D.P.;' Mr. Biden said.
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Former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr. is seen by many Democrats as a trustee of
former President Barack Obama's legacy. T.J. Kirkpatrick for The New York Times

Mr. Biden is seen by most Democratic voters as a sympathetic figure, a trustee of Mr. Obama's
.egacy whose life has been touched repeatedly by grievous tragedy. He has spoken frequently
about the death of his first wife, Neilia, and his infant daughter in a 1972 car crash; tbe death of his
son, Beau, in 2015 became an occasion of national mourning.
But Mr. Biden differs in profound ways, in his identity and political orientation, from the rising
generation of voters and activists that has increasingly come to define the Democratic Party.
Mr. Biden is a white man who became a senator during Richard Nixon's presidency, in a party seen
as prizing youth and diversity. He is a centrist and a determined champion of bipartisanship, vying
to lead a coalition that views the Republican Party as irretrievably malignant. And he plans to
finance his campaign chiefly through large contributions from traditional party bankrollers, in an
age of grass-roots hostility to corporations and the very wealthy.
Mr. Biden has appeared alternately eager to campaign as Mr. Obama's natural heir, and also wary
of subsuming his candidacy entirely in nostalgia for an earlier administration. He did not mention
Mr. Obama in his announcement video, and he told reporters, in a brief exchange Thursday at the
Wilmington, Del., Amtrak station that bears his name, that he did not want Mr. Obama's backing at
the outset.
"I asked President Obama not to endorse and whoever wins this nomination should win it on their
own merits;' Mr. Biden said.
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A spokeswoman for Mr. Obama issued a statement on Thursday praising Mr. Biden warmly but not
~ndorsing him, and over the last year Mr. Obama has quietly encouraged a range of other
:andidates to pursue the presidency.
The dividing line in Democratic politics around Mr. Biden's candidacy was immediately apparent
on Thursday morning. He was instantly endorsed by a number of prominent moderates, including
Senators Bob Casey of Pennsylvania and Doug Jones of Alabama, and the International
Association of Firefighters is expected to back him early next week. In the crucial early state of
New Hampshire, a popular former governor, John Lynch, agreed to help lead Mr. Biden's
campaign.
"I think he's right that we need to restore the soul of America," Mr. Lynch said, adding, "I think
somebody in the middle has a better chance of beating Donald Trump."
At the same time, a number of vocal liberal activists and advocacy groups offered blunt criticism of
Mr. Biden. One of the more influential groups on the insurgent left, Justice Democrats, issued a
scathing statement rejecting Mr. Biden as an option in the race and describing him as a symbol of
the Democratic establishment that was unable to stop Mr. Trump in 2016.
"The old guard of the Democratic Party failed to stop Trump, and they can't be counted on to lead
the fight against his divide-and-conquer politics today;' said Alexandra Rojas, the group's executive
:iirector.
[Biden on the issues: where he stands and how he's changed.]

Mr. Biden is poised to embark on an ambitious and highly visible campaign schedule, starting with
a Friday appearance on ABC's "The View," in his first television interview as a candidate. He plans
to visit a Pittsburgh union hall on Monday to make remarks on the economy, before embarking on
a multiweek tour of the early primary states and California, culminating in a May 18 speech in
Philadelphia about "unifying America;' his campaign said.
Facing intensifying scrutiny of his long record, Mr. Biden has yet to allay concerns about the most
contentious aspects of his career. In recent months, he expressed remorse - without quite
apologizing - for having supported draconian tough-on-crime measures in the 1980s and 1990s,
and said he wished the Hill-Thomas hearings before the Senate Judiciary Committee had gone
differently.
Kate Bedingfield, a spokeswoman for Mr. Biden, said on Thursday that Mr. Biden had gone
somewhat further in a personal conversation with Ms. Hill, voicing "his regret for what she
endured and his admiration for everything she has done to change the culture around sexual
harassment in this country."
But Ms. Hill told The Times on Thursday that she could not support Mr. Biden, and told a reporter
that he should "give an apology to the other women and to the American public" because of the
wide-reaching social impact of the hearings. Mr. Biden is certain to have to address the issue again.
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/04/25/us/po!itics(joe-biden-2020-announcement.html
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Marc Morial, the president of the National Urban League, said Mr. Biden would bring a unique set
)f political strengths to the race, but would also need to address aspects of his record that make
progressives uneasy.
"I think it's important that Biden perhaps help people understand that, as a 40-year member of
Congress, his views have evolved;' said Mr. Morial, who suggested Mr. Biden might be well
equipped to make an explanation: "He is one of the few guys who is probably as comfortable
talking to a group of truck drivers as he is in an African-American church!'

[Make sense of the people, issues and ideas shaping American politics with our newsletter.]
Mr. Biden's competitors have already had months to find their footing in the race. The field
includes muscular fund-raisers like Mr. Sanders, Senator Kamala Harris of California and former
Representative Beto O'Rourke of Texas; intriguing underdogs, like Mayor Pete Buttigieg of South
Bend, Ind.; and policy-minded liberals like Ms. Warren and Senator Cory Booker of New Jersey,
who have helped frame the race as a contest of ideas.
Mr. Biden's rivals largely avoided criticizing him on Thursday, but Ms. Warren and Mr. Sanders the two most aggressive populists in the race - were exceptions. In an email to supporters, Mr.
Sanders's campaign manager, Faiz Shakir, chided Mr. Biden for ending the day "in the home of a
corporate lobbyist;' an allusion to Mr. Biden's fund-raiser in Philadelphia with a Comcast
executive.
And addressing reporters in Cedar Rapids, Iowa, Ms. Warren described Mr. Biden as having been
"on the side of credit card companies" during a landmark battle over bankruptcy legislation last
decade, in which Ms. Warren was on the opposing side.
That line of attack is likely to be a dangerous one for Mr. Biden, as the race proceeds. And his
private endeavors could also become political targets. Mr. Biden has earned millions of dollars
through paid speeches and book deals since leaving office, and has created a network of nonprofits
and academic centers that employ many of his trusted aides. He intends to shut down the most
prominent of those groups, the Biden Foundation.
Rival Democrats have taken encouragement from several unsteady moments in the Biden camp,
including his halting response this month to a wave of stories about his physical behavior with
women. And his advisers repeatedly explored and then disavowed some offbeat or daring plans,
including announcing a running mate early in his campaign.
Mr. Biden's candidacy is a bet, above all, that none of that will matter in comparison to voters'
alarm at the possibility of Mr. Trump's re-election.
There are few modern examples of a man of Mr. Biden's age assuming the leadership of a Western
democratic power. The precedents that exist have tended to arise from moments of military
conflict or social turbulence: Georges Clemenceau becoming France's premier during World War I
at the age of 76, or Winston Churchill returning as prime minister in the 1950s, also at 76.
https://www,nytimes.com/2019/04/25/us/po!itics/joe-biden~2020~announcement.htm!
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Mr. Biden would be 78 on Inauguration Day in 2021, and it remains to be seen whether voters will
,iew him as a similar kind of political savior, or the times as equally dire.

https;J/www.nyUmes.com/2019/04/25/us/po!ltJcs/joe~biden-2020wannouncement.html
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Kateryna Handziuk, Ukrainian Activist,
Dies From Acid Attack
By luliia Mendel
Nov, 5, 2018

KIEV, Ukraine - Three months ago, an attacker splashed a liter of sulfuric acid over Kateryna Handziuk's head,
burning 30 percent of her body. But Ms. Handziuk, an anticorruption activist, continued to speak out from her
hospital bed about unsolved attacks on dozens of civic activists in Ukraine this year.
On Sunday, after 11 surgeries and numerous skin grafts, she died from complications from her wounds.
Her scarred face had already become a rebuke of the foot-dragging of the government of President Petro 0.
Poroshenko on anti-corruption measures - a key demand of the protesters who ushered him to power in 2014.
"Yes, I know that I look bad, but at least I am being treated," Ms. Handziuk told Hromadske Television from her
hospital bed in September, two months after the attack. "And I'm sure that I look better than fairness and justice in
Ukraine, because they are not being treated by anybody today."
The attack on Ms. Handziuk has drawn attention to a recent rise in the number of assaults on anticorruption
activists in Ukraine, something that she was working to publicize. Rights groups say that at least 50 activists have
l:>een attacked this year in Ukraine, most while tangling with corrupt officials.
The Western-backed government has pushed through overhauls of the police and military, but critics say that
corruption in state-owned companies, the courts and local government remains rampant. The International
Monetary Fund has delayed some aid disbursement, in part because Ukraine has failed to establish a specialized
anticorruption court.
Supporters of Mr. Poroshenko say that progress has been made, but that not all of Ukraine's problems can be
solved quickly. Criticism of his administration's shortcomings, they say, distracts from Russia's military
intervention in Ukraine.
Ms. Handziuk was known as a vocal critic of corruption in law enforcement agencies, particularly the police in her
city, Kherson, near the border with Russian-occupied Crimea. She had campaigned against pro-Russia separatism
but had recently shifted her focus to corruption and attacks on civic activists, accusing the police of passiveness in
investigations of the attacks.
Mr. Poroshenko expressed condolences on Sunday to Ms. Handziuk's family and called for a thorough
investigation. "I appeal to law enforcement to do everything to find the murderers, to punish the murderers, and to
put them on trial," he said.
After the attack, the police detained five suspects and claimed to have detained the person who organized the
assault. But local courts reportedly released two suspects to house arrest pending trial, despite the gravity of the
assault.
Despite routine promises of robust investigations, high-profile killings have languished in Ukraine's courts. No
suspects have been detained in the 2016 bombing that killed Pavel G. Sheremet, a journalist who had been critical
of far-right paramilitary groups.

https://www.nytimes.com/2018/11 /05/worfd/europe/kateryna~handziuk-<lies~ukralne.html
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Sunday evening, after news emerged of Ms. Handziuk's death, protesters gathered in five cities to demand a
~ransparent investigation and justice. About 200 held a candlelight vigil at the main police department in Kiev, the
:apital.
"Those who ordered the murder of Handziuk now watch how society reacts;• Mustafa Nayyem, a member of
Parliament, said in a telephone interview. "Will we accept this murder, or will we fight?"
In her interview with the Ukrainian television station, Ms. Handziuk had also demanded answers about the attacks
on activists. "Why do we encourage people to be socially active but we cannot protect them?" she said.
But Ukraine could change, she said, adding, "Each of us will be free, and there will be no fear in our hearts."

https://www.nytlmes.com/2018/11/051wor!d/europe/kateryna-handziuk-<lles~ukraine.html
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Meet the Ukrainian Ex-Prosecutor Behind
the Impeachment Furor
By Andrew E. Kramer, Andrew Higgins and Michael Schwirtz
Published Oct. 5, 2019

Updated Oct. 8, 2019

KIEV, Ukraine - As soon as he got the invitation from Rudolph W. Giuliani, President Trump's personal lawyer, it

::~n:tJ!!:i

w:1'~~il,~pantly cl~:!~~m~~h::a~!~!r~:or;~sall~~!
"I u'\\'1\'~Fsfl!.'li'lJ very well what would interest them;' Yuriy Lutsenko, Ukraine's recently fired prosecutor general,
said in an extensive interview in London. "I have 23 years in politics. I knew."
"I'm a political animal," he added.
When Mr. Lutsenko sat down with Mr. Giuliani in New York in January, he recalled, his expectations were
confirmed: The president's lawyer wanted him to investigate former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr. and his
son Hunter.
It was the start of what both sides hoped would be a mutually beneficial relationship
to the impeachment inquiry into Mr. Trump.

but one that is now central

Mr. Trump and his allies have been fixated on Ukraine since the 2016 American election, convinced that the
country holds the key to unlock what they view as a conspiracy to undermine Mr. Trump. Mr. Giuliani in particular
has viewed Ukraine as a potentially rich source of information beneficial to Mr. Trump and harmful to bis
opponents, including Mr. Biden.
But a detailed look at Mr. Lutsenko's record shows how Mr. Trump and his allies embraced and relied on a
Ukrainian prosecutor with no formal legal training and a long history of wielding the law as a weapon in his
personal political battles, disregarding the concerns of senior diplomats who said he wasn't credible.
Mr. Trump praised him in a phone call with Ukraine's president. Mr. Giuliani aggressively promoted the news that
Mr. Lutsenko's office had revived an investigation into the owner of a Ukrainian energy company that had hired
Mr. Biden's son. And in an interview with Fox News in April, Mr. Trump described Mr. Lutsenko's claims as "big"
and "incredible," worthy of attention from the American attorney general.
Mr. Trump's allies even seemed to favor Mr. Lutsenko over the American ambassador in Ukraine, who was recalled
as the president's supporters stepped up pressure on the country to investigate the Bidens. There is no evidence of
wrongdoing by Mr. Biden or his son in Ukraine.
In the impeachment debate, Ukraine has often seemed an innocent bystander, a poor and deeply troubled country
on Europe's eastern fringe sideswiped by the raucous political battles of the world's most powerful nation.
But the scandal now roiling Washington underscores how Ukraine's own domestic struggles, feuds and
dysfunctions have shaped the controversy - and shows how the pursuit of political advantage by actors in each
country fed the other in ways that neither side foresaw.

https://www.nytimes.com/2019/10/051world/europe/ukraine~prosecutor-trump.html
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Mr. Lutsenko's path to Mr. Giuliani began in this political morass, with a meeting so combative that it helped ignite
the scandal in the first place.
,hortly after taking up her post in 2016, the American ambassador to Ukraine, Marie L. Yovanovitch, went to meet
the new prosecutor general, Mr. Lutsenko, in his office - and complained that his deputies were stained by
corruption, according to two Ukrainian officials familiar with the encounter.
The ambassador then pressed Mr. Lutsenko further, the officials said, asking him to stop investigating anticorruption activists who were supported by the Amelican Embassy and had criticized his work.
Mr. Lutsenko said he snapped at Ms. Yovanovitch that "no one is going to dictate to me" who should be
investigated, prompting the ambassador to storm out of the meeting.
"This moment was, how shall we say, not very positive," recalled Larisa Sargan, Mr. Lutsenko's assistant at the
time. "There were always difficult relations with the U.S. ambassador."
In the months to come - as the ambassador stepped up her criticism of Ukraine's faltering efforts to root out
corruption - Mr. Lutsenko's personal animus toward Ms. Yovanovitch grew. He concluded, he and his former
colleagues say, that he needed to go around her and find a direct path to a more receptive audience: Mr. Trump's
inner circle.
When Mr. Giuliani learned that Mr. Lutsenko and other disgruntled Ukrainian officials were trying to reach out to
the Amelicans, he welcomed the opportunity.
"Yeah, I probably called, I'm sure I called - Lutsenko didn't have my number;' Mr. Giuliani said in an interview.
According to notes of their January meetings given to members of Congress last week, Mr. Lutsenko told Mr.
Giuliani about what he called payments to Hunter Biden, who sat on the board of the Ukrainian energy company,
Burisma.
The two also discussed the theory that Paul Manafort - Mr. Trump's former campaign manager, who had been
convicted in the United States of fraud for his work as a consultant in Ukraine - had been set up by supporters of
Hillary Clinton. Ukrainian officials deny such claims, and no evidence supports this idea.
Mr. Lutsenko said he met Mr. Giuliani to seek help recovering billions of dollars he said were stolen from Ukraine
under a previous government, a matter unrelated to the American election.
But veterans of Ukraine's cutthroat politics say Mr. Lutsenko's outreach to Mr. Trump's inner circle was a clear
attempt to win favor with a powerful ally at a time his own political future looked uncertain.
"Lutsenko was trying to save his political skin by pretending to be Trumpist at the end of his career;' said David
Sakvarelidze, a former deputy prosecutor general.
Instead of finding salvation, Mr. Lutsenko was fired in late August by Ukraine's new president, Volodymyr
Zelensky.
Mr. Lutsenko left Ukraine for Britain last Sunday, saying he wanted to improve his English. On Tuesday, Ukrainian
autholities announced that they had opened a criminal case against him over accusations that he had abused his
power in dealings with politicians and others involved in illegal gambling.
Mr. Lutsenko dismissed the latest case as "a big fantasy!' But to many in Ukraine, it is a fitting coda to the career of
an ambitious politician turned prosecutor who used his position to wage political battles.
Even his initial appointment caused controversy: He became prosecutor general in 2016 only after Ukraine's
president at the time, Petro o. Poroshenko, got Parliament to remove a requirement that the prosecutor be
educated ln the law.
https://www.nytimes,com/2019/10/05/world/europe/ukraine~prosecutor-trump,html
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A survivor in Ukraine's often treacherous politics, Mr. Lutsenko had spent time in jail as a political prisoner, won a
Beat in Ukraine's Parliament and served as interior minister, holding senior positions under three presidents.
He also showed himself an adept operator in the United States.
After his meetings with Mr. Giuliani, Mr. Lutsenko provided grist for a series of articles in The Hill, a Washington
news portal. His remarks were pitch-perfect in their appeal to Mr. Trump and his supporters.
Mr. Trump tweeted the headline of one of the articles: "As Russia Collusion Fades, Ukrainian Plot to Help Clinton
Emerges."
In another article, Mr. Lutsenko aired his feud with Ms. Yovanovitch, the American ambassador, asserting that she
had given him a list of untouchables not to prosecute. The claim set off a storm of accusations that the ambassador
belonged to a cabal working to hurt Mr. Trump and protect the Bidens.
The State Department dismissed Mr. Lutsenko's claim as "an outright fabrication:' and he later acknowledged that
the "don't prosecute list" never existed. In the interview, he blamed the misstep on a bad translation and insisted
that Ms. Yovanovitch had, in fact, pressed him not to prosecute anti-corruption activists.
But the damage was done. Already under fire from some Republicans, who said she had disparaged Mr. Trump in
private meetings, Ms. Yovanovitch was ordered in May to leave her post in Kiev and return to Washington.
When Mr. Lutsenko's name appeared in a whistle-blower complaint released last week - which accused Mr.
Trump of soliciting foreign interference in the 2020 election - the former prosecutor dismissed the account as
"filled with multiple lies."
But in private messages to a Ukrainian anti-corruption campaigner, Mr. Lutsenko gloated about one important part
of the complaint: his role in ending Ms. Yovanovitch's career in Kiev.
In the exchange - with Daria Kaleniuk, the head of Ukraine's Anticorruption Action Center - Mr. Lutsenko used
mafia slang to rejoice at how the American ambassador's removal had undercut activists campaigning against
corruption in Ukraine. Mr. Lutsenko told Ms. Kaleniuk that he had "eliminated your roof:'
"Roof;' a term derived from Russian mafia slang, is used throughout the former Soviet Union to designate a
protector or guardian. The "roof" in this instance, Ms. Kaleniuk said, was Ambassador Yovanovitch.
"Lutsenko hated Yovanovitch," Ms. Kaleniuk said.
To Western diplomats who have followed Ukraine's turbulent history since it broke free from the Soviet Union in
1991, Mr. Lutsenko was a familiar figure: a seemingly reform-minded politician who, once given power, deeply
disappointed his former admirers by displaying many of the ills he had previously denounced.
He had helped organize the street protests that toppled Ukraine's deeply corrupt, pro-Russian president, Viktor F.
Yanukovych, in 2014, meeting with journalists to explain his vision of a Western-oriented country ruled by laws
instead of political diktats.
Soon after his appointment as prosecutor general in 2016, however, he began feuding with other law enforcement
agencies, notably the National Anti-Corruption Bureau, a body set up in 2014 with strong support from the Obama
administration.
The anti-corruption bureau investigated previously untouchable tycoons and politicians, including several of Mr.
Lutsenko's subordinates. These actions - and the praise they received from Ms. Yovanovitch - infuriated Mr.
Lutsenko, reinforcing his animosity toward the amhassador and his determination to put the rival agency in its
place.

https://www.nytimes.com/2019/10/05/world/europe/ukraine-prosecutor-trump.htm!
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In one particularly high-profile clash, Mr. Lutsenko torpedoed a secret 2017 investigation by the anti-corruption
tmreau, which had been looking into a passport-for-sale racket run by immigration officials. Mr. Lutsenko posted
Jictures of undercover agents on the internet, and the case collapsed.
"For this alone he should go to jail," said Anatoly S. Hrytsenko, a former Ukrainian minister of defense.
Even before he found an ally in Mr. Giuliani, Mr. Lutsenko, his relations with American diplomats in Kiev in tatters,
had sought to curry favor directly with the Trump administration.
The effort started in earnest in early 2018, when he tried to shelve criminal cases in Ukraine against Mr. Trump's
former campaign manager, Mr. Manafort, who had made millions of dollars in Kiev as a consultant.
His decision to freeze the Manafort cases came as the Trump administration was completing plans to sell Ukraine
a type of sophisticated anti-tank missile called the Javelin. The maneuver hinted at a dynamic now pivotal to the
impeachment inquiry - whether the Trump administration, or the president himself, traded security aid for
political favors.
Later in 2018, an official in Mr. Lutsenko's office, Kostiautyn Kulyk - one of the deputies Ms. Yovanovitch had
asked Mr. Lutsenko to dismiss at their first meeting - came up with another idea, according to a senior Ukrainian
law enforcement official.
Mr. Kulyk had compiled a seven-page dossier on Hunter Biden - a potential way of reaching officials in
Washington who had been blocked by Mr. Lutsenko's testy relations with the American Embassy in Kiev, the
official said.
In March, Mr. Kulyk moved to restart the criminal case against the owner of the gas company that had recruited
Hunter Biden to sit on its board. But Mr. Kulyk was under a cloud himself: The anti-corruption bureau had
investigated him on suspicion of illicit enrichment. Mr. Kulyk did not respond to requests for an interview.
Mr. Lutsenko was confronting a problem of his own. His political patron, President Poroshenko, got trounced in a
presidential election in April.
The defeat meant Mr. Lutsenko risked losing his job. While largely discredited in Ukraine as a political operative
who had put much of his energy into personal fights, like the one with Ms. Yovanovitch, Mr. Lutsenko still had one
significant base of support: Mr. Giuliani and the American president himself.
When Mr. Trump spoke by phone on July 25 with Ukraine's new president, Mr. Trump complained about the
expected departure of Ukraine's prosecutor, an apparent reference to Mr. Lutsenko.
"! heard you had a prosecutor who was very good and he was shut down and that's really unfair," Mr. Trump told
Ukraine's new president, Mr. Zelensky. ''A lot of people are talking about that:'
Mr. Lutsenko lost his job anyway, leaving his post a month later.
Mr. Lutsenko "was a very big disappointment;' said Ms. Kaleniuk, the anti-corruption activist. "He decided he
couldn't change the system, or didn't want to change it."
His feud with the American ambassador and his outreach to the Trump administration, she added, were all part of
a bigger problem - the mixing of politics and justice - that has afflicted Ukraine for years.
In a sign of how perilous this mix can he, even Mr. Giuliani is now shunning the former prosecutor, denouncing him
as "corrupted."
In the interview in London, Mr. Lutsenko said that he told Mr. Giuliani from the start that there was no basis for a
case against Mr. Biden or his son.
https:/lwww.nytimes.com/2019/10/05/wortd/europe/ukraine-prosecutor~trump.html

AB

39-405

415

01/18/2020

621
1/2/2020

Meet the Ukrainian Ex-Prosecutor Behind the Impeachment Furor - The New York Times

"Sometimes the mayor is very wise, but sometimes he gets carried away:' he said of Mr. Giuliani.
\sked about this on Friday, Mr. Giuliani had a simple retort: "Liar:'

Common Questions About Impeachment
What is impeachment?
Impeachment is charging a hofder of public office with misconduct.
Why is the impeachment process happening now?
A whistle-blower complaint filed in August said. that White House officials believed they had
witnessed Mr. Trump abuse his power for political gain.

can you explain what President Trump is accused of doing?
President Trump is accused of breaking the law by pressuring the president of Ukraine to
look into former Vice President Joseph R. Bid en Jr., a potential Democratic opponent in the
2020 election.
• What did the President say to the president of Ukraine?

Here is a reconstructed transcript of Mr. Trump's call to President Volodymyr Zelensky of
Ukraine, released by The White House.

• What is the impeachment process like?
Here are answers to seven key questions about the process.

How to Keep Up
ii Get an email recapping the day's news
Download our mobile app on iOS and Android and turn on alerts
listen to analysis on our special podcast series, The Latest
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Mueller Report Shows Depth
of Connections Between
Trump Campaign and Russians
By KAREN YOUR1S11 and LARRY BliCl-!AN 1\N l 1PnArEO ,\PR[L 19. 2019

Donald J. Trump and 18 of his associates had at least 140
contacts with Russian nationals and WikiLeaks, or their
intermediaries, during the 2016 campaign and presidential
transition, according to a New York Times analysis.
The rnpfill of Robert S. Mueller III, rnleased to the public on
Thursday, revealed at least 30 more contacts beyond those
p.t~YimlfilYJtuown. However, the 5P.s>.£ialmllilfilfilri.d, "the
evidence was not sufficient to support crimilrnl charges."
Very few, if any, of these interactions were publicly known
before Mr. Trump took office.
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In addition to Mr. Mueller's report, knowledge of these
interactions is based on Times reporting, documents submitted
to Congress and court records. Among the contacts are inperson meetings, phone calls, text messages, emails and
private messages on social media platforms.

Invited to Moscow to
attend p~rty for Aros
Aga!arov and possibly
meet Putin.

Signed letter of
intent to develop

Received letter from

hveeted: "!

Aialarov expre~s1np;

Trump Tower in
Moscow.

··2reat interest"
Ci:lmpmgn

HAVE NOTHING
10 DO WlTH
RUSSIA."

in

Aras Agalarov, a Russian billionaire who hosted a Miss
Universe pageant with Mt: Trump in Moscow, and the
billionaire's son, Emin, reached out to Mr. Trump several times.
(Separately, both men helped arrange the June 2016 Trump
Tower meeting with a Kremlin-linked lawyer about getting
information that could be damaging to Hillary Clinton.)
Mr. Trump was also pursuing a plan to J:mikl....a.Inln:m..I~ in
Moscow and was repeatedly invited to an economic forum in St.
Petersburg, Russia, that would be attended by President
Vladimir V. Putin of Russia and other Russian government and
business officials.
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project.

Oiscuss!!d
of Trump
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trnvelng to Russia

f\J1ct with
Russian

ol1p:arch

Mr. Cohen, 1\11: Trump's lawyer at the time, had repeated
contacts with Russians about a plan to build a Trump Tower in
Moscow. In 2018, Mr. Cohen ru:lmiltfil!Jy.ing1o.Dlllg= about
the duration of these discussions and Mr. Trump's involvement
in them.

Russinn soC'3!
about setting
up a campaign pnge.

frunm
rower Russia
11;cetmg

Mr. Trump Jr. arranged the now-famous meeting at Trump
Tower with Russians after heing promised "dirt" on Hillary
Clinton. He also exchanged p..d.Y.atsune.sfilJg~s. with WikiLeaks,
which disseminated stolen Clinto1fcampaigu emails, and was
aware of negotiations during the 2016 presidential campaign to
develop a Trump Tower in Moscmv.
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hi~ Foreign Mirnstry colleaa:ues were
-open for cooperation:

have ties to Russian
government

Mr. PapadopouJ0s 1 a campaigh adviser, had frequent contacts
with Russian operatives who said they wanted to arrange
meetings between Mr. Trump and Mr. Putin. He frequently told
campaign officials about these conversations.

Period of time Marwfort
was on Trump cnmpaign

Offered Konstantin
V. l\ilimnik polling
d"1tfl.

Said charges of ties
Trump Tower between campa1a:n and
Russia were "Jbsurd.~
moeting.

Attended

Offered to give
private briefings to a
Russ1.:in ol!garcl1.

Met with Kilimnik
to d1,cuss ~ proRussien pian for
Ukrame,

Mr. Manafort had llllllJ;jl)l!u:Q_Ull!J:!£ with a business associate,
Konstantin V. Kilimnik, believed to have ties to Russian
intelligence. He hllilllQli.tkl!l!llllli!Jg data shared with Mr.
Kilimnik and told him he could offer private campaign briefings
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to a Russian oligarch. He also attended the Jone 201G Trump
Tower meeting.

Met

Wit!\

K:s!y,1k

vt Tru11,o Towe1
liuss:an sDncnons.

During the transition, Mr. Flynn had several conversations with
Sergey I. Klslyak, the Russian ambassador to the United States
at the time, about Russian sanctions and about blocking an
impending United Nations vote criticlzing Israeli settlements.
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fvlc!

Tm-ver f-luss1c1

,1mtnss;K!or ,Tlrl :he
"leJ(I of D R1ss1a.n

\\llh

l~usst.:Jn

b:ll';.,.

Mr. Kushner met at Trump Tower with the Russian ambassador
and discussed setting up a way to communicate with Moscow
during the presidential transition. He also met with a Russian
banker with close ties to Mr. Putin in an attempt to establish a
direct line of communication to the Russian president
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Met with a Russian
who offered dirt on

Asked Wikileaks
intermediary
for Clinton ema1!s,

Received
W1k.1Leaks

Mi: Stone convinced the campaign that he could be =lllll!it of
inside information from lclikil.&ak§. ln an indictment unsealed
on Jan.'25, the special counsel disclosed evidence that a top
campaign official dispatched Mr. Stone to get information from
WikiLeaks about the thousands of hacked Democratic emails.
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reports of such problems to archiveJeedback@nytimes.com.

WASHINGTON, March 4-"Youjust think we're dumb," Senator Clifford P. Case,
Republican of New Jersey, told George P. Shultz, Secretary of the Treasury and Counselor to
the President, during a recent hearing on Capitol Hill.

This is the second of a series of articles on Richard M. Nixon's use of the powers of the
Presidency and its effects on the Government and the national life.
Senator Case was not only right about White House disdain of members of Congress, he was
also understating it.
"Congress is lazy, too;' said a Presidential aide, pounding his fist on his desk for emphasis
during a recent interview. "They work short hours. They don't know how to consuit. They
say they want to tonsult with the President, but then they come up here and don't say
anything."
"They criticize us for not advising or consulting them in military matters;' he continued.
"But they cannot keep a secret. If we tell them anything it is out within 30 minutes after they
have gone back to the Hill."
That attitude toward Congress runs deep in the White House, and it underscores the
seriousness of the constitution at struggle being waged between the executive and
legislative branches of the Government as President Nixon, wielding perhaps more power
than any President in history, moves into a second term with a landslide victory behind him.
At the heart of the contest is the President's recent move to reorder domestic priorities by
impounding funds and liquidating some agencies despite Congressional mandates. But it
also involves a general erosion of powers from the Congress to the Presidency, a process
that has been under way for many- years but has accelerated in the Nixon Administration.
A survey of a wide range of authorities on the Government during the last several weeks
shows that, in the opinion of many, the struggle is so weighted to the side of the Presidency
that if Mr. Nixon does not relax his demands-his aides insist that he will not Congress could
be left far !weaker than it already had become when Mr. Nixon took office in 1969.
"We are now in the midst of a grave and domestic constitutional crisis brought on by the
Administration's unilateral efforts to reorder our domestic priorities," said Senator Jacob K.
Javits, Republican of New York, who actively supported Mr. Nixon's re-election. "This crisis
covers every aspect of legislation pending in the Congress or which may be proposed."
https://www.nytimes.com/1973/03/05/archives/nlxons-presidency-crisis-for-congress-this-is-the-second-of-a.htm!
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Some Administration Concern

On the other hand, there is concern within the Administration that the fight will become so
embittered and members of Congress so enraged that they will find ways to upset the
President's goals and priorities.
"I agree 100 per cent with what the President is doing;' said a high Administration official.
"But I fear the spending fight with Congress may go too far."
Nevertheless, beyond the immediate issues and priorities, what is at stake is whether
Congress survives as a strong and effective branch of the Government and whether more
power continues to accumulate in the Presidency without accompanying restraints and
means of accountability to the public, according to many students of government.
Some contend that the erosion of Congressional authority to the Presidency already has
gone further under President Nixon than is generally recognized. Following are some of the
developments:
flf President Nixon broadened and institutionalized the war powers of his office by
conducting the war in Southeast Asia at his pleasure under precedents and practices used
by former President; Johnson, but without as close consultation with Congress, which under
the Constitution holds the authority to declare war. He also extended the practice of using
executive agreements in foreign affairs in place of treaties, which require Senate approval.
Thus, "an illegal war was ended by an illegal agreement," according to a Congressional staff
member referring to the recent settlement of the war in Vietnam.
flfWhile the nerve ends of many members of Congress were still raw from the long and bitter
fight on war powers, President Nixon served notice in his recent budget message that in
order to control inflation and carry out his campaign pledge not to seek a tax rise, he would
not fund some programs enacted by Congress and would curtail others, with Great Society
social programs enacted under Democrats in the nineteen-sixties bearing the brunt of the
cuts. This went further than any other President had in moving against Congressional
power to spend.
flfAlthough his aides strongly deny it, it is the opinion of many, nonpartisan authorities on the
subject that President Nixon has broadened the use of executive privilege to protect himself
and members of his Administration from Congressional and public inquiry.
flfReorganization of the executive branch by the President has curtailed Congressional
access and authority in some areas of the Government. For example, by increasing the
budgetary controls by the executive branch over the regulatory agencies, a power that once

https;/Jwww.nytimes.com/1973/03/05/archives/nixons-presidency-crtsis-for-congress-this-is-the-second-of-a.htm!
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rested solely with Congress, the Administration forced the Federal Trade Commission,
through a cut of funds, to cancel a planned investigation in hospital and medical practices,
according to the testimony of the former commission chairman, Miles W. Kirkpatrick.
(!In a number of little ways, the Nixon Administration has defied Congress. When the Senate
Finance Committee wanted to conduct its own study of the welfare situation, the
Administration would not let the committee use its computers and would make only that
information available for the computers that the Administration wanted it to have.
President Nixon, who terms himself an activist in the Presidency and views, the office as
the chief representative of the public, said in his Jan. 31 press conference that Congress
represented special interests while the President represented all of the people.
"The Interior Committee wants to have mote parks and the Agriculture Committee wants
cheap R.E.A. [Rural Electrification Administration] loans and the Committee on Education
and Labor wants more for education, and each of these wants we all sympathize with;' he
said. "But there is only one place in this Government where somebody has got to speak not
for the, special interests which the Congress represents but for the general interest." That
place, he said, is the White House.

Little Sought From Congress
On the spending issue, President Nixon is in a unique position. He is the first President since
the Federal budget became an important instrument in managing the economy-a
development of the last two decades-to be caught in a position of having steadily rising
Government costs collide head on with his policy for controlling inflation. That policy is to
hold spending to a budget level of $268-billion for the fiscal year, beginning July l, rather
than raising taxes.
The fight with Congress is essentially over which branch of the Government will decide
which programs will be cut and by how much. Mr. Nixon has moved to do so by executive
action while legislators contend that such power belongs to the Congress under the
Constitution.
Further, according to sources both in and out of the Administration, there is not much Mr.
Nixon wants from Congress this year. His program is for contracting many Government
services, not expanding them.
Charles L. Schultze, who was budget director under President Johnson and is now with the
Brookings Institution, a pointed but in an interview that other recent Presidents all wanted
something from Congre'ss in legislation, usually quite a lot.

https:/!www.nyUmes.com/1973!03/05/archives/nixons-presidency-crisis-for-congress-this-is-the-second-of-a.html
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"In the past," said Mr. Schultze, "funds would be impounded for a time, as Mr. Nixon is doing
now, but they became a matter of negotiations between the President and Congress and
eventually most of them would be released."
"For at least 15 years;' he continued, "Presidents have been trying to get rid of the Rural
Environmental Assistance Program or have it reduced, but they always gave in to Congress
in the end because there was something they wanted from Congress. Now Nixon has simply
cut it off and there is no bargaining position."
A Test of Wills

The program, called REAP, which helps farmers reclaim land, has been costing more than
$200-million a year. Congress, as a test of wills, is in the process of passing legislation that
would force the President to spend the money, but White House sources say the President is
confident that his opponents on the Hill can never muster the two-thirds vote in both houses
needed to override his veto.
At the same time, the President's men are happily dismantling the Office of Economic
Opportunity, the agency established by the Johnson Administration to help eradicate
poverty, despite specific prohibitions in the law against doing so. White House lawyers say
they are acting under other laws, delegations of power from Congress, that give the
President authority to do so.
Nevertheless, Mr. Schultze and other experts agree that what Mr. Nixon is doing is boldly
extending the power of the Presidency "in, degree if not in kind." Mr. Schultze pointed out
that the; President's actions in impounding funds as Commander in Chief Of the armed
forces have far more precedent than impounding funds to eliminate entire domestic
programs.
Thus President Jefferson's refusal to buy gunboats and President Truman's order to
impound $700-million appropriated for the Air Force, examples cited by Mr. Nixon and his
assistants, are not precedents at all for what is being done now, according to Mr. Schultze.
On the use of executive privilege, a debate has raged between the White House and
Congress on whether Mr. Nixon has expanded that power, which most authorities agree is
needed to protect the autonomy of the Presidency but is ?? ly used to hide waste, corruption
or other misdeeds from the legislative branch.
A recent example of its use was the refusal by Air Force Secretary Robert C. Seamans Jr. to
disclose the conversations he had with members of the White House in regard to the
dismissal of A. Ernest Fitzgerald, who exposed the $2-billion overrun on the C-SA transport
plane.
https;//www.nyUmes.com/1973/03/05/archives/nixons-pres!dency-crisis-for-congress-this-is-the-second-of-a.html
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John D. Ehrlichman, assistant to the President for domestic affairs, said in an interview with
U. S. News & World Report Feb. 18 that Mr. Nixon had adopted a procedure to minimize the
.1se of executive privilege. He said that Mr. Nixon had invoked the privilege only three times
in four years, whereas President Kennedy invoked it six times in three years.
"The President has been very openhanded in providing witnesses and documents to the
Congress," he said.
Clark R. Mollenhoff, a former Nixon aide who is now Washington bureau chief for The Des
Moines Register, has made a detailed study of the issue over a period of years. He contends
that Mr. Nixon has broadened the use of executive privilege in several respects over
practices of the Kennedy and Johnson Administrations, especially extending it to officials
lower down the line.
"The President now says that all actions by White House officials can be treated as
confidential and not subject to the subpoena process of the Congress or the courts;' Mr.
Mollenhoff wrote.
"The White House game plan has been to refuse initially all requests for information that
are potentially embarrassing, and to clothe all members of the White House staff with the
'executive privilege,"' he said. "If the issue becomes too hot to handle, as it did in the Inter
national Telephone and Telegraph case, the President will permit the White House officials
to appear and answer questions in a manner as restricted as the practical political situation
allows."

Law Is Passed Over
President Nixon has extended powers over Congress in ways that have received little
attention. After Franklin D. Roosevelt devalued the dollar during the Depression, Congress
passed a law in 1945 providing that only Congress could set the price of gold, the step
involved, in devaluation. Despite the law's explicit, provisions, however, Mr. Nixon has twice
devalued the dollar by executive, action, and it drew no protest because of Congressional
recognition that the world money markets should not be tipped off in advance, as
Congressional action would have done.
This is an example of how power has steadily accumulated in the Presidency. Over the
years, Congress and the President have repeatedly waged war over constitutional authority,
but most of the fights in the 19th century and well into the 20th involved Presidential revolt
against Congressional dominance.

Congress Struggles

https;//www.nyt!mes.com/1973/03!05/archlves/nixons-presidency--crisis-for-congress-this-is-the-second-of-a.html
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James A. Garfield in 1881, in fighting that dominance by refusing the advice of friends to
;ompromise with a Senator on the appointment of the Federal collector of the Port of New
fork, said:
"If it were a difference between individuals there could be some sense in such advice. But
the one represents a whole independent function of the Government. The other is oneseventy-sixth of one-half of another independent branch of the Government with which
compound vulgar fractions the President is asked to compromise."

Today it is Congress struggling to find ways to resist Presidential dominance.
In the past, once a President gained new powers they remained for his successors. Clinton
Rossiter, the historian, wrote during the Eisenhower Administration that "strong Presidents
have been followed by weak ones; in the aftermath of every 'dictator; Congress has exulted
in the restoration of the balance wisely ordained by the fathers. Yet the ebbs have been more
apparent than real, and each new strong President has picked up where the last one left off:'
Presidential scholars, who have educated millions of Americans on the need for strong
Presidency and are now frightened by the Nixon phenomenon, still by and large advocate a
strong Presidency but want to keep a vital Congress as a check on the executive office.
Henry Steel Commager, asked for an answer to the current struggle, said, "One answer
would be impeachment if the Congress had any guts, but it doesn't. The simple answer is to
really assert the appropriation power."
But the question is whether the country would support the Congress even in that endeavor.
The Nixon White House is confident that it would not.

https://www,nytimes.com/1973/03/05/archives/n!xons-presldency-crisis-for-congress--this-is,,.the-,second-of-a<html
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WASHINGTON - Rudolph W. Giuliani, President Trump's personal lawyer, is encouraging
Ukraine to wade further into sensitive political issues in the United States, seeking to push the
incoming government in Kiev to press ahead with investigations that he hopes will benefit Mr.
Trump.
Mr. Giuliani said he plans to travel to Kiev, the Ukrainian capital, in the coming days and wants to
meet with the nation's president-elect to urge him to pursue inquiries that allies of the White House
contend could yield new information about two matters of intense interest to Mr. Trump.
One is the origin of the special counsel's investigation into Russia's interference in the 2016
election. The other is the involvement of former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr.'s son in a gas
company owned by a Ukrainian oligarch.
Mr. Giuliani's plans create the remarkable scene of a lawyer for the president of the United States
pressing a foreign government to pursue investigations that Mr. Trump's allies hope could help him
in his re-election campaign. And it comes after Mr. Trump spent more than half of his term facing
questions about whether his 2016 campaign conspired with a foreign power.
"We're not meddling in an election, we're meddling in an investigation, which we have a right to
do," Mr. Giuliani said in an interview on Thursday when asked about the parallel to the special
counsel's inquiry.
"There's nothing illegal about it;' he said. "Somebody could say it's improper. And this isn't foreign
policy - I'm asking them to do an investigation that they're doing already and that other people
are telling them to stop. And I'm going to give them reasons why they shouldn't stop it because
that information will be very, very helpful to my client, and may turn out to be helpful to my
government."

https://www,nytimes_com/2019/05/09/us/po!itics/g!u!iani~ukralne-trump.htm!
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Mr. Giuliani's planned trip, which has not been previously reported, is part of a monthslong effort
':)y the former New York mayor and a small group of Trump allies working to build interest in the
Jkrainian inquiries. Their motivation is to try to discredit the special counsel's investigation;
undermine the case against Paul Manafort, Mr. Trump's imprisoned former campaign chairman;
and potentially to damage Mr. Eiden, the early front-runner for the 2020 Democratic presidential
nomination.
The investigations had been opened by Ukrainian prosecutors serving during the term of the
country's current president, Petro 0. Poroshenko. He lost his re-election bid last month to
Volodymyr Zelensky, a comedian and political newcomer. Mr. Zelensky has said he would like to
replace the prosecutor who oversaw some of the matters, Yuriy Lutsenko, who has met multiple
times with Mr. Giuliani to discuss the issues.
Mr. Zelensky is set to take office on June 3.
Mr. Giuliani said he had been planning for several weeks to travel to Kiev to deliver a paid speech
to a Jewish group about Middle East policy.
But intermediaries for Mr. Giuliani worked to organize meetings with people who they believed
would have insights into the incoming Zelensky administration and the investigations in which Mr.
Giuliani was interested. And in recent days, Mr. Giuliani reached out through intermediaries to
request a meeting with Mr. Zelensky, he said, adding, "It's not confirmed yet."

If the meeting does occur, Mr. Giuliani said, "I am going to tell him what I know about the people
that are surrounding him, and how important it is to do a full, complete and fair investigation."
He said his efforts in Ukraine have the full support of Mr. Trump. He declined to say specifically
whether he had briefed him on the planned meeting with Mr. Zelensky, but added, "He basically
knows what I'm doing, sure, as his lawyer."
The White House did not immediately respond to a request for comment on Thursday.
Mr. Trump has called attention to the scrutiny of Mr. Biden's son Hunter Biden, and to questions
about the former vice president's involvement in the removal of a Ukrainian prosecutor whose
office had authority over investigations of the oligarch whose company paid Hunter Eiden.
Mr. Trump has also sought to stir up interest in claims that Ukrainian officials tried to benefit
Hillary Clinton in 2016 by focusing attention on Mr. Manafort's business in Ukraine. The attention
forced Mr. Manafort to resign from the Trump campaign, but allies of the Ukrainian officials
involved have denied that they acted improperly to benefit Mrs. Clinton's campaign. Mr. Trump has
recently suggested he would like Attorney General William P. Barr to look into the material
gathered by the Ukrainian prosecutors.
Mr. Giuliani has been working on the effort with other allies of Mr. Trump whose involvement has
not been previously reported, including Victoria Toensing, a lawyer who was named last year,
along with her husband, as part of the legal team representing the president in the special
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/05/09/us/politics/giu!iani~ukraine-trump.html
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counsel's investigation. The appointment was rescinded less than one week later amid concerns
about conflicts of interest, but Mr. Trump's legal team suggested that Ms. Toensing and her
husband, Joseph E. di Genova, would assist the president "in other legal matters."
On social media and in regular appearances on Fox News, the couple advanced the theory that the
special counsel's investigation was the result of a Justice Department effort to frame Mr. Trump.
They increasingly began pushing the claim that "the real collusion began in @Ukraine," as Ms.
Toensing put it in a post on Twitter in March.
The tweet spotlighted a story in the conservative media in which Mr. Lutsenko, Ukraine's top
prosecutor, announced he was opening an investigation into whether Ukrainian officials tried to
help Mrs. Clinton during the 2016 presidential election by disseminating documents related to Mr.
Manafort's work in Ukraine before 2014.
Ms. Toensing has also met with Mr. Lutsenko, the Ukrainian prosecutor who has pushed the
investigations, Mr. Giuliani said. (Mr. Giuliani had previously said that Ms. Toensing was
representing Mr. Lutsenko, but after this article published, he said that he had been mistaken.)
Ms. Toensing will accompany Mr. Giuliani to Ukraine, he said, explaining that she was "concerned"
for Mr. Lutsenko and wanted the incoming president to "promptly understand what he's trying to
do."
Asked about the trip and her interactions with of Mr. Lutsenko, which have not been previously
disclosed, she responded, "I'm not going to talk to you about this matter:'
Also involved in planning the trip and pushing the investigations is Lev Parnas, a UkrainianAmerican businessman who knows Mr. Giuliani well.
Mr. Parnas turned up in Kiev, presenting himself as a representative of Mr. Giuliani seeking
information about Mr. Lutsenko's claims, and about Hunter Biden's involvement in the Ukrainian
gas company, according to people familiar with Mr. Parnas's activity.
He organized a phone call between Mr. Giuliani and Mr. Lutsenko, as well as a separate call
between Mr. Giuliani and Mr. Lutsenko's predecessor in the Ukrainian prosecutor general's office,
according to Mr. Giuliani. He said Mr. Parnas also helped arrange a trip to the United States for Mr.
Lutsenko in January. During it, the prosecutor met for hours with Mr. Giuliani in New York.
Mr. Parnas is an executive of an energy company that donated $325,000 to a pro-Trump super PAC
last year, prompting a Federal Election Commission complaint by a nonpartisan campaign finance
watchdog accusing Mr. Parnas, his business partner and the company of violating campaign
finance laws.
A lawyer for Mr. Parnas, who had previously defended the contribution, did not respond to a
request for comment about his client's work with Mr. Giuliani in Ukraine.
Mr. Giuliani has done work in Ukraine before, having been hired in 2017 by the Ukrainian-Russian
developer Pavel Fuks.
https:/twww.nytimes.com/2019/05/09/us/po!ltics/giuliani~ukraine-.trump.html
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Mr. Giuliani described that work as related to emergency management consulting, but Mr. Fuks
said in an interview that he hired Mr. Giuliani as "a lobbyist for Kharkiv and Ukraine" to lure
American investors. "This is stated in the contract:'
Mr. Giuliani said that work had ended, and that Mr. Fuks had nothing to do with his current efforts.
"My only client is the president of the United States," he said. "He's the one I have an obligation to
report to, tell him what happened."

https:/twww.nytlmes.com/2019/05/09/us/politics/giuliani...ukraine-trump.html

AB

39-405

414

01/18/2020

639

Russians Hacked Ukrainian Gas Company at Center of
Impeachment

With President Trump facing an impeachment !rial over his efforts to pressure Ukraine to investigate
former Vice President Joseph R Biden Jr. and his son Hunter Biden, Russian military hackers have
been boring into the Ukrainian gas company at the center of the affair, according to security experts.
The hacking attempts against Burisma, the Ukrainian gas company on whose board Hunter Biden
served, began in early November, as talk of the Bidens, Ukraine and impeachment was dominating
the news in the United States.

It is not yet clear what the hackers found, or precisely what they were searching for But the experts
say the timing and scale of the attacks suggest that the Russians could be searching for potentially
embarrassing material on the Bidens -

the same kind of information that Mr Trump wanted from

Ukraine when he pressed for an investigation of the Bidens and Burisma, setting off a chain of events
that led to his impeachment.
The Russian tactics are strikingly similar to what American intelligence agencies say was Russia's
hacking of emails from Hillary Clinton's campaign chairman and the Democratic National Committee
during the 2016 presidential campaign. In that case, once they had the emails, the Russians used
trolls to spread and spin the material, and built an echo chamber to widen its effect
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Then, as now, the Russian hackers from a military intelligence unit known formerly as the G.R.U.,
and to private researchers by the alias "Fancy Bear," used so-called phishing emails that appear
designed to steal usernames and passwords, according to Area 1, the Silicon Valley security firm that
detected the hacking. In this instance, the hackers set up fake websites that mimicked sign-in pages
of Burisma subsidiaries, and have been blasting Burisma employees with emails meant to look like
they are coming from inside the company.
The hackers fooled some of them into handing over their login credentials, and managed to get
inside one of Burisma's servers, Area 1 said.
'The attacks were successful," said Oren Falkowitz, a co-founder of Area 1, who previously served at
the National Security Agency. Mr. Falkowitz's firm maintains a network of sensors on web servers
around the globe - many known to be used by state-sponsored hackers - which gives the firm a
front-row seat to phishing attacks, and allows them to block attacks on their customers.
"The timing of the Russian campaign mirrors the G.R.U. hacks we saw in 2016 against the D.N.C.
and John Podesta," the Clinton campaign chairman, Mr. Falkowitz said. "Once again, they are
stealing email credentials, in what we can only assume is a repeat of Russian interference in the last
election."
The Justice Department indicted seven officers from the same military intelligence unit in 2018.
The Russian attacks on Burisma appear to be running parallel to an effort by Russian spies in
Ukraine to dig up information in the analog world that could embarrass the Bidens, according to an
American security official, who spoke on the condition of anonymity to discuss sensitive intelligence.
The spies, the official said, are trying to penetrate Burisma and working sources in the Ukrainian
government in search of emails, financial records and legal documents.
Neither the Russian government nor Burisma responded to requests for comment.
American officials are warning that the Russians have grown stealthier since 2016, and are again
seeking to steal and spread damaging information and target vulnerable election systems ahead of
the 2020 election.
{Read: Even as American election defenses have improved, Russian hackers and trolls have become
more sophisticated.]
In the same vein, Russia has been working since the early days of Mr. Trump's presidency to turn the
focus away from its own election interference in 2016 by seeding conspiracy theories about Ukrainian
meddling and Democratic complicity.
The result has been a muddy brew of conspiracy theories that mix facts, like the handful of
Ukrainians who openly criticized Mr. Trump's candidacy, with discredited claims that the D.N.C.'s
email server is in Ukraine and that Mr. Biden, as vice president, had corrupt dealings with Ukrainian
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officials to protect his son. Spread by bots and trolls on social media, and by Russian intelligence
officers, the claims resonated with Mr. Trump, who views talk of Russian interference as an attack on
his legitimacy.
With Mr. Biden's emergence as a front-runner for the Democratic nomination last spring, the
president latched on to the corruption allegations, and asked that Ukraine investigate the Bidens on
his July 25 call with President Volodymyr Zelensky of Ukraine. The call became central to Mr.
Trump's impeachment last month.
The Biden campaign sought to cast the Russian effort to hack Burisma as an indication of Mr. Biden's
political strength, and to highlight Mr. Trump's apparent willingness to let foreign powers boost his
political fortunes.
"Donald Trump tried to coerce Ukraine into lying about Joe Biden and a major bipartisan,
international anti-corruption victory because he recognized that he can't beat the vice president," said
Andrew Bates, a spokesman for the Biden campaign.
"Now we know that Vladimir Putin also sees Joe Biden as a threat," Mr. Bates added. "Any American
president who had not repeatedly encouraged foreign interventions of this kind would immediately
condemn this attack on the sovereignty of our elections."
The corruption allegations hinge on Hunter Biden's work on the Burisma board. The company hired
Mr. Biden while his father was vice president and leading the Obama administration's Ukraine policy,
including a successful push to have Ukraine's top prosecutor fired for corruption. The effort was
backed by European allies.
The story has since been recast by Mr. Trump and some of his staunchest defenders, who say Mr.
Biden pushed out the prosecutor because Burisma was under investigation and his son could be
implicated. Rudolph W. Giuliani, acting in what he says was his capacity as Mr. Trump's personal
lawyer, has personally taken up investigating the Bidens and Burisma, and now regularly claims to
have uncovered clear-cut evidence of wrongdoing.
The evidence, though, has yet to emerge, and now the Russians appear to have joined the hunt.
Area 1 researchers discovered a G.R.U. phishing campaign on Ukrainian companies on New Year's
Eve. A week later, Area 1 determined what the Ukrainian targets had in common: They were all
subsidiaries of Burisma Holdings, the company at the center of Mr. Trump's impeachment. Among
the Burisma subsidiaries phished were KUB-Gas, Aldea, Esko-Pivnich, Nadragas, Tehnocom-Service
and Pari. The targets also included Kvartal 95, a Ukrainian television production company founded by
Mr. Zelensky. The phishing attack on Kvartal 95 appears to have been aimed at digging up email
correspondence for the company's chief, Ivan Bakanov, whom Mr. Zelensky appointed as the head of
Ukraine's Security Service last June.
To steal employees' credentials, the G.R.U. hackers directed Burisma to their fake login pages. Area
1 was able to trace the look-alike sites through a combination of internet service providers frequently
used by G.R.U.'s hackers, rare web traffic patterns, and techniques that have been used in previous
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attacks against a slew of other victims, including the 2016 hack of the D.N.C. and a more recent
Russian hack of the World Anti-Doping Agency.
"The Burisma hack is a cookie-cutter G.R.U. campaign," Mr. Falkowitz said. "Russian hackers, as
sophisticated as they are, also tend to be lazy. They use what works. And in this, they were
successful."
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Occasionally the digitization process introduces transcription errors or other problems. Please
send reports of such problems to archive..]eedback@nytimes.com.

WASHINGTON, April 17-Following is the text of President Nixon's announcement today
concerning the Watergate investigation:
I have two announcements to make. Because of their technical nature, I shall read both of the
announcements to the members of the press corps.
The first announcement relates to the appearance of White House people before the Senate
Select Committee, better known as the Ervin Committee.
For several weeks, Senator Ervin and Senator Baker and their counsel have been in contact
with White House representatives John Ehrlichman and Leonard Garment. They have been
talking about ground rules which would preserve the separation of powers without
suppressing the fact.
I believe now an agreement has been reached which is satisfactory to both sides. The
committee ground rules as adopted totally preserve the doctrine of separation of powers.
They provide that the appearance by a witness may, in the first instance, be in executive
session, if appropriate.
Expressly Reserved
Second, executive privilege is expressly reserved and may be asserted during the course of
the questioning as to any questions.
Now, much has been made of the issue as to whether the proceedings could be televised. To
me, this has never been a central issue, especially if the separation of powers problem is
otherwise solved, as I now think it is.
All members of the White House staff will appear voluntarily when requested by the
committee. They will testify under oath and they will answer fully all proper questions.
I should point out that this arrangement is one that covers this hearing only in which
wrongdoing has been charged. This kind of arrangement, of course, would not apply to other
hearings. Each of them will be considered on its merits
My second announcement concerns the Watergate case directly.
On March 21, as a result of serious charges which came to my attention, some of which were
publicly reported, I began intensive new inquiries into this whole matter:
213
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Last Sunday afternoon, the Attorney General, Assistant Attorney General Petersen and I met
at length in the E.0.B. [Executive Office Building) to review the facts which had come to me
in my investigation and also to review the progress of the Department of Justice
Investigation.
Major Developments
I can report today that there have been major developments in the case concerning which it
would be improper to be more specific now, except to say that real progress has been made in
finding the truth.
If any person in the executive branch or in the Government is indicted by the grand jury, my
policy will be to immediately suspend him. If he is convicted, he wilt, of course, be
automatically discharged.

I have expressed to the appropriate authorities my view that no individual holding, in the past
or at present, a position of major importance in the Administration should be given immunity
from prosecution.
The judicial process is moving ahead as it should; and I shall aid it in all appropriate ways
and have so informed the appropriate authorities.
As I have said before and I have said throughout this entire matter, all Government employes
and especially White House staff employes are expected fully to cooperate in this matter. I
condemn any attempts to cover up in this case, no matter who is involved.

htlj.)S:/lw.MN.rfytimes.ccrnl'1973!04118/archii,es/tei,t.df~ni»:lflS-,Sta!ement.htrn!

AB

3/3

39-405

01/18/2020

646
11312020

The Trump Lawyers' Confidential Memo to Mueller, Explained - The New York Times

The
Trump
Lawyers' Confidential
Memo to Mueller, Explained

Politics

By THE NEW YORK TIMES JUNE 2, 2018

A RESPONSE TO MUELLER

The Trump Legal Team~ Jan. 29, 2018, Confidential Memo to

Mueller

January 29, 2018

By Hand
Confidential
John M, Dowd

Attorney at Law
Washington, D.C. 20015
Robert S, Mueller
Special Counsel

United Slates Department of Justice
Washington, l}C 20024
Re: Request for 1€stimony on Alleged Obstruction of Justice

Gentlemen:
Tbls letter V.llll address the recent request by your office for an
interview with the President and our discussions with you
eoncerning the ,.;ame on November 21, 2017, and January 8,
2018,

In our conversation of January 8, your office identified the
fotlowing topics as areas you desired to address with lhe
President in order to complete your investigation on the
subjects of alleged collusion and obstruction of justice:
https;//www.nytimes.com/interactive/2018/06/02/us/pol!tics/trump~!egal~documents.html
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1.

Former National Security Advisor Lt. Gen, Michael Flynn -information regarding his contacts with Ambassador Kis!yak
about sanctions during the transition process:

2.

Lt. Gen. Flynn's communications with Vice President Michael
Pence regarding those contacts;

3.

Lt. Gen. Flynn's interview with the FBI regarding the same;

4.

Th~,n.Actinli( Attorney General Sally Yate, comina to the White
Houw, to di,cuH Hroe;

5.

The President's meeting on February !4, 2017, with then-Director
James Corney;

6.

Any other relevant information regarding former National
Security Advisor Michael Flynn;

7.

The President's awareness of and reaction lo investigations by the
FBI, the House and the Senate into possible collusion;

8.

The President's reaction to Attornev General Jeff Sessions'
recusal from the Russia inves.tigation;

9.

The President's reaction to Former FBI Director James Corney's
testimony on March 20, 2017, before the House lntelHgence
Committee;

QUERIES WITHOUT RESPONSE
fhe 1e!tex doe!> not tidd,es~ tnr£,e of Mr. Mueller's
top•c5 of d,scuss1on: thtc r1-c!1dc-1-:rs io<1ct:on to the

Information related to conversations with intelligence officials
generally regarding ongoing investigations;

aUornev Aenerar5 recus!'li .ind to ~.ir. ~1.1clle1 ·s

11.

lnkJrroation reran:linr, .,..ho the Pr.,idant ha;:I had converAtiooa
with concernini Ml'.. Comay'• performance;

Scc.swn-~ &mut th,lt o~pCTi:1tnw1.t. Tt-ie l,1~y\;1,f

12.

Whether or not Mr. Corney's May 3, 2017, testimony lead to his

13.

lnfunnalion rerarclina communkation, with AmbMMdor
Kislyak, Miniater Lav1'0T, and Leiter Holt;

14.

The President's reaction to the appointment of Robert Mueller as
Special Counsel;

15.

The Pre,ident'• interaction witb AttomC"j General Senion~ Hit
relate• to the appointm•nt of SpKial Coun••I; and,

16.

The ,tatement of July 8, 2017, concerninr Donald Trump, Jr.'t
meetini in Trump Tow«f.

10.

apprnntment ~IS Y,cli ilS h;i; dii>-:'.:US'>IOl\5 w;th Ml

,,1ew. ace0rc!mg to pt~opto doso to the case: Thm:f'
.o;uhjects ;ire cm-,,ned b~ l"c'.ecutr.,t> p11vol!"'1i"

termination;

It is our undt rstanding that the reason behind the n'quest for
1

the interview is to allow the Special Counsel's office to comp!eie
its report After reviewing the list of topics you presented. it is
abundantly clear to the undersigned that all of the answers to
your inqlliries are contained in the exhibits and testimony that
have already been volunt11.rily provided to you hy the White
House and witnesses, all of which clearly show that there was
no collusion with Russia, and that no FBI lnve::;tigation was or
even 1..'ould have been obstructed.

1t remains our position that the President's actions here, by
virtue of his position as the chief law enforcement offi('e1~ could
neither constitutionally nor legally constitute obstruclion
because that would amount to him obstructing himself, and
that he could, if he wished, terminate the inquiry, or even
exercise his power to pardon if he so desired)Nevertheless, the
President's strong desire for transparency indicated the need to
obtain an honest and complete factual report from the Special
Counsel, which would :mstain and even benefit the Office of the
President and the national interest throughout his time in
office, Thus, full cooperation was in order, and was in fact
provided by all rdevant parties.

THE POWER TO KILL CASES
Thl-S IS a :'.,tHkm~ !mo

national St'CUt!t, <K]\/'1!$CI ;,\ Uw tirntt, M1cni\el l
Fl)lln. 01

~~·t>ri

to p;:irdon Mr. Fl,nn rf ilt' w.:imed

We express again, as \Ve have expresst:d before, that the Special

::.o tl1~t ·,...h.."!!l:>'~! he '>tl!t.l to Mr. Cnmcy abvul i!ldt

Counsel's inquiry has been and remains a considerable burden
for the President and his Office, has endangered lhe safely and

c,1se could not haw) orn\)unted to obstruction. But

security of our count1y, and has interfered with the President's

ability to both govern domcstica!!y and conduct foreign affairs.
https://www_nytimes.com/interactive/2018/06/02/us/po!itics/trump-legakiocuments.htm!
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This encumbrance has been only compounded by the
astounding public revelations about the corruption within the
FBI and Department of Justice which appears to have led to
the aUeged Russia collusion investigation and the
establishment of the Office of Spedal Counsel in the first p!ace.
-2The Special Counsel acknowledged that he was aware of and
understands this burden and, accordingly, ha:- committed to
expedite his effort.

Vf!cSldorr, ho, e>t)r ri,rport!"d to P<1tdon h1rnseir.

and it is

Y.G£liillUW..s:~<i

DELEGmMIZING THE INVESTIGATION
1h!" >0tte( bne!:y •t11fts •n t0rw to an s!trld( on bw

t)nkw::cmcnt 1nttitut1on~ ,md ti":,: 1,,g,t1m,cicy 0t the
•11vtstigl'l.t1on, The pr<>s1ncnt

Counsel for both sides developed an informal, confidential, and
cooperative relationship to expedite the condusion of the
inquiry. lt was agreed that all conversations were confidential
and ''off the record" so as to encourage candor and engagement
as opposed to adversarial hostility. lt was agreed that each side
could call or meet at any time to facilitate the exchange of
information, We agreed on the parameters of the inquiry and
that if anything changed, the Special Counsel would notify us
before proceeding.
We all remain in agreement that your office has received
unprecedented access and voluntary cooperation in the
collection of all documents rt'quested from the White Housel,
the Donald J. Trump For President, lnc. (the ''Campaign")'.'!, and

,'Int] hl!'o ;:i!lies routrntiJ\,
use su,!7 1Miu8ge m th<> putih;::- 18i!!tions ,11J1·1m,i
But h,5 lawyers' \.Jle of 1t m a pt 1vate m1,s1ve to Mr

Mut-lle-r IS :<.1!11<1:li(: tr ffl!llll1dt>r to thf' "'P~cml
r,,u'l:'1-t'l th11t hC' ,\•1!! fw;;• more than k>ga! l)USh(Md\
1/ h;:, :'1-Uhpoen.is the Pfl:'Sidf:n~ ,,r lCf'.USc,, ham of

,.,,,ont1:do:ng

MUTUAL UNDERSTANDING
This i'> why dC'I.Pr.se lflWVt'fS h,we b~'€!1 S:) ccnfide:1\
1n ,,c1ym~ t!Mt tl.1 iV1uei1>:>1 1c; not 1r1vest1gatmg ~11

frump's pt'r!wna1 f111ancc5 or his. t,111:tr ; re;il t'St,"JtO
dN;imgs.

individual witnessesi\ and that our offices have developed a
collegial and professional working relalionship which
encourages honesty and candor, Further, we al! agn'c that your
office and the Congressional Committees hnve received the full
cooperation and testimony of both present and former White
House staff members, including White House Counsel, as wd!
a~ the President's most senior advisers and his most senior
Campaign employees. The majority of that information could
have been rightfully withheld on multiple privilege grounds,
Including but not limited to the presidential communications
privilege§.
We cannot emphasize enough that regardless of the fact that the
executive privilege clcar(v applies to his senior staff. in the
interest of complete transparency, the President has allowed in fact. has directed ~ the voluntary production of dearly
protected documents. This is because the President's desire for
transparency exceeded the policy purposes for the privilege
under the (ircumstances. Without question, the privilege
.. attl\ches not only to diffct communications with the President.
but also to discussions between his senior advisors. who must
be able to hold confidential meetings to discuss advice they
secretly will render to the President:'7 The privilege applies and
is available for the President to claim here because "restliding
the presidential communications privilege to communications
thal <lirect!y involve the President will impede the Presl<l\"nt's
ability to perform his constitutional duty:•§
[C]ommunications made by presidential advisers in the
course of preparing advice for the President come under the
presidential communications privilege. even when these
communications are not made directly to the Presi<lenL Given
the need to provide 1suffident elbow room for advisers to
obtain information from all knowledgeable sources, the
privilege must apply bolh to communications which thest•
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2018/06/02/us/politics/trump-,lega!--documents,htm!
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advisers solicited and rcccivs'd from others as ,vdl as those
they authored themselves. The privilege must abo extend to
communications authored or received in response to a
solicitation by members of a presidential adviser's staff, since
in many instances advisers must rely on their staff to
investigate an issue and forn1ulate the advict' to be- given to
the President .H

The privilege applies to communications authored or solicited
and r&eived by mem.bers of an immediate White House
advist:r's staff who are responsible for advising the Pn'sident.10.

As you know, under our system of government, the President
is not readily available to be interviewed. Ample academic and
jurisprudential material supports thi$. important principle,
Moreover, as we have indicated in our meetings, we are
reminded of our duty to protect the President and hls Office.
Thus, in deciding whether to advise the President to be
interviewed, we are guided by the controlling law in this
Circuit, In re Sealed Case (Espy), 121 F.3d 729 (D.C. Cir. 1997) (the
"Espy··case), that those seeking information from the President
must "demonstrate with specificity why it is likely that the
subpoenaed materials [here, his testimony] mnlain imporlant
evidenct' and why this evidence, or equivalent evidence, is not
practically available from another source."H

PREVIEWING A SUBPOENA FIGHT
Whitt' 5tyi0;1(J ci:,

~

ieHet iltk\1,tt whs:tilcr the

pre-~:dent 'l'di vohmt;Jrjfy ~1t fo• ;:in ,nt~tv•~w. 11 •::t
<'S'.Cnl.1i1lly ft 'o'/.!Hnin~ to Mr. ~~UC'ilcr :,.bout tha .,nB)'

of legai flU$hbod, he will

foe, ,f tie

tnes to

~1.1t:pol:'11aMr.1rump
Ch?llht' $,l\'?1.1(('

A CLINTON-ERA PRECEDENT

Although there ls not a lot of case law Jirect!y on pnint

mncerning the iS$.Ue al hand, scholars have noh~d that the !aw
here is clear, being lhat the ''f Espy] two prong analysis
deve!oped,as the D.C Cln:uit construed the meaning of a
'demonstrated, specific need' over the course of two decades,"
and that while "the first requirement is essentially the
equivalent of Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 17(c) .... ft !he
second requirf'meni entails detailed documentation of efforts to

!n ~,rgwn11: th,lt ttic pr1;'t1de1n ncect not tr1lli to
q1yc;i,;1g<1t(tr,, 1,1s !,,w'tt'r~ mvolo:ed il2'lL.clQP<'•I•

~ i 1nvoiv•11g: M!~(' C"i;a<,'. s "oo:c1elarv of
dgrin,l::11ff'

undu President Ct1rito1~ who

WM,

,iccu&od of irnp1 operly ac,:t'ptine: r-;fh, fwm
bu!>messe.'\. 1M1. E~Pl''
A'< il\d\'.lpl'ndcnl

w;i~

r.tl:1ried but <K()~nltf1CL)

couqsd prnsccut1nR ~11. [.'\py

subpo~nil'!'!d tc1 qottcs from til~ White House

rnu11st~rs own invf.'c>l1g.:1t1oc; ;nto !he m,me1,
nrornptm.i,;: a fight OH"! the $.C\)pO 01 (!X{'CUti,•t'

obtain the needed infommtion from other sources:"Ll

pnv1lt•ge. Ar, app!!als CO-!rt l'Ult>ci tt1at the Whil:a

In an effort to provide complete transparency, the President

o;,,c{_ut,ve pr1v1l('gc. s0 the pro~ocutor could onl:,

waived the obviously applicable privileges where appropriate in

~et \hem 1I the.:,· wet(' 1r1pm tant and !w <OlJid no~

Houie cou,,sers rn;:iten;:il-'1 .,.,ere tl)•ere{t bv

order to allow both the Congress and the Special Counsel to ,;ee

cbt,rin (ht' 1n10rm,1t1on <lllOill('t

all relevant documcnts,11 The documents provided include
notes from and concerning advisors at lhe highest level, They
reflect contemporaneous corroboration, which is an inherently
and fundamentally weightier type of evidenc-c- --- unlike former
FBl Director James Camey's (Mr. Corney's} testimony. Perhaps
most notably, your officC' has already been given access to
conversations with the President himself. Case law in this
district teaches that for the presumptive privilege to possibly be
overcome and the requisite need and specificity sufficiently
demonstrated, the need for the t:xact "wntcnt of a
conversation" involving high-level White House advisers must
be "undeniabh~·· and ''the only sources of that testimony are

those persons participating in the conversations:·M The records
and testimony we have, pursuant to .the President's directive,
already voluntarily provided to your office allow you to delve
into the conversations and actions that occurred ln a
significant and exhaustive manner, including but not limited
to the testimony of the President's interlocutors themselves. In
light of these voluntary offerings, your office clearly lacks the
https://www,nytimes.com/interacfive/2018/06/02/us/pclitics/trump--legat-documents,htm!
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requisite need to personally interview the President. The
inrorrnation you s;:ek is "prac!ically available from another

he would
it

~e trorn an mtf!rvll:'W w•th Mr.

T1 Urflp. But

e subpoDn~ fig'.1t t.loe!:> ai:st'. ¥i'. r-.4ue!lc1 w1il

,timnsl cnrtc1in\1· fffKtH..' that only oy qu~st1on1ng Mi

source,''15. and your office, in fact, has already been given that
other source.

\Ve haw. pursuant to the standard set forth in the Espy case,
carefuHy reviewed your !isl of questions and the topics you
have identified, and we have concluded that your office has
already received the answers from the documents and
testimony which have been voluntarily and expeditiously
provided by th1: President. the White House, his staff, the
Trump campaign and the Trump organization. This letter will
respond to your inquiries, and direct your attention to the
evidence and testimony that is already in your possession.
RESIGNATION OF LT. GEN. FLYNN

Trnmp ,111ectt1-· 8bo;1! w:1,1! he wa, think111.:; ,:.,in
1n¥o~t1r,l'!tots doturnw1c hl'i inw·nt

FULL COOPERATION MOOE
·r1w Whl\~! Hm1~•.,. !1;:is bj;>IC"I\ SNilng for month~ lt1,:i\

1\ ,~, :n "fut\ coopor.Jtion c10Cc" w11h tho SiH"cit1!

counsol. Thrs :s t'1e- oaw:'!' for tn.at •tr.ite11s The
P'Clfilde;qt's. !;,,,:yf.lrS er(' ,le_r11'1im~ ht'r~ that, 1f
o;ubp0cnocd, !\k Trump WOLiid etgl,B !h,ll the nlLll'V
docwmoms thl? Wh1tf' House l\;.is tu1<1{'(1 over l'lrn1
ths:: ho,vs of mterv1m'l'·s ·.,:;th c,tatf 111r,rnbors hiwe
liiflde hi~ \t1St1rnony

ln our most recent meeting. you mentioned lhe possibility of
obstrm:tlon in connection with the case of former National
Security Advisor and LL Gen. Michael Flynn (Ret.) "Lt. Gen,
Flynn"), and that you desired to speak with the President
specifically regarding his conyersation wlth then-Director
Corney one day after the President fired LL Gen. Flynn for lying
to the Vke President. You have already been provided the
testimony of White House Coumel and his extensive internal
file memo as well as the testimony and notes of the President's
Chief of Staff, Rei nee Priebus "Mr. Priebus''). und other
members of the White House Counsel's office. According to
former Mr. Corney, the following occurred at a February 14, 2017,
meeting bl'twecn him and the President:

IJntlC(,!:S',dty

MattAp11N.J

The President then rctum<0d to th(' topic of Mike Flynn.
saying, "He i:s a good guy and has been through a lot'"' He
repeated that Flynn hadn't done anything wrong on his cnlls
with the Russians, but had misled the Vice Presldt nt. I le then
said, "1 hope you can see your way dear to letting this go, to
letting Flynn go. He is a gooci guy. I hope you ean let this go:'
0

l replierl only that "he is a good guy."

«

l did not say l would

·'let this go:·1.G
The White House denied and refuted that the President said
these words to Mr. Comcy}Z We decline to recommend to the
President that he be interviewed on this subj-ect for many
reasons.
What follmvs is a non-exhaustive list:
First, the President was not under investigation by the FBI;
Second, there wm no obviou• invc•tiaation to obatruct •ince
the FBI had condudtd on January 2-4, 2017, that Lt. Gen.
Flynn had not lied, but WM merely confu•e-d.l~-Dirr,ctor
Comey confirmed thi, in hi, doud-door Con1reuional
testimony on March 2, 2017.lB
Third, H a matter of law, enin if there had been an FBI
inYeatiaation there could han be.o oo actionable
ob,truction of aaid inv..ti1at:ion und•r 18 U.S.C. § 1505,
since an FBI inn•ti1ation ia not a "procecdinii" under that
•tatute. Since there i• no COJ!lizable oUen,e, no te•tiniony ia
required;
fuorth, both Mr. Comey and Mr. McCabe •ub,equently
t••tilied under oath that there'WM "no effort to impede" the

https://www.nytlmes.com/lnteractive/2018/06/02/us/polltics/trump~legaklocuments.htm!
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inv..liiation.~Mr. McCabe'• te,timony followed
Mr.Comey'• lt•timony on May 3, 2017,juat ,DI. day■ befo.-.
hia lermination, that '"it would b. • bit d•l to tell the FBI to

stop doing something ... Klr a poHtical TNl(JO. That would
be a vety big deal. It's not happened in my experience."4.1
Fifth, the inveatiRation of Lt Gen. Flynn proceeded
unimpeded and actually re,uhed in • charae: and a plee.;
Sixth, Hlttmint,
, that the Pre1idenl had made a
comment to Mr. C!'l.-i.ey- that Mr. Comey daimM to be a
direction, a, the chief law enlorcemenl offid.I pun.uant lo
Article II of the United State, C.On,titution, th• President
had every right to express his view of the case;
Seventh, ,our office already hH an rimple n,cord upon
,.,,hJCh to buo your findinr• of no obctrudion, A, 1uch tbent

ia no d•monatrat-.:.i, •p•.::ilic n.-.d for th• Pr...ident'•
responses; and,
Ei1hth, by lirina- Lt. Gen, 1-1,-nn, the Pre1ident actually
faeilitated the pursuit of juatiot. He removed a tenior public
offidal from of6ce within te•entt-en day•, in the abaence of
any at'tion by the FBI and well before any action taken by
your office.

To briefly review the relevant law and facts,§ 1505 of Title 18,
United States Code, as amendedby the Victim and Witness
Protection Act of 1982, forbids anyone from corruptly, or by
threats of force or by any threatening communication,
influencing, obstructing, or impeding any pending proceeding
before a department or agency of the Unfted States. or Congress.
ZZunder § 1505, a "pending proceeding" i~ limited on!y to
agencies with rule-making or adjudicative authority The

AN OUTDATED UNDERSTANDING OF THE LAW
~.k Twmp's lmY}'ers ars rnakt1:r 2 legwhst1;,:
m~1t,n:12nt that he could not hff.'t: v1oi:.1ted ,1n

investigation of LL Gen. Flynn was being conducted by the FBL
which possesses only investigative authority, not adjudicative; it

not C011".;idfl,od to be COV81,;)C b~ tl, But a different

cannot conduct "proceedings'' withln the cognizance of§ 1505.

21:!ritJJ.1,;;:'11Ui1.Jl.Wt 1s 1e-l/ll'vnnt ner€', legal ~•p~tb

klNo court has ever held than an FBI investigation constitutes a

say. F.ncictcd m 2002. rt cr11,.,,mh?es 1tw r:mrupt

8 1505 proceeding, and the U.S. Attorney's Manual makes dear
!hat "invesliga1ions by the Federal Bureau-of Investigation (FBI)

ob~tnJCt;or, st,'1tutt' b~:c.lGj<' F B.L m>'e!lt1gat10n!, ;lie

u11pod1ng of pmcced1ngs. SYen 1f U1cy ht1¥~ not yet

star\00 •- hl,e th0 oot1>nt1al w;,r,{l 1u1y :P·1est1r.at1on
i.1n f B,I c.:is1; t'(\l\ pron1µl. Th-:.' PIB'.iidl':1t's LW<VOT$

arc not §1505 proce12d!ngs."MThe DOJ has even expressly

do not m.::nt1on t!7i5 ,;l;:;tulo. whosft PXl'!licn,:;e

acknowledged as much to the United States Comt of Appeals

.!!ppeur, to render ~e1,f'rat ,f tncn m j:'.lments

bes1d<' th\' POl!\t,

for the Fourth Circuit.25:As a matter oflaw. then, the FBl's
investigation of Lt. Gen. Flynn was not. at the time or the
President's comments as recalled by Mr. Comey, within the
scope of 8 1505.
The following facts are taken from information voluntarily

provided to your office or from information that ls publicly
available. These facts further demonstrate that the President did

not obstruct justice in any manner concerning LL Gen. Flynn.
According to Acting Attorney General Sally Yates ("Ms. Yates"),
on January 24, 2017, Lt. Gen. Flynn was interviewed by the FBL
According to reports, "The FBl interviewers believed Flynn was
cooperative and provided truthful answers. Although Flynn
didn't remember all of what he talked about. they don't believe
he was intentionally misleading tht'm. the officials say.''lfi

This account of the FBl's intervie\v and subsequent concluslom;
Wi'IS later confirmed by the dosed-door congressional testimony
of Mr. Comey.2.'Z Mr. Corney also ronfirm0d in his May 3. 2017,
Senate Intelligence Committee testimony that he -'did
participate in -conversations about that matter·' with Ms. Yates.
referring to the r'Bl's interview of Lt. Gen. Flynn. before she
https:/lwww,nytimes.com/interactive/2018/06/02/usfpolitics/trump-lega!~documents.htm!
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conveyed the information to the White House in the days that
followed.2..(la

On January 26, 2017, Ms. Yates met with White House Counsel
Don McGahn ("Mr. McGahn"). As outlined by Mr. McGahn in his
White House Counsel's Office memo dated February 15, 2017,.;ill
"Yates expressed hvo principal concerns during lhc meeting: (I)

ihat Flynn may have made false representations to others in the
Administration regarding the content of the calls: and (2) that

Flynn'$ potentially false statements could make him susceptible
to foreign in!luence or blackmail because the Russians ·would

know he had lied." ''Yates further indkated that on January 24,
2017, FBI agents had questioned Flynn about his conlacts with
Kislyak. Yates claimed that Flynn's statements to the FBI were
similar to those she understood he had made to Spicer and the
Vice President."JQ
On January 26, 2017, Mr. McGahn briefed the President
concerning the information conveyed by Ms. Yate$.. Additional
udvLsors \-Vere brought in, including Whit-1:1 Hou&' Chief of Staff
Mr. Priebus. lt was agreed that additional information would be

needed before any action was taken. As recorded by Mr.
McGahn, "Part of this concern \\'as a recognition by Mc-Gahn
that it \Vas undear from th~ meeting with Yates wht<ther an
adion could be taken without Jeopardizing an ongoing
irwe-stigation.'' At that time "President Trump asked McGahn to
further look into the issue as we!! as finding out more about the
calls."
On January 27, 2017, at Mr. McGahn's request Ms. Yules and Mr.
McGahn had another meeting. Importantly, DOJ leaden>hip

declined to confirm lo the White House that Lt. Gen, Flynn wa8
under any type of investigation. According to Mr. McGahn's
memo:
Durin.g the meeting, McGahn sought clarification regarding
Yates's prior statenwnts regarding Flynn's contacl with
Ambassador Klslyak. Among the is:c;ues discussed was
whether dismissal of Flynn by the Presldt:nt would
compromise any ongoing investigations. Yates was unwilling
to confirm or deny that there was an ongoing investigation
tut did indicate that the DOJ would no! objert to the White

House taking action against Flynn. (Emphasis added.)

Further :mpporting the White Houst's understanding that there
was no FBI investigation that could conceivably have been
impeded, "Yates also indicated that the DOJ would not object

to the White House disclosing how the DOJ obtained the
information relayed to the White House regarding Flynn's calls
with Ambassador Kislyak." In other vwrds, the DOJ expressed
that the White House could make public that Lt Gen, flynn's
calls -vi:ith Ambassador Kislyak had b(~en surveil!ed. lt seems

quite unlikely that if an ongoing DOJ investigation of Lt. Gen,

By

investigation methods and sources being publicized,
Your office is also aware that, in the week leading up to LL Gen.
Flynn's termination and the President's alleged comments to Mr.
Corney, Lt. Gen. Flynn had told both White House Counsel and
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2018/06/02/us/politics/trump-legal-documents,html
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the Chief of Staff at least tw!Ce that the F131 agents had told him
he \.VOuld not he charged. The first instance occurred during a
discussion at the White I louse on February 8, 2017, between Mr.

Mc-Gahn. Mr. Priebus, Mr. John Eisenberg and Lt. Gen. Flynn.

up -- Mr. Fl\,nn d•i;cus.s1rig sanctions - C\'"lrne to

mor,, than iJ week bter 1n ~[DgtQD.
&!fil.. M1. 1·rump fm.'d Mr Flynn :i;1lo1·t!y <.1!tt-1

light

g.l!iXll.lnCl!Ji \ht> li!-,lk- ,'.\bout the 'UIW.:'i!iiHIC':l.

"Priebus led the questioning" and "asked Flynn whether Flynn

spoke about sanctions on his call with Ambas,;ador Kislyak." Lt,
Gen, Flynn's "recollt'ction was inconclusive·· and he responded
that "he either wtts not sure whelher he di.s<::ussc<l sanctions. or
did not remember doing so." ''Priebus specifically asked Flynn

whether he was interviewed by the FBI. Flynn stated that FBl
agents met with him to inform him that their investigation was

over." Tht' second occurred on a lt>lephone cal! on February 10 .

Wn
. wherein Mr. McGahn, !\k Priebus, and lhe Vice President
confronted Lt. Gen. Flynn concerning his di:-icussions with
Ambassador Kislyak. As recorded in Mr. McGahn's memo. "On

the phone, Flynn is asked about the FBI investigation to which
he says that the FBI told him they were dosing it out."
On Februa1y lO, 2017, upon confirming the true content and
FLYNN'S INVESTIGATION

nature of Lt. Gen. Flynn's three telephone calls with
Ambassador Kislyak, and in light of his statements to them and

the Vice President. White House Counsel Don McGahn ,:tnd
Chief of -Staff Rei nee Priebus advised the President that LL Gen.

\,,\c !eain hN01or the fir,\ 1Fnl?' tha: l,11. Flvnn lold

t\Jp 1,4,1Iuta House 0!f+n21ls ~11:11 tl1e LB I

1rvcstii;tilt)on mto t;;m waR n1Ji'lriy complcto.

-.~r.

Flynn "had to be let go." As a resu!t, on Febniary 13, 2017, the

Tru..,,o·.sr- 18\1,'.f'NS .:o on to se\ this 1~ :mportant
!:lf'c.:iu5e the pre'ii1de-nt cou:v :1ot 11av~ 1ncd to

President accepted Lt. Gen. Flynn's resignation.

<:)bc.;trun ,m r.vc.stigc1t1011 i1, tl.:-l1c,ved \\as ov,cr.

According to Mr. Corney's testimony, thc- next day. on February

14, 2017, the- President rnatfo romments expressing his "hope~
that Mr. Corney "could see [his] way to letting thi:- go" in
reference to the situation \\.·Jth Lt. Gen. Flynn. The White House
disputed Mr. Corney's recollection of that conversation,
Regardless. the White House Counsel and Chief of Staff, as v,rell
as others surrounding the President, ha<l every reason lo

believe at that time that the FR! was not investigating Lt. Gen,
Flynn, especially in light of the fact that LL Gen. Flynn

\Vas

allowed to keep his active security dearan.ce.
For all in.tents, purposes" and apµearam:es, the FBI had accepted

Flynn's account; concluded that he was confused but truthful:
decided not to investigate him further; and let him retain his
clenrance. As far as he could telL the President was the only one
who decided to continue gathering and reviewing the facts in
order to asct>rtain whether LL Gen, Flynn's actions necessitated
severe and consequential action - removal from office. The
President ordered his \Vhite House- Counsel to continue its
review of the situation, which ultimately concluded that Lt Gen.
Flynn had misled the Vice President. The President did not
obslrudjustice. To the conlrary, he fad!itated it
We emphasize these points because even if an FBI in\'estigation
constituted a ''proceeding" under the statute, which it docs not,
the statute also requires intent to obstruct There could not
possibly have been intent to obstruct an "investigation'' that had
be-en neither confirmt..'d nor denied to White House Counsel,
and that they had every rea1-on (based on Lt Gen. Flynn's

statements and his continued securily clearance) to assume ·was
not ongoing. Further, by insisting on and accepting LL Gen.

flynn's public resignation as national security adviser, the

https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2018/06/02/us/politlcs/trump-!egal-documents.html
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President expedited the pursuit of justice while the DOJ and the
FBI Wi:'re apparently taking no actinn.
So, to reiterate, within seventeen days of first being advised by
DOJ leadership concerning LL Gen. Flynn, and within Jw;t three
days of the President's senior learn confirming the requisite
facts, the President took decisive action and dir<"cte<l Lt. Gen.
Flynn. his highest ranking national security advisor, lo resign.
The President did so in spite of the fact that the FBI had,
apparently, decided not to pursue the case further. The
President did so in spite of the great political cost to him;;elf,

Far, far, from obstructing justice, the only individual in the
entire Flynn story that ensured swift justice was the President.
His actions speak louder than any words.
DON'T THANK M£

While Mr. Corney may or may not have misunderstood,
misinterpreted or misremembered the President's alleged
comments, the "hard" evidence already voluntarily provided to
your office shows not only that the President most certainly did
not obstruct justice, but that at the time, Mr: Comty-' cerlain{y did
not believe that he had it1 any woy obstructed justice. ff Mr,
Comey had believed oth0-n-vise. he v,.rou!d have opened an
obstruction investigation and directed his investigators
accordingly. He dld not do so.

MORE SHOTS AT COMEY

\Vhat the t ntire allPgation -of obstruction amounts to, then, ls a
critical examination of the conversation that occurred between
the Pre::-ident and then-Director Corney on the night of February
1

14, 2017, in light of Mr. Corney's self-serving testimony and

!eakt'd memos. Again, according to Mr. Corney's prepared
testimony, the following occurred during that February 14

meeting:
The President then returned to the topk of Mike F!ynn.
saying, "He is a good guy and has been through a. lot." Ht'
repeated that Flynn hadn't done anything wrong 1m his calls
with the Russians, but had misled the Vice President. He then
said, "'I hope you can see your way dear to lctl!ng this go, to
letting Flynn go. He is a good guy. I hope yoH can !et this go."
l replled only that "he is a good guy." (ln fo('L I had a pm;itive
tcxperienee dealing with Mike Flynn \vhen he was a colleague
as Director of the Defense Intelligence Agency at the
~ginning of my term at FIR) 1 <lid no! say I would ''let this

On June 8, 2017, Mr, Corney was asked ahout 1hat conversation
great detail. While acknowledging that the President only
said "hope.'' Mr. Corney said he took it as a direction. Hov..'cver
in his Senate Judiciary Committee testimony he responded HS

follows:
H'SCh He did not direct you to let lt go.

Not in his words. no,
Ht: did nol order you to lel it gn.

Again, those words are not an order.
He said wl hope.'' Now, like me you prohnbly did

hundreds of cases, maybe thousands of cases charging
people with criminal offens-cs, and, of course, you have
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2018/06/02/us/politics/trump~legal~documents.html
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knowledge of the thousands of cases out there that ·where

people have been rh-arged. Do you know of any case where
a pe!'$OO has been charged for obstruction of justice, or for

that matter, uny other criminal offense, where.

they said

or thought they ''hoped" for an outcome?

! don't know well enough to answer. And the reason I
keep saying his words is I took it as a direction. lt is the
president of the llnited States with me, alone, saying "I
hope" thh;. l took it as this is what he wants me to do. I
d!dn·t obey that, but that's the way I took it.
You may have taken it a.s a direction. but that's not what
he said. He said -

he said ''! hope."

Those are the exact words, wrrect.
RiSCH You don't know of anyone that has ever been charged
for hoping something, is that a fair statement?
I don't, as l sit here.Jf

The White House refuted l\.fr. Corney:.., account in a statement:
''While the president has repeatedly expressed his view that
Genera! Flynn is o. <lecen! man \,:ho ser;ed and proleded our
country, the president has never asked Mr. Corney or anyone
else to end any investigation. including any investigation
involving GC'nnal Flynn. The president has the utmost
respcrt for our law enforcement agencies. and ull
investigations, This ls not a truthful or ai.:curatc porlrnyal of
the conversation between the presidenl and Mr. Comey."JJ
Even if we were to ignore the White House's version of events
and take Comey~ "understanding" at face value, Mr. Comey did
not confront the President. nor did he report the "attempted
obstruction." Hf' also did not "let this go," and he received no
further communication from the Presldent or any other person
from the White House on the matter.
Mr. Comey himself, very significantly, admitt<'d that he did
nothing in response to the so•caHed "dlrettion" except make
self-serving notes. He admitted he did not raise an objection
·with the President to what he "understood.'' He did not open an
obstruction investigation of the President To /he contrary, he

told the President in their subsequent March 30, 2017, phone mil
~that we were no! personally investigatin& the President." Had he
really understood the President to be attempting to ob;c;truct
justice, undoobted!y he would not have made that would~be

false statement
ln his testimony Mr. Corney admitted that not only did he fail to
confront the President. at the time he also never told the
Attorney General, the Deputy Attorney General or even the
FBI agents then conducting the counterintelligcence
investigation on collusion that he b€lieved he had received any
such direction from the President Instead, he daimed he only
told his senior FBl leadership, but did nothing to act on it.
Interestingly, Mr. Comey claimed he did not tel! the Attorney
General because he thought that the Attorney General was
going to recuse himself. While this is Ct'rtainly a significant
assumption by Mr. Corney and raises significant questions, it
still does not ju::;tify failing to tell the DOJ about the alleged
https://www,nytimes,com/interactive/2018/06/02/us/poiitics/trump-lega!•documents.html
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conversation ~ if Mr. Corney truly perceived it the \vay he now
claims he did. And, two days after Mr. Corney was removed, the

rnost senior member of his FBI leadership, Deputy FBI Director
Andrew McCabe, contradicted Mr. ComeyS account by testifying

that " there has been no effort to impede our investigation to
date.":M Again. the contemporaneous testimony of his senior
colleague, and lhc inaction of Mr. Corney himself, all make dear
tha! at the time of the conversa!ion in question Mr. Corney did
not really understand the President to be attempting an
obstruction of justice, Recall that Mr. Corney's June 8, 2017
tZ'Stimony (after his termination) about the conversation
followed both Mr. McCabe's testimony and Mr. ComeyS own

earlier testimony on

May 3, 2017, just six days before his

termination. that "lt would be a big deal to tell the FBI to stop
doing something ... for a political reason, That would be a veiy

MCCABE AS CREDIBLE WITNESS
M• Twrnp •Ms r~l{'ntle'.'os!v por!!ay('d th@' 1oirnc~

F.8.I. dern1ty dH('C!OI, And!CW {;. ~CC..!lh,:. ;:1:;
untru~tworthl', B!.!\ her~. ha emb1,1u•~ ~1
McCi,.be'~ cung;e:i;i;1oni,.I te:,timon:,. The conte:~t
m-,ttcrn. th0Uf!:h. 'vlr. McCl!lbV "'"'~ .!ISkOd wi1eihCJ
M1. Corney'~ tarnw1atmn h<H1,

1n !ad,

1mpedt1-d

tt1._,

Hus.sia m;rtsl'.!{.ltH.ln. ~r110 W{Hk ot the men and

womon of ~110 F.8.l. conlir\\JE'~, desp1H" il!l'i rh,tqj.O'.'o
,n c11cu,rn;tance. ,iny dt'd!t+on~,.. h,~ •epl!ed So
thc'ff' has been no l'ffrn t to 1mpf'ck: out
1rwe:0,t1g11tion today··

hig deaL H's not happened in my experiencc."ilii
fn addition, lhe New York Times reported that following a
March 30, 2017, telephone call with the President, Mr. Corney
said ''that his relationship with the president and the White
House staff was now in the right plat:'e. 'I think we've kind of got
them trained; Mr. Wittes said, paraphrasing what Mr, Comey
told him.".Jti On March 8, 2017, Mr. Corney told an audience al a
cybersecurity conference, 'You're stuck wilh me for another 6l/2 years; indicating he expects to serve the remainder of his
and also belying any sentiment that he was
IO~year term"
suffering under the pressure of a Presidential directive he was
refusing to execute)Z
AU of these facts refute the novel acmunt rvlr. Corney articulated
only ofter he ,vas fired and after he had, by his ovvn admission,
leaked information in order to ·'prompt the appointment of a
special counseJ"illi ~ despite never suggesting, ,-vhl!e in his
position as FBl Director, that a special counsel was necessary or

that obstruction had occurred.

FIRING OF FBI DIRECTOR COMEY
You have asked for evidence related to the firing of Mr. Corney,
inducting information on vvith whom the President consulted in
advance of the decision to let !\ir. Corney go. in an attempt to
see if this firing, in and of itself, mig·ht constitute obstruction of
justice. Again, we note that you have been voluntarily provided
with abundant materials and posses,:; al! of the answers to your
questions, including how the President evaluated Mr. Corney.,s
pe1formancc. As su('ll, and pursuant lo Espy, we respectfully
decline to allow our client to testify, As is no.v apparl'nt wlth the
benefit of subsequent dewlopments, the firing of Mr. Coml:-"y
has led to the discovery of corruption within the FBJ at the
highest levels.
As you know, and as Mr. Corney himself has acknowledged, a

President can fire an FBI Director at any time and for any

WHAT ABOUT A BAD REASON?

reason. To the extent that such an action has an impact on any
investigation pending before the FBl, that impact is simply an
effect of the President's !a,~.rful exercise of his constitutional
power and cannot constitute obstruction of justice here. No

;1t ht~ d1,icrct1on. Rut llw Supremo COlHt h:!:S ru,'ed
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President has ever faced charges of obstruction merely for

stakrn~;q e,,;:icte~, 1s \\,hether stntute':1- olil!aw10~

exercising his constitutional authority.~

l:m1t on \\hen

ob'ltruc~1on of Jd,ti<.:e 1mp1lc11!y co11,t1tuf(' such l'I
Ii

oretldon1 can f11c an r.BJ. t1irCCIL)r

If so, 11. would ot• unlB;1,fui to T!re 111\ FS,L r1irc>ctor

A President can also order the termination of an investigation
by the Justice Department or FBI at any time and for any
reason. Such an action obviously has an impact on the
investigation, but that is simply an effect of the President's
lawful exercise of his constitutional power and cannot
constitute obstruction of justice. We remind you of these facts
simply because even assuming, arguendo, that the President
did order the termination of an investigation (and the
President, along with Mr. Corney in his testimony and in his
actions, have made it clear that he did not) this could not
constitute obstruction of justice.
The following facts are based on Mr. Corney's June 8, 2017,
testimony before the Senate Intelligence Committee as well as
Attorney General Jeff Sessions' June tt 2017, testimony.

fot a cotrnpt 1oaso11

i:•\en thoui;:h

tw tqi.:11 to t1rt, h1rn 01 htn !01·
even fcir

,t wnuhl s11i!

,1 r:ond ie,ison 01

1w i:u1 tl('l/)at re;,son

EVERYTHING JS UNPRECEDENTED
No p1,•11dent tms

..,,,,w l~lC~'d c:tmbdl Ch,l!1;0S .'lhout

:.1ri:i, thtnfl Uncim R1ch,:1rd Nixon and Bili Cl111tnn, the

lustic:e Df!P.'11 trn~nt ooml!"d ttl,1t JYf"Sident, 3re
m1mune from prnsccut1on while 111 nfflce. 1'1ncJ
neither

'!'la'\-

pro.s~cuted c1flt.t1·w11r(1 becatt:!.e Gerl'!kl

Ford pardone(l Nixon Jnd Mr. Citm,m 5l! ucl-.

:1

de:11

,,1tl1 PI05t:cutm:,, on his!,~'.',.\ dciy If) oltlC('. Thi~ I'>

w~iy,;;. that tho!' frump r•t; 1s f.1otent1a\!\,
t;11<:1r1i;i: tt,e countfy ,mo uncl1drtc-d w.aters

onn uf rn:u1y

Based on this testimony, the Pre;o;Jdenl did not commit
obstruction of justice.iQ The only possible evidence, taken in the
light most favorable to your office, ls the single memo from Mr,

Comey,11 The circumstance in which this memo arose several months after the conversation and only after Mr.
Corney was fired in disgrace - raises serious doubts about its
veracity, if indeed it even exists, 12. In addition, Mr. Corney
could possibly face legal action for the unauthorized leaking of
conversatlon:e; with the President to the rnedia.13 an admission
especially nolew0rthy given his refusal to comment on
conversations with the President in. for example, his March 20,
2017, congressional testimony, during which he refu;-;ed to
answer questions about conversations with the President,
indicating that such information should not he shared publicly.

UW ENFORCEMENT INDEPENDENCE
Prcsidf'nts EWrJNnlly IM~1.Ct.Q!M.il.ltlJii~l
!.!lQil~C.llOl:i..dQ,J!.O:L~IXLl!IiQ!.:t~[!
~ qQgut individual cases :1 »m m ~hat w:1!•
tu:'tlwr en11T•ncl1cd ciftP.t the \1f;1teri_~,,.te sc;mdol

Stiil. the Const1tut1011 do.ts not e:..p,essly pron1bi! l'I
pre51oent from kH,ne the c<tto•nev g«ne1BI to cl0isr
u te5r. cmd i'! p1t'.111-s::lent can 11re tfw ,1ttorney
ot :,uc 1•

iEH'leiaL T!1t' Mi~guarrl 11grnnsl 3huse

power \\OUld bi:' pOh'ITlial 11ll[)f'c\Chmern by

Congrcs~

~

There is no other evidence to validate Mr. Comey's claims since

Attorney General Sessions never substantiatt-'-0 any of the
allegations that the President fired Mr. Corney because of the
Rus.<-lan investigation.1-Q To the contrary, Attornl."y General

Sessiom; statt'd that his recommendation to the President \vas
that Mr. Comey be fired because of the way he handled the
Clinton email inx:estigation and refu,:a! to admit his mi:stakes.:Hi

A BROAD VIEW OF PQWER

Th11, •:. th0 most swccµmg !cg,al dii•m in !ht:: !eltr•r
Ewn 1t M". Trump did ordf'l 1m tPt'1',t111:11:t1ori shut

aown ;md f:re the rB.L chrf•ct\w J:a. ~1an ,Jf

,i

co,~1~

uµ of wrona:do,ng, his lr1wye1-:'I Scli' he 11t1H did not
1,0int~ th,, 1:,w bc?cJi:se he wBs e,.erc1;;1n,t p,;wt>1~
the C'Orl!'lltl!t1Qn hll~ !i:1,,ll(()d C'XCill51Vd', to \;,.in

It is abo worth responding to the popubr suggestion that the
President's public criticism of the FBJ either constitutes
obstruction or :,;erves as evidence of obstruction, Such criticism
ignores the sacred responsibility of the President to hold his
subordinates accountable - a function not unlike public
Congrt's!:iional oversight headngs. After all, the FBI is not above
the la\\' and we are now !earning of the disappointing results of
a lack of accountability in both the DOJ and FBL

TI1e fact is that Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosenstr.in "Mr.
Rosenstein") expressed precisely the same concerns as the
President regarding Mr. Comey in his May 9, 2017.
Memorandum to Attornf'y General Jeff Sessions:

Lmd,-,.1 till'.'; \l('W, 1t woui{1 hp t,n,:0nslm1t10tMi !L~

11.pµ!y ol),;truct,on•ol•J\.i:sl1ce !i:t.;1\utes ~1111.ctcd b~,

Con~n;~11 t::i limit tww ;:: prc-s1d1,i'1l chooses to i1s0
hi!! po-,..c1 !0 Bilp('f\'tSf' tht' t,\CC~ill~C' b1<a!ldi,
Ch!:ti,l' $.a,n!,".C

ATTACKING COMEY'S CREDIBILITY
The µrf.•~1denfts le\•11·n, dt•volt' ;11u;;-\1 o! ttw 1e\tcr
to 8lli;l('l(l''i t-,k Coml:'y ill, 0 pott"1)t18l w!!:'les,,,
su.@:i0:1.t111g twr!c tbal his memo doCuf!NDtmi his
conve15<1t10n witn Mr. Trump 11bout Mr. Fbfnn rn:ry
not !"'<,l'>t. Three mont11s 11.th~1- this lett~r wa"
written. t11ri memo w,1s

JJ.la®..R.®l~.

Tlwy ;,lso

,eppea1· to '>Ulf-t',! th,n .,4t, C:om~y .-nc1y have
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The Federal Bureau of InvcsUgatlon has long been regarded
as our nation's premier federal invesligalive agency. Over the
past year. howew'r, tiH' FB! 's reputation and credibility have
suffered sub::,tantial damage, and it has affected lhc entire
Dcpart1nent of Justice. That is de-eply troubling to many

WD.lliill..~ Mtc, lvlr. T~ump f111"d him, r.:1111~1
~h!!:n do~·um,0nt111g ttie co11•orsat1on 1rnmed1ntcly
Mter 11 heppenC'd, ~s 1/rL Gome>' ha, Mid lw chd:

tl-rert' ,s •1n Pv,dcPCl' no !.upport thc1t 1m,irn1,:it1011.

Departn1<'nt ernployees and veterans, legislators and citizens.
{l

To summarize, the Deputy Attorney General and lhe Attorney
Genera! hoth agreed, in writing, that Mr. Comey should be fired.
for reasons unrelatf'd to any investigation about Russian
interference. To quote again from Mr. Rosenstein's May 9. 2017,

memo:
Although the president has the power to remove an FBI
director, the decision should not be taken lightly. l ~tgree with
the nearly unanimous opinions of former department
officials. The way the director handled the condusion. of the
email investigation was wrong. As a result, the FBI is unlikely
lo regain public and congressional lrust unlH it has a Director
who undt•rstands tht> gravity of Hw mistakt>s and pledges
never to repeat them. I-laving refused to admit his errors. the
Director c,rnnot be expected to implement the necessary
corrective actions,

As you also know, far from merely signing off on a Presidential
decision or taking a weak or indirect action indicating a tacit or
pressured approval, Mr. Rosenstein actually helped to edit Mr.
O,mey'., termination letter and actively advised the President
accordingly. It is unthinkable that a President acting (l} under
his Constitutional authority; (2) on the '.vritkn recommendation

and with !he overt participation of his Deputy Attorney General;

and (3) consistent with the advice of his Attorn('y General, to

ROO ROSENSTEIN, WITNESS FOR THE DEFENSE
Mr. T1ur>1p 18 pomtmg to th(' 1nv01verne-nt o! the
{](;puty <.ltlorney (\Olld,lL Rod

J. R{l'.'!-CnSt\;1:~-,

li1

thf'

Corn\>~' 1inng to ;)if;;,~• th~ll Mr. T,ump CQ<Jld !lOl

pn,;s•n!v 1-i;:i,e tried to obstruct 1u&\ice. Th1g out~ ML
Ro3c,1slo1n ,n a pecuh.'lr srim: H1.: m,n .!lct1i;·w,, l'ltC'
k~y to the ptes1dwh deteii$~. And as the
superv,scn ol tho:.' ~,µi•c1~I cou:1,t•i 111\ Pst•i;at1on.. hP
n1,;iy ul!mMh~iy h.?1V0 to (foc1,k wl"lcthor 11:c

pct'l~idt'"nt"s c1rguon€11l ha:. merot.

fire a subordinate who has bet>n universally condemned by
bipartisan ieadership--'IB could then be accused of obstruction for
doing so.

Many in the media have relied on mischaracterizations of the
Presiden!'s remarks in a May H, 2017, interview with Mr, Lester
Holt of NBC News, to claim or suggest that in that interview, the
President stated that the real reason he fired Comey is the
Russia lnvestigation.-ill' Unfortunately, so has ML Corney He

!estlfied that: ''I [take] the president at his \-vord, that l was fir0d

THE LESTER HOLT INTERVIEW

because of the Russia !nvestigation."flfl Regrettably. no one
asked Mr. Corney when he thought the President had actually

said any such thing because. in fact. the President did not ever
say such a thing.
Because it has been so widely misreported and

mischaracteriz.ed, we believe it is important to present the
exchange in its entirety. What the President actually said \Vas
this: "I was going to fire Corney knmving there was no good
time to do it. And in fact, when I decided to just do it I said to
myself -

I said, you know, this Russia thing with Trnmp and

Russia is a made-up story."51 The President and Mr. Holt then
talk over each other for approximately a minute, before the
President completed his origina! thought by £>aying.
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As far as !'m concerned, ! want that thing! the Rus1,ia
investlgalion! to he absolutely done properly, When l did this
nm,v, ! said l probably maybe will confuse people. Maybe

rn

expand that- you know, l'!l lcngthen the time because it
should be over with. It should - in my opinion, should've
lwen over with a long time ago twcause it-·· al! it is an
exeust". But l said to myself I might even lengthen out the
investigatlon. But I have to do the right thing for the

American people. He's the wrong man for that position.Bl
Later in the interview, the following exchange took place:
F'RlSiOPH l want very sirnply a great FBI director.

HOl r. And wl!I you expect if they would

they would

continue on with this investigation ..
PRf SiDCYf,

Oh, yeah, sure, l expec.t that."9.3.

Reading the entire interview, the fair reading of the President's
remarks demonstrates that th\" President

Mr. Trurnp'ei ::iwver!!! .ire ergu1r:g thst this ~Qt.jt:Q!OJ.~lo:ic!Yim'!
~tronn1-of-('or;sc;ous:1e~s tpC:.lkiJI!{ .•tr)'it'. 1mr! the,! the prc.s;den'. l{Ot,

tl10.t ht• food Mr_ Compy he-c,lU1'£: of t:w Russ:~

t

Fired Mr. Comey for incompetence;

2.

Knew, b~ed on the timinw of the flrin1, that hit action oould
actll.lly len11:then th• Ru•i•n in...e1ti1ation •nd in •ny event
would not terminate it;

l

Demonttr•ted, with his comments to Mr. Holt about the Russia
im•estii■tion, th•t he wu not c:oneemed •boot the continuation
of any current inve■lii•tion, "'t"n t'l now-lengthier invettia■ tion,
becauae he know1 there is no "collusion~ to onco•err; and

4.

M•de it dear that he wa, willina, even exl)"ctin1, to let 1he
inve,;tiaation take mor~ time, thouah he think- it it ridiculout,
bo:autit he believeJ that the American pcopl• deurve to hav~ •
competent leader of the FBL

trlVf.'St11;c1u,~n.

btd

prulon~; t'1t> 1rwest1i,;atio11

LAVROV MEETING OF MAY 9, 2017

There have also ht•en press reports -·· citing anonymous sources
about comments the President allegedly made during a May
9. 2017. meeting with Russian govermnent officials that Com-ey
was a "real nut job" and that "great pressure bemuse of Russia"

has been "taken off" him.51 Assuming arguendo the President
said any such things, it (i) does not establish that the
termination was because of the Russia investigation (regardless
of the validity of such an opinion, presumably any President
would not vvant someone he considered a "nut job'' running the

PRESSURE'S OFF
Ml. Tn1mp'$ t.r,,,-ye-r!, do rrol \:()!1CE'd" thJt ~1e !!-llir.'1

tr.::. - though t11e ~J'..JIQ:;QJ.IJ.1 VMS b<IS{-(1 O:"r 11:ri
nKc:mR
but

off1n~i ct0c11me;,t surnrnt1r:zmg lhL'

the-,· Sil\ ·t tiOo'i nnt mat!t;r

t'"ftNi

1t 1,~ c]1{i. Moc,t

1nt0rc,t1ne: 1s the it?-f(!rcnric to d tt\11T;d~11u,11 n1e:r10,
su,1;s.eoti11Jl ,, rnori:, e-.p.:\11~1.-e rnsµmne couid not

Lw 1w;de in thos if.'tter ,v1trroc1t comp!om1$ini

FBI); and (ii) in any event would be irrdevant to thP

constitutional analysis, A short, separate, classified re$pOnse
addressing this subject will be submitted to the Office of Special
Coun~eL
INTELLIGENCE CHIEFS

On a related note. you had expressed a desire for information
related to conversations with intelligence officials generally
regarding ongoing investigations. The intelligence chiefs
themselves have already ve1y clearly testified on the subject
before Congress. In the words of Dlrector Rogers, "!n the threep!m:,- years that l have been the director of the National Security
Agency, to the best of my recollection. I have never been
directed to do anything l believe to be illegal, immoral,
unethical or inappropriate, and to the best of my recollection
https://www.nytfmes.com/interactive/2018/06/02/us/politics/trump~lega!~documents.html
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during that same period of service I do not recall ever feeling
pressured to do so: Director Coats testified in a very similar
vein: ''In my time of service, which is interacting with the
President of the United States or anybody in his administration,

I have never been pressured - I have never felt pressured

to

intervene or interfere in any way with shaping intelligence in a
political way or in relation to an ongoing investigation.''~
STATEMENT OF JULY 8, 2017, TO THE NEW YORK TIMES

TRUMP'S CENTRAL ROLE IN A MISLEADING
STATEMENT

You have received all of the notes, communications and
testimony indicating that the President dictated a short but
accurate response to the New York Times article on behalf of
his son, Donald Trump, Jr. His son then followed up by making
a full public disclosure regarding the meeting, including his
public testimony that there was nothing to the meeting and

This is the first time that 1·eprese11tatives of Mr.
Trump concede that ho dictated a ·'short but

accurate" statement issued bv hts son to Ths: New
York T1rrws i,bout ci m0et1ng

in June 2016 the

younge;' Mr. Trurnp had with a Russian lawyer who

_cm mtenn-eC1<1ry claimed had "dirr· on H1Hniy
Clinton. Mr. Trump's advitar:. have tned to mudrlv
this point ,uiip;cstlni :.e,.ortil people were involved.

certainly no evidence of collusion.fili

so the dar,ty of the sentence 1s striking. The

This subject is a private matter with the New York Times. The
President is not required to answer to the Office of the Special
Counsel, or anyone else, for his private affairs with his children.
In any event, the President's son, son-in•law, and White House
advisors and staff have made a full disdosure on these events

•esponse about the statement fro>11 ML Trump·s
lawyers also qUlckly shifts to fyk "frump's son,
s;iymg he soon aftpr m<'lde a "full pubitc disclosure"
/'.\bout how thfl rneetmg was am1ngccl.

to both your office and the congressional committees)IT
CONCLUSION

LYING TO THE MEDIA IS NOT A CRIME

Accordingly, based upon the foregoing, we have advised the
President that, pursuant to the standard dearly set forth in Espy
and its progeny. your inquiry thus far demonstrates that no
obstruction of the Flynn investigation or Russian collusion
investigation appears to have occurred, and that your office has
alr€'ady been provided the voluminous testimony and
documentation from which this conclusion hs clearly drawn.
Therefore, your office lacks ~a focused demonstration of need"
for the President's responses, which is required by law "even
when there are allegations of misconduct by high•leve!

lt is not a crime lor a polit1c1an to lie to The Times
and, by extension. to tlw pwbhc. But tht:r~ art> I'll
loo,t two iea:,.:ms that Mr. Twrnp·s role m drafting ,1
m1siet1dmg stcitement rnay be 1.1[ ,ntercst, First, 1t

could be evidene-e of his mmd·set

1,\ lwn

he

undertook other actmns that may have impeded
th'il mvcst1e,al1on. Secondly, a ',l/t1tt:rgllt~-erll
precedent exists for Congress to consider l1s>s to
the puhhc to be obstrurt1on of justice in the Joosn
co11lext of impeachment prOC('l!'din&•· An Miicle of
1mpe.,chment thllt illwmlilker1 approved eg1m,t
Nr>:on before he resigned mduded ··making or
causing t◊ bt:: made lc\lse m rrnsleadmg publlc

offidals."i.ill

stcJtements for ttw purpose of deceiv111g the people
of thB United States into bcliev111g" there had been

Again, the only statute implicated here is 18 US.C. § 1505, but
its application to the President is a constitutional and legal
impossibility, and even if it were applicable the elements for

no misconduct

obstruction simply cannot be satisfied. For further detail and

analysis on th\1;. point, we respectfully refer you to our letter to
your office of June 23, 2017.
What all of the foregoing demonstrateit is that, as to the
questions that you desire to ask the President, absent any
cognizable obstruction offense, and in light of the extraordinary
cooperation by the President and all relevant parties, you have
been provided with full responses to each of the topics you
presented, obviating any need for an interview with the
President. As all of the evidence demonstrates, every action that
lhe President took was taken wilh full rnnstitutiona! authority
pursuant to Article II of the United States Constitution. As such,
thi;se actions cannot constitute obstruction, whether viewed
separately or even as a totality. As recognized by the Framers in
Article II and as articulated in jurisprudence, the President's
https:/Jwww,nytimes.com/interactive/2018/06/02/us/polltics/trump-legal-documents.html
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prime function as the Chief Executive ought not be hampered
by requests for interview. Having him testify demeans the
Office of the President before the world. The imposition on the
time and attention of the President caused by this inquiry has
already inflicted unwarranted damage on the President and his
Office. This imposition is one reason why the President directed
the most extensive and transparent cooperation with the
numerous requests of the Special Counsel. The time and
attention that would be required to prepare for an interview is
significant and would represent a continued imposition that
would directly impact the nation.

conversations. but that did not involve testifying.
When Paula Jones sued Mt Clinton, his lawyers
fought to the Supreme Court to freeze the lawsuit.
making many similar arguments about the
distraction it would create. But the court !et the
case proceed. and he gave a deposition. That
eventually led the independent counsel, Kenneth
W. Starr, to subpoena Mr. Clinton to testify before a
grand jury. But Mr. Clinton·s legal team negotiated
a deal for voluntary testimony and Mr. Starr
dropped the subpoena, avoiding a definitive court
fight.

Charlie Savage

More is at stake here than just this inquiry, more even than just
the Presidency of Donald J. Trump. This inquiry, and the
precedents set herein, will also impact the Office of the
President of the United States of America in perpetuity.
Ensuring that the Office remains sacred and above the fray of
shifting political winds and gamesmanship is of critical
importance. Of course, the President of the United States is not
above the law, but just as obvious and equally as true is the fact
that the President should not be subjected to strained readings
and forced applications of clearly irrelevant statutes.iill
HAPPY TO HELP

In order to facilitate a fair process, as a practical solution.
without waiver of the President's constitutional and statutory
privileges or objections, and in exchange for a rapid conclusion,
we are willing to receive any further questions and provide you
the answers to help you complete your report and resolve any
other remaining queslions you might have. We are prepared to

meet to discuss a final list of questions that you need to be
answered so that the Nation may move forward, and so that we
may preserve the dignity of the Office of the President of the
United States.

The president's lawyers say they wm answer
questions on the president's behalf, a strategy that
allows Mr. Trump the ability to say he has offered
answers to every question - without the risk of
actually having to sit for an interview. While
prosecutors often take information (known as a
proffer) from defense lawyers, most experienced
investigators would say there is no substitute for
having someone in the witness chair,
Matt Apuzzo

Thank you for your courtesy and cooperation,
Very Respectfully,

John M. Dowd
Jay A. Sekulow
Counsel to the President

OUTDATED THEORIES
This footnote cites theories already debunked by
the time this letter was sent. For example, the
footnote cites a claim made on Jan. 23 by Se11ator
Ron Johnson, Repub!iC3n of Wisconsin, that the
F:B.L had a «secret society~ devoted to bringing Mr.
Trump down, as an excerpt from a F.B.L text
message suggested. But by Jan. 25 - four days
it
before Mr. Trnmp·s legal team sent the letter
had become dear that phrase was a joke, and Mr.
Johnson walked back his abrmist assertion.
Similarly, the letter claims that the EB.I. opened
the investigation based on a po!itical!y funded
dossier of alleged Trump-Russia ties. But The
Times hfil1..r~ported in December that the F.B.!.
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FBI lntNview of Michael Flynn at t11e White House or January :24,

2017 tSCROOll. 9 docurnenls, 66 pages:

Commun1c,110ns ol DAG Sally i"atH. DOJ. FBL & WH r•_iard1111

instead opened the investigation based on
information from an Australian diplomat.
Charlie Savage

M1ch1e! Flynn (SCR002). 28 document, 64 pages
The resignation of Michael Flynn (SCR004). 311 dOCll!llB'\IS. 762

Whit• Hou.. cornmunica11001 ~IJirdmt r1rip111n and t11n1.t1on
mr"lmunic.111ont helwe,tin "'41ch1t'll Flynn an,1 Sli'it'IV r..1:.ly11; or oth1:1r
R,,a,an Fed1r1t1cr1 01'1oc11ls (SCR007), 303 dOCllnllnt•. 912 p11e,;:

Commun1rat10,,s between White House slaJ! 1egan:!mg tr>e FBl's
invest1gat1on 11110 Russian 111te1fe1ence et J.srnes Corney (SCROC3),
53documents. 248pages:
S1111 Sp,ca(" ~....,. 3, ~017, t.!1tem11'ft, to 1hl pr•• [1'11,ll'dlnl J■ l'rlH
Corney (SCROO~l. ~ document,, 2,!'i72 P•J•i.
Meetings between the Resident and James Corney (SCR0'2l, 109
documen:s. 725pag<;<s;
The dec1s1on to termmate J.3mes Corney iSCROl3l, 442 coc11111errs,
1,45:Jpages,
Mey 10. 1017. Whit• Hou," m••lmf w1lh Runian Fe,1er.-.t1on oflici•1!!(SCR008). 80B docurn1nt1. l,QQO p,lfH;
Jun• 9, 2016, rr1o111tinI betw••n DoMld Trump Jr. and Natalia
Vt-Hln1111(,1y1 t:SCR009}. 117 documents. L821 J:'<)ges,
Jl1ly 8. 2017. A1, Fore• 011' µe,t1c,p1nt1 1e1•njn:1 Oo1Mld T1ump, Jr.,
prn, ,tet"m•nt• c-oncernm1 Y•N1nil1k1yo me1t1n1 (SC-ROJO). 1

doctiio"nt,lpage:
Wlllt• HouH communic1t1on~ c-om:=1<rn;n1 camp111n •nd tr111~ition
corunurnc1t1on1 betwean Me1111!011. 81t•i. Gordon, 1<,110111:. P..,e,
Papadopoulos, Pl1ares, Clovis am:I Schrlll.z. (SCR006), 75
doct1ments,978P3ges; and
Com:nurlli':at1ons of md1w:l!.ials 1dentil1ed 1n category number 10
(SCRO! ll. 141 documents. 284 pages
•

By !f'tl.•I d•t•d "41)" 17, 1017. :Ii• Ce111pel1n rf'c•1v•d • r.:iuut 1or document,
fio,,,_ the Sen&II Scl•ct Comm1ll!!e on l11t•ll11ence {SSCI). By lt-tl"1 d.ated Ju11e 7.
2017. tht- Clmp111t1n rec•iYed • r~u•• for docum•nt1 from lh• HouH f11m•n1nl
Sf'!ect Col'.llrnltt,... on !nt1lll1•not (HPSCl). Th" records reqwHled 111d1.Jded racord•
1•n•r•t._1 from Jt11'• le. ::?015. to J)pm onJenuery 20, 2017, end hence. 1ndudad
t11et,1n,1hon~nod,Th•Cllmp.!llll-..OIUnt;<1'1l)'f"IPOnd•dtoth~reQuH!lby
pro,..u:111118,4() docum1nt1 on Ju~ 11. 2017. incl 1noth1r •t ol 4.800 docum1nt1
on July 31, 2017, By l•lter dat,d July 19, 2017. It. Campe1111 fkl'llVed • !f'l(IIJe~l
tor docum1nt1 fl'Om th• S.nat• A1dic11•-y Commin• (SJCl Th• C1mpa11n
~wlunt&nly ,_,pond•d to thei;e 1.:iue,t1 tl~ p,ov1d1t11 s•o do,::wmont~ on .ILJIY
2017. 1nd 1nother ~•t of 4.:!00 docurn1nt1 c,n Jut,; 31. 2017. e, l•tt•r d•tf'd July
1~, 2017. th• C1mpa11n r•c•iwed 1 ,.,ql1Ht for docu""•nt, f1orn th• S,11,.t,
JcldlCIII)' Comm1n. . (SJCl. The C1111pe1111 rHpond•d by prov1d1n1 th• flQUHtad
documanb, to\1111-.: 4.800 on Au1u,t 2, 2017. By !elt"r dated Au1u~t Q. 2017, th"
C•mp,i10 fent •II three comm1tte11 • !1tter 1ci.nOf,-1,11 the Mlrch term, uted to
1cterit1fy the r-Hp;,nt1v1 docurnffltl. And on SepJ•mber I b, 2017, the Ca•np•lffl
pro'l"ded 11: three comm1ttet-t loflflth en Mditional !-el of re1p;,nt1Yl'l document,,
tot,!101 2.100, ..,111ch t!)Clud..-1 an •teched /1st ol
rkOld CUl!o..11111:, Wl10N
~cord, w11" tH•chM 1lon1 with.._ co111pl1t• lut w! thl'l •••rch term, JHd. Fin,1lly,
on S1pt1mb11· 29, 2017, the c,mp111n 1rn! 111 thr11 committe11 11, final 111 of
documents. l\111ch included 19 documents and 113 doCt.m1ents now provided with
r•v•Md or r•mov•d privil•i• r..-:la,ction,, T111t prodtact1on wu acco111oani1d ,,-ijth 1
pnv11•1• h.lj:. In ail, thl'l Cempaf1n oroduc•d w111 ovei :le.CO) pe1e-t ol record• to
th, comm1ttff1 1n 1~pon• th•1r r1quHll. And II you i..now. cop1e1 of e11
documf'nt1 provided b:i th• comi:nitt•"• by th• Camp.111111, 1nd ,n .,.,1ch ton,i li1tr
,nd th• or11,1d11• 101, ....... 11,0 PI\Wlt1•d to the ~PICJII COllOIII. Ar,d. th" C<'1nlpt111n
p1oduc.1d•1:lov~r 1.4-mil!ionNJHorr.-cordttoyouror•c•

:n.

•'I

5

To OU/ k.nowl•o1•. ov•r t-.,•ntv Whll• Hou• p,1r1onn•I ..-olunt.1rily ••..,. 1Pt11-v1tw1,
inclwct1r-e •11M 1nd1\.'1dl•I• /i'om UM WM" HouH CounNl'I offic•. l"I add1t1on,
iif'v"nlffln C1mpe11n "rnp1oyaes and tin eddmon t-le'r"n 1nd1v1due!, ef1h.Jted in
101111 w•y or ,1nuth•r'!'l1\h th• C1mp111n s•ve- rnterv,. .~ to ;Qui orl11:.,a
congressionalcommi:tet1s,orboth,

6

"The- rrc-,1der1t111 co11mun1c.at1on1 priY1le1c- '11,. l<N1',nmental ~,rMit-10 1ntMcred to
promot, undid co1w•r•t1on1 bat-•n th• PrH1o•nt •nd hit •ci',,i1or1 conc1rn1n,
th" ex"rClll'!I of hi• Artie,. I\ dutlt'I. · Blumenthal •• Orudce, 186 FRO :'315. 242
(D.O,C. 1999) (,:iuot1111 In re Girand Jury P,oc1"d1nJ~,, F, Si,pp, 2d 21. ~e; (0,0,C.
1998)). Court, h•v• "rttco1111~1'd 1 ·i,-•et public 1ntl'l~•f 1n pri,J1rv1nt 'th•
conl1d1nt1•hl'folcom••r•t1or.tti1ttal,apl1cemtl1•PrH1d1nr,p1,·fo11111ra:::•..ifh11
orl!ciel dut1e1' be,'l!IUM such conl'id•ntiJhty ne"'1ocl to prwt«1 'the o,1fi..:t1v•ne~• of
lh• ...,cuti~• d•c•1Q!'l•m1i..1n, p,·oc..,.' In r, SHlld C.tt! (ftpy), 121 F.3d at 742
(QUOl1n1 Hr,;on ~- S11..:.1 . .,(!H F.2d 700, 71~ (DL Cir. 1973)\. Tho Sl1pram• Gour[
"founds1Jchapl'v1l-,1nf'o;•Haryto1u1,1ntNthec.ndo1ofµres1dent1a1adv1sers
and to provide • P1"~id1nt 4!10 lho11 who 11,111 hir- .,,,th f1Hdc>m to explo1•
•h1m1t1w11n th• proc•• of ,111p1t11 pollc1M •rr:t ni.,n1 d1c1t1ons 111.:i lo do to 1n
e ...., m111y 'lll'OUld bl unwiHn1 lo l',PfHI •~c,pt pri..-,1.ly.'' \dot i-12 {llllltnal
bracl11t, ind •ltiptu ,11111tt1dl (quot ma Un1t1d S!•t•• ~- N1~on, • i8 U S. &13. /08
il974)). For these reasons. ~pres1dentIalconversat1ons·arepresumpt,vely

1•
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The Trump Le«a/ Team's June 23, 2017, Confidential Memo

wMueller

JUNE 23, 20!7

BY HAND
Kasowitz Benson Torres LLP
1633 Broad\~,.ay

New York, N.Y. 10019
Robert S. Mueller
Special Counsel
United States Department of Justice
\Vashington, D.C 20004

Re: Governing Constitutional Prindples

Dear Mr, Mueller:
This firm is personal counsel to President Donald J. Trump. We
write to address news reports, purportedly based on leaks,
indicating that you may have begun a preliminary inquiry into
whether the President's termination of former FBI Director
James Comey constituted obstruction of justice. According to
these recent stories, Mr. Comey's testimony, and his prior
assurances to the President, there was no investigation into the
President prior to the termination of Mr. Corney. NeverthE'lcss,
in the interest of completeness, we will address certain events
and issues related to the period before Mr. Camey was
terminated as well.

It is clear that there is no statutory or Constitutional basis for
any obstruction charge based on Mr. Corney's termination. As
Mr. Corney himself stated in the first sentence of his farewell
lettf:r to the FBI, "the President can fire the FBI Director for any
reason, or no reason at a!L" Indeed, the President not only has
unfettered statutory and Constitutional authority to terminate
the FBI Director, he also has Constitutional authority to direct
the Justice Department to open or close an investigation, and.
of course, the power to pardon any person before, during, or
https://www.nytlmes.com/interactive/2018/06/02/us/po!itics/trump~!egal--documents.html
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after an investigation and/or conviction. Put simply, the
Constitution leaves no question thal the President has exclusive
authority over the ultimate conduct and disposition of all
criminal investigailons and over those executive branch officials
responsible for conducting those investigations . Thus, as set
forth more fully below, as a matter of la\-V and common sense,
the President cannot obstruct himself or subordinates acting on
his behalf by simply exercising these inherent Constitutional
powers.
This is particularly the case where, as here. the Department of
Justice, through the Attorney General and Deputy Attorney
General, unequivocally advised the President that the "FBI is
unlikely to regain public and congressional trust" unless
Director Corney was replaced. That recommendation was
supported by, among other things. the almost universal rebukes
Mr. Corney's unprecedented conduct as director had generated
from, among many others, President Obama, dozens of
Democratic members of Congress. and numerous former senior
DOJ officials, including President Clinton's former Deputy
Attorney General Jamie Gorelick, who described Director
Corney's conduct as "a kind of reality 1V ,., antithetical to the
interest of Justice." Plainly. removing a director under these
circumstances is well within the President's Constitutional
power. and the proposition that he could obstruct a Department
of Justice investigation by taking action the Department of
Justice said needed lo be taken is patently nonsensical. The
same is true with respect to the exercise of the President's
Constitutional authority to direct or terminate investigations,
which is addressed more fully below.I
As we have previously expressed. our goal is to facilitate a swift
conclusion of any preliminary inquiry into the termination of
Mr. Corney, or any other conduct concerning Mr, Corney. For
months, the President has suffered under a public and
international cloud generated by unsubstantiated stories based
on law enforcement leaks. and an unwillingness by Mr. Corney
to state publicly what he repeatedly told the President privately
about not being under investigation. Almosl immediately after
Mr. Corney finally informed the public of this fact in his
testimony this month. new leaks generated stories that the
President was nevertheless now under investigation for firing
Mr. Corney. To the extent any inquiry or consideration is being
given to this issue, it can be promptly resolved as a matter of
law, and we respectfully submit doing so is necessary for
important United States' interests. Continuing uncertainty
about whether the sitting President of the United States is being
inve..c;tigated for exercising his inherent Constitutional powers is

detrimental to the President's ability to effectively govern.
While we have confidence that you will come to the same
conclusions set forth below, if you conclude a further
investigation is warranted, we respectfully request to be advised
and be provided the opportunity to raise our statutory and
Constitutional objections with the Acting Attorney General.

A, The President Cannot Obstruct Merely.J}y Exercising
His Constitutional AuthoritY. to Terminate the FBI Director.
https://www,nytimes.com/interactive/2018/06/02/us/politics/trump-legalMdocuments.html
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Under the Appointments Clause of Article II of the Constitution,
the President has the exclusive authority to appoint federal
officials, including the FBl Director. That Constitutional power
to appoint federal officials carries with it the power to remove
those officials for any reason, except in limited circumstances.
No such restrictions have been imposed on the Presidenfs
power to remove the FBI Director.
As the Office of Legal Counsel (OLC) explained in an opinion
binding on your office, there is no Congressionally imposed
limitation on the President's power to remove an FBI Director
and it is dubious that Congress could Constitutionally impose
any such restriction:
As we have previously concluded. the FBI Director is
removable at the will of lhe President ... No statute purports
to restrict the President's power to remove the Director.
Specification of a term of office does not create such a
restriction. See Parsons v. United States, 167 U.S. 324,342
(1897). Nor is there any ground for inferring a restriction.
Indeed. tenure protection for an officer with the FBI Director's
broad investigative, administrative, and policymaking

responsibilities would raise a serious constitutional question
whether Congress had ''impede[ dl the President's ability to
perform his constitutional duty" to take care that the laws be
faithfully executed. Morrison v. Olson, 487 U.S. 654, 691
(1988). 111e legislative history of the statute specifying the
Director's term, moreover, refutes any idea that Congress
intended to limit the President's removal power. See 122 Cong.
Rec. 23,809 (1976) "Under the provisions of my amendment,
there is no limitation on the constitutional power of the
President to remove the FBI Director from office within the
10-year term.") (statement of Sen. Byrd); id. at 23,811 'The FBI
Director is a highly placed figure in the executive branch and
he can be removed by the President at any time, and for any
reason that the President sees fit.") (statement of Sen. Byrd).
Constitutionality of Legislation Extending the Tenn of the
EB.I. Director, Op. O.L.C. at *3 {June 20, 2011). available at
http ://wwwJustice.gov/file/18356/download.
This is a long-standing principle. And Director Corney elected to
open his farewell to the FBI staff acknowledging this same
Constitutional principle: "I have always believed the President
can fire the F'.B.l. Director for any reason, or no reason at alL"
This view is supported by historical precedent. President
Clinton fired FBI Din~ctor Sessions in July 1993 at a time when
the FBI had multiple open investigations implicating the
Clintons, including the Whitewater and the Travel Office
investigations, yet there were no claims and certainly no
investigations into whether President Clinton's exercise of his
Constitutional power constituted obstruction.
It is obvious that the President's mere exercise of this explicit
Constitutional power to appoint and remove officials cannot
itself constitute obstruction of justice. And this is certainly clear
where, as here, there were ample and notorious reasons to
replace Mr. Corney even though the President needed none. Mr,
Corney's high-profile leadership of the FBI during the 2016
Presidential election was controversial and generated
widespread bi-partisan criticism from, among others, President
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Obama and numerous Congressional Democrats and
Rf'µublicans.
Most important. Deputy Attorney Genera! Rosenstein and
Attorney General Sessions recommended lhat Diretior Corney
be removed based on a detailed, three-page memorandum
setting forth multiple instances of improper conduct and
criticisms front six former Attorneys General and Deputy
Attomeys General from both parties. That memorandum
concluded "the FBI is unlikely to regain public and
congressional trust until it bas a Director who understands the
gravity of the mistakes and pledges never to repeat them,
Having refused to admit his errors, the Director cannot be
expected to implement the necessary corrective actions:' In a
letter to th<.~ President forwarding DAG Rosenstein's letter:, the
Attorney General also concluded "that a fn,sh start is needed at
the leadership of the FBI" and that the Director sh<m!d be one
who ''follows faithfully the rules and principles of the
Department of Justice." As he explained in his termination letler
to Direc!or Corney, the President concurred that Director Corney
was "not able to effectively lead the Bureau. It is essential that
we find new leadership for the FBI that restores public trost and
confidence- in its vital law enforccrm~nt mission.'' Based on this
ft..'{;ord. although not rc,quired, to the extent the Pri:~sident
required a basis for removing Mr, Comey, there was ample basis
for him to do ;-;o,
Although irrelevant to lhe Constitutional issues addn;.ssed
herein, it is worth notlng that many in the media have relied on
mlscharacteri?.ations of the President's remarks in a May 11,
2017 intE.1rview -.vith Lester Holt, to suggest the- President
ad milted he remnved Mr. Corney because of the Russian
investigation ..3 Relying on that interview, Director Corney also
testified that: "1 ftake-} the president at his word that 1 \V&.s fired

becam:;e of the Russia investigation:':l However, the President
never said any such thing.
What the Ptesident actually said was: "I was going to fire
Corney k11owing there was no good lime to do iL And in fact
when l decided to just do it, I said to myself· l said. you know,
this Russia thing with Trump an<l Russia is a made-up story."f
The President and Mr, Holt th<:'n talk over each other for
approximately a minute, before the President completes his
original thought, making dear that he: (a) wanted lbe Russian
investigation to go forward and ''to be abso!uteJy done
properly"; (b) removed )\k Comey in spite of the fact he
understood doing so might prolong lhe investigation; and (l')
did so because '·\ have to do the right thing for the American
People. He's the wrong man for that position,.:
far as fm concerned, l want !hat thing lthe Russia
investigatinnl to be absolutely done properly. Wlien l did thls
now, 1said ! probably maybe wlll confuse people, Maybe l'1l

expand that- you know, rn lengthen the time because it
should be over with. It should - in my opinion, should·ve
been over with a long time ago because it - a!l it is an
excuse. But I said to myself l might even lengthen out the
investigation. But I have lo do the right thing for the
American people. He's the wrong man for that posiHon,
https://www.nytimes,com/interactive/2018/06/02/us/po!itics/trump~legal--documents.html
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Jd. (emphasis added). Later in the interview, he further noted

that he wanted a "simply great FBl director" and fully
"expect[ edl" the investigation to continue even without Director

Corney.fl:
Put simply, there is no Constitutionally permissible or factually
supportable view under which the President's removal of

Director Corney could constitute obstruction.

B The President Cannot Obstruct By
~ His Constitutional Authortw
m..Jerminate or Direct an lnvesti~
As a Constitutional matter, the President also possesses the
indisputable authority to direct that any executive branch
investigation be open or dosed because the Constitution
provides for a unitruy executive with all executive power resling
with the President:
As head of a unitary executive. the President controls all
subordinate officers within the executive branch. The
Constitution vests in the President of the United States ~The
. Executive Power;· which means the whole executive power,
Because no one individual could personally carry out all
executive functions. the President delegates many of these
functions to his subordinates in the executive branch. But
because the Constitution vests this power in him alone, it
follows that he is solely responsible for supervising and
directing the activities of his subordinates in carrying out
executive functions.

Stahrte Limiting the President's Auth. to Supervi<;e the Dir. of the
Centers for Disease Control in the Distribution of an AIDS
Pamphlet, 12 Op. O.LC. 47, 48 (1988).
Without question, the investigation and prosecution of criminal
cases are core executive functions committed to the sole
discretion of the executive branch (and thus ultimately the
President). The Executive Branch "has exclusive authority and
absolute discretion to decide whether to prosecute a case."
United States v. Ni..wn, 418 U.S. 683, 693 (1974): see also United
States v. Goodwin, 457 U.S. 368,380 n.11 (1982) (Prosecutorial
discretion is a "special province" of the Executive Branch.). 'The
power to decide when to investigate, and when to prosecute,
lies at the core of the Executive's duty to see to the faithful
execution of the laws." Community for Creative Non-Violence v.
Pierce., 786 F.2d 1199, 1201 (D.C. Cir. 1986) (citations omitted).
Thus, the President has exclusive authority to direct that a
matter be investigated, or that an investigation be closed
without proseeution. or that the subject of an investigation or
conviction be pardoned. As the United States Court of Appeals
for the D.C. Circuit succinctly explained:
The President may decline to prosecute certain violators of
federal law just as the President may pardon certain violators
of federal law. The President may decline to prosecute or may
pardon because of the President's own constitutional
concerns aboul a law or because of policy objections to the
law, among other reasons.
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In re Aiken Cty,, 725 F.3d 255, 262-66 (D.C. Ck 2013) (citations
omitted).
Again. while there are various political checks and balances that
would inform the President's exercise of this authority as a
prudential matter, and various norms have developed over the
years as a result of tho..,;e checks and balances, none of these
diminish the President's ultimate Constitutional authority over
investigations and prosecutions. This has been borne out time
and time again in our history. As one outspoken critic of the
President, Professor Alan Dershowitz, has explained:
Throughout United States history - from Presidents Adams
to Jefferson to Lincoln to Roosevelt to Kennedy to Obama presidents have directed (not merely requested) the Justice
Department to investigate. prosecute (or not prosecute)
specific individuals or categories of individuals. It is only
recently that the tradition of an independent Justice
Department and FBI has emerged. But traditions, even
salutary ones, cannot form lhe basis of a criminal charge.Z

Again, Mr. Corney agreed in his testimony: "I think as a legal
matter, president is the head of the executive branch and could
direct, in theory, we have important norms against this, but
direct that anybody be investigated or anybody not be
investigated. I think he has the legal authority because all of us
ultimately report in the executive branch up to the president:'f!
Thus, as with the removal of the FBI Director, the President
cannot obstruct merely by exercising his Constitutional
authority to terminate an investigation, and he certainly cannot
obstruct by merely expressing a view about an investigation
(whlch the President disputes occurred) instead of terminating
it. Again, historical prec.edent bears this out. No special counsel
was appointed and no obstruction investigation was conducted
in response to President Obama's public comments about the
FBI investigation into Secretary Clinton's email server, including
his statements in October 2015 that Secretary Clinton "hasn't
jeopardized'' classified information; in January 2016, that
Secretary Clinton "is not a target" and the investigation was
"not headed in the direction of an indictment;" and in April
2016, that Secretary Clinton "has not jeopardized national
security" and "would never intentionally put America in any
kind of jeopardy.~ Of coun,e, a short lime after President
Obama's April comments about the lack of intent. Director
Corney used that exact basis for unilaterally announcing that.
"no reasonable prosecutor" would charge Secretary Clinton
even though the relevant statute did not even require intent.
Yet, no special counsel was appointed and no obstruction
investigation was launched.

C There is No Statutory Basis for An Obstruction Cl:targe..
Even ignoring the President's Constitutional authority. it is
nevertheless clear that none of the subject conduct constitutes
obstruction even accepting Director Corney's account of events,
which the President does not. The only statute that could even
theoretically be implicated on the alleged facts is 18 US.C. §
1505, and the elements for obstruction simply cannot be met.
https://www,nytimes.com/lnteractive/2018/06/02/us/politics/trump-legal-documents.html
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First, there was no ''pending proceeding" \--Vithin the meaning of
§ 1505 regarding the investigation of Gen. Flynn. Under§ 1505.

a "pending proceeding'' is limited only to agencies with rule•
making or adjudicative authority.2 The investigation of Gen,
Flynn is being conducted by the FBI, which possesses only

investigative authority, not adjudicative ; it cannot conduct
''proceedings" within the meaning of§ 1505).Q Courts have
explained it this way:
fTJhe meaning of "proceeding" in § 1505 rnu:-t be limited to

actions of an agency which relate to some matter within the
scope of the rulemaking or ad.!udicative power vested in the
agency by law. Since the ERi. has no rulemaking or
adjudicative pm,.,crs regarding the subject mailer of this
indictment, its investigation was not a '·proceeding" within
the meaning of the statute.

United States v. Higgins, 511 F. Supp. 453, 455 (W.D. Ky. 1981)
(noting government':,; lack of precedent or legal support for
assertion to the contrary))!
Some have picked up on the language in the DOJ manual and
cited other sources for the proposition that a "pending
pro('eeding could include an informal investigation by an
executive agency."~ But, as constitutional law professor
Elizabeth Price Foley notes:
In the almost 120 years since Section 1505 and its predecessor
have been on the books, no courl appears to have ever held
that an ongoing EB.I. investigation qualifies as a ''pending
proceeding~ within the meaning of the statute. Instead,
Section 1505 applies to court or court-like proceedings to
enforce federal !aw.ti
The House Judiciary Committee reports affirm this reading,

noting that attempts to obstruct a criminal investigation '·before
a proceeding has been iniliated'' do not fall v,,Jthin the scope of
the statute).:! Furthermore. the U.S. Attorneys' Manual makes
clear that "investigations by the Federal Bureau of Investigation

(FBJ) are not section 1505 proceedings."~ And the Justice
Department itself has acknowledged as much to the United
States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit. See United States
v, Adams, 335 Fed. Appx. 338, 342 (4th Cir. 2009) (Government
conceded that criminal investigation by FBI or DEA was not
pending proceeding within the scope of 18 U.S.C. § 1505. and
requested defendant's conviction on that count be vacated). The

FBl's investigation of Gen. Flynn is therefore not within the
scope of§ 1505. As the Higgins Court explained. "[u]nder our
syslem of separation of powers, a criminal investigatory agency.
in contradistinction to an administrative or regulatory agency,
has no power lo engage in rulemaking or adjudication.'' Higg{ns.
511 F. Supp. at 455.
Not only is it clear that an FBI investigation is not a "pending·
proceeding" for purposes of§ 1505, under the statute, the
President would have had to have knowledge that there was a
pending proceeding, Since the FBJ's investigation at issue is not
a "pending proceeding'' under § 1505,-lli it is therefore
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2018/06/02/us/politics/trump-legal-documents.html
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impossible for the President to have been made aware of said
pending proceeding. For this reason alone, § 1505 does not and
cannot apply to the President's conduct or statements.
Culpability under§ 1505 is a legal impossibility. The President
should not be investigated for violating a criminal statute that
cannot apply to the alleged (albeit disputed)facts. We trust your
office would have no desire to do so.
Second, even assuming§ 1505 could apply to the President,
Corney's own characterization of the President's comments fail
to show that the President possessed the intent to obstruct the
proceedings which is required by the statute.lZ Under§ 1505,
intent to obstruct requires the defendant to "act purposefully,"
meaning that he must know his actions are likely to influence
the proceedings,lli Most courts agree that this "knowledge"
element is satisfied by acting with the knowledge that his
actions would have the "natural and probable" effect of
interfering with !he proceedings.ill Moreover, thei:;e actioni:;
must also be done "corruptly," meaning they must be conducted

\•vith an improper purpose.ZQ
In this case, the only evidence of relevant Presidential action
alleged by Corney is that the President expressed to Corney that
General Flynn "is a good guy" and "I hope you can see your way
clear to letting this go, to letting Flynn go."21 The President, of
course, has categorically denied saying "I hope you can see your
way clear to letting this go, to letting Flynn go.'' Of course, even
assuming, arguendo, that he used such words, it still is merely a
deliberative statement by the President that. in its proper and
obvious context, cannot be reasonably construed as a lhreal.
Moreover, the fact that Corney remained in his position after
this alleged conversation, continued the investigation otherwise
unimpeded. and brought this particular statement up only after
he was terminated in disgrace refutes any suggestion that he
viewed the President's statement as a threat.

D. The facts Establish the President Did
Not Direct Anv Investigation Be ClosedAgain, while not relevant to the constitutional and statutory
arguments discussed in this letter. we briefly discuss these facts
as they have also been the subject of much misrepresentation.
According to Director Corney, the President said the following at
a February 14, 2017, meeting:
The President then returned lo the topic of Mike Flynn.

saying, "He is a good guy and has been through a lot." He
repeated that Flynn hadn't done anything wrong on his calls
with the Russians, but had misled the Vice President. He then
said, "I hope you can see your way clear to letting this go. to
letting Flynn go. He is a good guy. I hope you can let this go."
I replied only that ~he is a good guy." (In fact, I had a positive
experience dealing with Mike Flynn when he was a colleague
as Director of the Defense Intelligence Agency at the
beginning of my term at FBI.) I did not say I would "let this
go."
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While acknowledging thal the President only said ''hope,''
Diredor Corney said he look it as a direction:

He did not direct you to let it go'!
Not in his words. no.
He did not order you to let it go?
Again, those words are not an order "' The reason I

keep saying his words is I took it a.:, a direction.

Right.
I mean, this i:,; a president of the United States with me
alone saying 1 hope this. I took it as, this is what he wants
me to do. ! didn't obey that, but thal's the way I took it.
You may have taken it as a diredion but that's not what

he said.
Corrc'Ct.11

Moreover, acrording to Director Corney's testimony, although
Director Camey did not agree "to let this go." and allhough the
investigation of Mr. Flynn -continued, he doeR nol contend that
\he President ever raised the matter with hi!ri again, and the
President denie::; he ever said he ''hoped" Comey could "let it
go" in words or substance. Nor did anyone from the White
House, or anyone else acting on the President's behalf. ever
contact him about the Flynn investigation.-~
While Director Corney testified that the President pressed him
several times, according to his lestlmony that "pressing" had
nothing to do with the Flynn investigation. but rnther with the
President's completely proper and reasonable request that the
Director say publicly what be had sald privately three times,
namely, that lhe President was not himself under investigation.
The President made dear his reason for this request: according
to Director Corney, the President explained "the cloud' was
getting in the way of his ability to do his job.".;½ As Director

Corney himself testified in a discussion with Senator Reed,
there ·would have been nothing improper about Director Corney
publicly making the faduaf!y accurate stntemenl he had
repeatedly made privately to the President and Congress -~
namely, that the President \Vas not under investigation.25
Indeed Director Corney testified publicly to precisely this fact
less than two months later. Yet, Director Corney dedined to do
so at the time despite the President's repeated requests.

Ii is also clear that at the time of their conversations, Director
Corney did nol construe the President's alleged remarks as an
efforl to obstruct justice. He did not at any time direct the FBf to

commence an obstruction investigation, Although the
comments were allegedly made on February 14, 2017, according
lo Din.~etor Corney. the Pn~sideut was slill not under
investigation when the Director was removed from office
almost two months later. Deputy Director McCabe also testified
that he was not aware of any pressure on the FBI regarding any
investigation,AQ AH of this indicates that Corney did not report

his currently pos-Hennination vh:."!\V to his Deputy at the time,
nor did Director Corney report any concerns of alleged
obstruction to his superiors a! the Justice Department,?Z
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We appreciate the opportunity to address these matters. We
remain committed to working with your office to facilitate a

swift and thorough review which we hope will lead to the
conclusion we have clearly demonstrated, i.e., that
constitutionally and as a matter of law, there is no basis for any
investigation to include the conduct of the President of the
United States.
Respectfully submitted,

Marc E. Kasowitz
Counsel to the President
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Emily Cochrane contributed reporting.
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What's Next?

Trump Calls Representative Justin
Amash a 'Loser' Over
Impeachment Talk
By Glenn Thrush

May19,2019

WASHINGTON - President Trump attacked Representative Justin Amash as a 'total lightweight" and «loser" on Sunday, a day after the

Michigan Republican said Mr. Trump's behavior as president bad reached the "threshold for impeachment:•
The president's attacks reinforced Mr. Amash's isolation within his partyt as even the Republican lawmakers who might be most
sympathetic to his position avoided stepping forward to join him.

Earlier on Sunday, Senator Mitt Romney, a Utah Republican who has been one of the few members of his party to even mildly chastise Mr.
Trump in public after the release of the Mueller repor~ described Mr. Amash's statement as "courageous." But Mr. Romney, the 2012
Republican presidential nominee, dismissed the idea of impeachment, saying on CNN's ''State of the Union" that the evidence lacked "the
full element that you need to prove an obstruction~of~justice case:•
Mr. Trump - who has stonewalled requests by House Democrats for documents and has commanded current and former aides to turn
down requests to testify before investigative committees - was not so circumspect.
"Never a fan of @justinamash, a total lightweight who opposes me and some of our great Republican ideas and policies just for the sake of
getting his name out there through controversy;' Mr. Trump wrote in a midmorning 'Twitter riff that included, among other things, criticism
of the "Fake News Sunday Political Shows" and boasts about his judicial appointments and health care policies.
"Justin is a loser who sadly plays right into our opponents hands!" he added.
On Saturday, Mr. Amash, 39, became the first sitting Republican member of Congress to suggest that Mr. Trump's actions, as described in
the report of the special counsel, Robert S. Mueller III, met the constitutional threshold of high crimes and misdemeanors.
"President Trump has engaged in impeachable conduct;• Mr. Amash wrote in a series of Twitter messages after reading the redacted

version of the 448-page repcrt.
Contrary to the public statements and summaries offered by Attorney General William P. Barr, "Mueller's report reveals that President
Trump engaged in specific actions and a pattern of behavior that meet the threshold for impeachment:' wrote Mr. Amash, a self~described
strict constitutionalist who has considered running against Mr. Trump in the 2020 Republican primary.
It is a judgment not publicly shared by any other Republican member of Congress.

"Justin Amash has reached a different conc1usion than I have;• said Mr. Romney, who has said he was "sickened" and "appalled" by Mr.
Mueller's report.
Mr: Trump and his team have successfully cowed Republican critics through sheer political force: The president is overwhelmingly popular
among the Republican base- and the White House and national Republican organizations controlled by Trump loyalists have threatened
anyone who opposes them with supporting potential primary opponents.
"It's sad to see Congressman Arnash parroting the Democrats' talking points on Russia:' Ronna McDaniel, the Republican National
Committee chairwoman, said in a statement. "The only people still fixated on the Russia collusion hoax are political foes of President Trump

hoping to defeat him in 2020 by any desperate means pcssible."
"Voters in Amash's district strongly support this president, and would rather their congressman work to support the president's policies:•
she said.
On Saturday, State Representative Jim Lower► an outspoken Trump supporter who lives in Mr. Amash's Grand Rapids~area district,
suggested he would challenge the five-term congressman next year.
"This cannot go unchallenged! I support @realDonaldTrump, I support West Michigan values, I support our party's values:► Mr. Lower
tweeted. He promised a major announcement on his potential challenge in the coming week.
https:/~.nytlmes.corrv.2019/05/19/us/politics/trump-justin-amash-impeachrnenthtni
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Mr. Amash's conclusions track closely with those of many Democrats. While Speaker Nancy Pelosi has sought to block attempts to impeach
Mr. Trump based on the findings of the Mueller report, she declared her openness last week to initiating an impeachment inquiry as a means
1f forcing administration officials to comply with the subpoenas of the six House committees investigating Mr. Trwnp's conduct.

v!r. Amash was one of 14 Republicans to side with Democrats in their unsuccessful attempt to override the president's first veto, which
upheld an emergency declaration to divert funding from other federal projects to bUlld a wall along the southwestern border.

Common Questions About Impeachment
• What is impeachment?
lmpeachment is charging a hOtder of public office with misconduct.

• Why is the impeachment process happening now?
A whistle~b!ower complaint filed ln August sa_id that ~h_ite_ House officials believed they had
witnessed Mr. Trump abuse his powerJorpolltical gain.
• Can you explain what President Ttump is accused of doing?
President Trump is accused of breaking the law by pressuring the president of Ukraine to
look into former Vice President Jo~eph R. Biden Jr., a potential Democratic opponent in the
2020 election.
• What did the President say to the president of Ukraine?
Here is a reconstructed transcript of Mr. Trump's can to President Volodymyr Zelensky of
Ukraine, released by The White House.
• What is the impeachment process like?
Here are answers to seven key questions about the process.

How to Keep Up
SI Get an email recapping the day's news
Download our mobile app on f9S and Android and tum on alerts
Listen to analysis on our special podcast series, 1'he Latest
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Trump Knew of Whistle-Blower
Complaint When He ReleasedAid
to Ukraine
White House lawyers briefed President Trump in late August about the complaint, people familiar with the
matter said.
By MlchNI S. Schmidt, Julian E.
Nov. 26, 2019

-and

Map Habenn1n

WASHINGTON - President Trump had already been briefed on a whistle-blower's complaint about his dealings with
Ukraine when he unfroze milltarY aid for the country in September, according to two people familiar with the matter.
Lawyers from the White House counsel's office told Mr. Trump in late August about the complaint, explaining that they
were trying to determine whether they were legally required to give it to Congress, the people said.
The revelation could shed light on Mr. Trump's thinking at two critical points under scrutiny by impeachment
investigators: his decision in early September to release $391 million in security assistance to Ukraine and his denial to
a key ambassador around the same time that there was a "quid pro quo" with Kylv. Mr. Trump used the phrase before it
had entered the public lexicon in the Ukraine affair.
Mr. Trump faced bipartisan pressure from Congress when he released the aid. But the new timing detail shows that he
vas also aware at the time that the whistle-blower had accused him of wrongdoing in withholding the aid and in his
oroader campaign to pressure Ukraine's new president, Volodymyr ZelenskY, to conduct investigations that could
benefit Mr. Trump's re-election chances.
The complaint from the whistle-blowei; a C.I.A. officer who submitted it to the inspector general for the intelligence
community in mid-August, put at the center of that pressure campaign a July 25 phone call between the presidents,
which came at a time when Mr. Trump had already frozen the aid to the Ukrainian government. Mr. Trump asked that
Mr. ZelenskY "do us a favor," then brought up the investigations he sought, alarming White House aides who conveyed
their concerns to the whistle-blower.
The White House declined to comment
The whistle-blower complaint, which would typically be submitted to lawmakers who have oversight of the intelligence
agencies, first came to light as the subject of an administration tug of war. In late August, the inspector general for the
intelligence community, Michael Atkinson, concluded that the administration needed to send it to Congress.
But the White House counsel, Pat A. Cipollone, and his deputy John A. Eisenberg disagreed. They decided that the
administration could withhold from Congress the whistle-blower's accusations because they were protected by
executive privilege. The lawyers told Mr. Trump they planned to ask the Justice Department's Office of Legal Counsel
to determine whether they had to disclose the complaint to lawmakers.
A week later, the Office of Legal Counsel concluded that the administration did not have to hand over the complaint.
It is unclear how much detail the lawyers provided Mr. Trump about the complaint. The New York Times reported in
September that White House advisers - namely, Mr. Cipollone and Mr. Eisenberg- knew about the whistle-blower
:omplaint in August But the specifics of when and how Mr. Trump learned of it have not previously been reported.

https1/WwW,nytlmes.eoml2019/11/26/us/polltlc9islle-blower-complalnt-u k!8ine.html
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The whistle-blower, whose identity has not been made public, accused Mr. Thunp of abusing his power by inviting a
foreign power to interfere on his behalf in the 2020 election. He described the pressure campaign to get Mr. Zelensky to
>ublicly commit to investigations of Democrats that could potentially benefit Mr. Thunp and suggested that a
temporary hold that the administration had placed on assistance to Ukraine, which is fighting a war against Russian
proxy forces, might be related to the effort.
New details also emerged on Tuesday about that decision to freeze the security assistance to Ukraine. An official from
the White House budget office, Mark Sandy, testified that on July 12, he received an email from the office of the acting
White House chief of staff, Mick Mulvaney, notifying him that Mr. Trump had directed that administration officials
freeze Ukraine's military aid.
Mr. Trump had enthusiastically sought the investigations for much of the summer. But in early September, he told one
of his top diplomats - Gordon D. Sondland, the United States ambassador to the European Union, who helped carry
out the shadow policy toward Ukraine - that he was not seeking "a quid pro quo" with the Ukrainian government by
withholding the aid.
Mr. Sondland said that when he called Mr. Thunp to inquire about why the aid had been withheld, an irritated Mr.
Thunp insisted he was not seeking anything from the Ukrainians. But the president said that he wanted Mr. Zelensky
"to do the right thing," Mr. Sondland testified to Congress last week, suggesting that he was still seeking the
investigations into Democrats that could help his political fortunes.
There are discrepancies about whether Mr. Sondland spoke to the president on Sept. 7 or 9. The administration lifted
the freeze on aid to Ukraine on Sept. 11, as lawmakers• demands grew. 1\vo days earlier, three Democratic-led House
committees had opened an investigation into Mr. Thunp's dealings with Ukraine.
Only days after the president learned of the whistle-blower complaint, he spoke with Senator Ron Johnson, Republican
1f Wisconsin, about the aid holdup. Mr. Johnson sought permission to tell Mr. Zelensky at an upcoming meeting in
Jkraine that Mr. Thunp had decided to release the security assistance, according to Mr. Johnson.
Mr. Thunp replied that he was not ready, Mr. Johnson said. He said he asked later on the call whether the aid was
linked to some action that the president wanted the Ukrainians to take.
"Without hesitation, President Thunp immediately denied such an arrangement existed," Mr. Johnson wrote in a letter
this month to House Republicans.
Mr. Thunp erupted in anger and began cursing, he wrote.
"'No way:• Mr. Thlmp said, according to Mr. Johnson. "'I would never do that. Who told you that?'"
The White House bas kept a tight hold on details about the actions of Mr. Thunp and his senior aides in the Ukraine
affair.
The president has refused to let top advisers testify in the impeachment inquiry, leaving a void that Republicans have
exploited They argue that the evidence that Democrats have gathered is insufficient because it contains few firsthand
accounts linking the president to wrongdoing.
But Democrats have not only the transcript of Mr. Thlmp's July 25 call but also the testimony of Mr. Sondland, who said
Mr. Thunp directed him and other top administration officials to maintain pressure on Ukraine.
Both Mr. Cipollone and Mr. Eisenberg, who briefed Mr. Trump in late August about the whistle-blower complaint, had
been following up on other complaints by administration officials about the Ukraine matter since early July.
Mr. Cipollone had suggested to Mr. Eisenberg in July that he tell Mr. Thunp that White House staff members had raised
:oncerns about a shadow Ukraine policy. Mr. Eisenberg, who does not typically brief Mr. Thunp, never followed up on
the suggestion.
Michael S. Schmidt and Julian E. Barnes reported from Washington, and Maggie Haberman from New York. Katie Benner contributed reporting from
Washington.
https:/lwww.nytimes.oom/2019111/26/US/politics/trump-whls--compialnt-ukralne.html
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Common Questions About Impeachment
• What Is impeachment?
Impeachment is charging a holder of public office with misconduct.

• Why is the impeachment process happening now?
A whistle-blower complaint filed in August sai~ that White House officials believed they had
witnessed Mr. Trump abuse his power for political gain.
• can you explain what President Trump is accusad of doing?
President Trump is accused of breaking the law by pressuring the president of Ukraine to
look into former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr., a potential Democratic opponent in the
2020 election.
• What did the President say to the president of Ukraine?
Here is a reconstructed transcript of Mr. Trump's call to President Volodymyr Zelensky of
Ukraine, released by The White House.
• What is the impeachment process like?

Here are answers to seven key questions about the process.

How to Keep Up
iii Get an email recapping the day's news

□ Download our mobile app on iOS and Android and turn on alerts

t

Listen to analysis on our special podcast series, The latest
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Trump Vows Stonewall of'All' House
Subpoenas, Setting Up Frght Over
Powers
By Charlie Savage
April 24, 2019

WASHINGTON -The Trump administration escalated its defiance of Congress on Wednesday, as the Justice Department refused to let an
official testify on Capitol Hill and President Trump vowed to fight what he called a "ridiculous" subpoena ordering a former top aide to
appear before lawmakers.
"We're fighting all the subpoenas," Mr. Trump told reporters outside the White House. "These aren't, like, impartial people. The Democrats
are trying to win 2020."
The moves added to an already remarkable week of stonewalling by the Trump administration after the release of the report by the special
counsel, Roberts. Mueller III, that revealed the scope of the Russian operation to help Mr. Trump win the 2016 election and detailed his
attempts to impede an investigation he saw as imperiling his presidency.
Mr. Trump's flurry of moves this week to block multiple congressional investigations signaled a new phase of constitutional friction that
could redefine Jong-murky boundaries of Congress's power to conduct oversight of the executive branch - and the power of presidents to
keep government affairs secret from lawmakers.
[President 1rump is definitely building a wall - but it is between the White House and the House of Representatives.]
As a matter of politics, Mr. Trump's strategy sets the stage for open warfare with House Democrats heading into the 2020 election. The
results could be unpredictable at a time when Speaker Nancy Pelosi has tried to keep a lid on liberal demands for impeachment proceedings
- which are unlikely to succeed in removing Mr. Trump because substantial numbers of Senate Republicans would have to vote for it - by
channeling their energies into vigorous oversight investigations of the administration.
As a matter of law, Mr. Trump's declared tactic of fighting every subpoena faces steep obstacles, legal experts said The House can vote to
hold in contempt officials who refuse to show up in response to subpoenas and ask judges for orders requiring compliance with them.
Litigation over whether those subpoenas were legitimate will turn on precedents that require both branches to make good-faith efforts to
accommcxlate each other's needs. It will also delve into whether executive privilege is waived in instances in which the Trump
administration has already disclosed some of the information that the president is trying to keep from Congress.
But ultimately, prevailing in court may not be the goal. By essentially forcing Democrats to keep filing lawsuits to try to enforce their
subpoenas, Mr. Trump will be fighting what he can portray as "presidential harassment" and to stall the inquiries themselves.

On Wednesday, the Justice Department said a civil rights division official, John Gore, would defy a subpoena to testify on Thursday about its
addition of a citizenship question to the census. This week, White House lawyers indicated that they would tell the former White House
counsel Donald R Mc Gahn II and other former officials not to comply with subpoenas for their testimony, a person familiar with the legal
strategy said.
Mr. Trump has also sued to block a congressional subpoena of his accounting firm, Treasury Secretary Steven Mnuchin missed a deadline to
turn over Mr. Trump's tax returns to lawmakers and the former head of White House personnel security, Carl Kline, ignored a subpoena
ordering him to appear for a deposition about overriding recommendations to deny security clearances.
Together, the events of the week made clear that Mr. Trump has adopted a strategy of unabashed resistaoce to oversight efforts by the
House - reveling in abandoning even the pretense of trying to negotiate accommodations and compromise with the institution controlled by
his political opponents.
"The president is attempting to repeal a congressional power of oversight that goes back to the administration of George Washington," said
Charles Tiefer, a former longtime House lawyer who is now a University of Baltimore law professor. He said "the comprehensiveness and
intensity of this presidential stonewalling" exceeded anything he had seen in his 40-year career.

https:/lwNN.r,/.irres.com'2019/04/24/us/politics/donald-trurrp-subpoenas.htm
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He added: "Congress can call witnesses about problems with the executive branch anytime. Otherwise there is no check on whether the
executive branch is doing the public's work or just exercising raw power."
peaking with reporters on Wednesday, Mr. Trump cited the end of the special counsel investigation to declare he had been investigated
enough. •1 thought after two years we'd be finished with it;' he said. "No. Now the House goes and starts subpoenas." He added, •1 say it's
enough:'

He also falsely stated that Mr. Mueller's investigators "came up with no obstruction:• In fact, they laid out extensive evidence that he
committed that crime several times but stopped short of deciding whether to accuse him of it only because the Justice Department
considers sitting presidents temporarily immune from indictment
And on Twitter, Mr. Trump offered a novel idea for pusbing back against any impeachment proceedings if House Democrats tried to move
forward with them: He would get the Supreme Court to order them to stop.
"If the partisan Dems ever tried to Impeach, I would first head to the U.S. Supreme Court,'' Mr. Trump wrote over two posts. "Not only are
there no 'High Crimes and Misdemeanors; there are no Crimes by me at all."

Nothing in the Constitution or American legal history gives the Supreme Court a role in deciding whether Congress has misidentified what
counts as a high crime or misdemeanor for the purpose of impeachment
Notwithstanding Mr. Trump's denunciation of the subpoena to Mr. McGahn, his administration's legal team has not put forward any legal
theory for why executive privilege - the president's power to keep secret certain internal executive branch information - would ban the
kind of testimony the House Judiciary Committee is seeking from the former White House lawyer: essentially, to go over what he already
told Mr. Mueller.
Mr. Trump waived executive privilege to let Mr. Mueller freely question Mr. Mc Gahn about their conversations, and Attorney General
William P. Barr made Mr. McGahn's accounts public by disclosing most of the special counsel's report - likely a further waiver of the
privilege.
Mr. McGahn has expressed frustration about the situation, according to a person close to him. He advised the president in 2017 against
cooperating with Mr. Mueller and believes that if Mr. Trump had followed his advice, he would have a far stronger argument that their
::onversations are protected by executive privilege, the person said.
Mr. McGahn was the main witness to several of Mr. Trump's actions that appear to most clearly meet the criteria Mr. Mueller laid out for
attempted obstruction of justice. Among those was an episode last year when Mr. Trump pressured Mr. McGahn to create an internal White
House document that would falsely deny that the president had ordered him to have Mr. Mueller fired.
Several legal experts said Mr. Trump's vow to fight every subpoena is a departure from how past presidents confronted congressional
oversight investigations run by their adversaries. The White House and lawmakers have generally resolved fights over internal information
about the executive branch through negotiation and accommodation - a practice that courts have repeatedly said they want to see.
By contrast, Mr. Trump's scorched-earth strategy appears meant to prompt a lengthy fight for each subpoena, by giving the House a choice
between seeing its subpoenas ignored or going to court to ask a judge to order the administration to comply with them. Such lawsuits would
then prompt wrangling in the courts over whether Mr. Trump had the authority to block the subpoena.
While relatively few definitive judicial precedents exist about where the executive branch's power to keep private internal information stops
and Congress's power to gain access to it begins, a few cases may be notable for the emerging fights, specialists said.
In a 1997 appeals court ruling involving internal White House documents the Clinton administration wanted to keep from Congres~ a panel
of judges ruled that the administration had waived its ability to claim executive privilege over certain files because it had permitted a
personal lawyer for an executive branch official to see them. Personal lawyers for current and former Trump administration officials
reviewed many documents involving their clients during the special counsel investigation.
In a 2008 district court ruling involving whether a former White House counsel to President George W. Bush, Harriet Miers, could be
compelled to testify before Congress, a judge said she had to show up and decide whether to decline to answer potentially privileged
questions one by one. That could suggest that Mr. McGahn must similarly appear before the House Judiciary Committee.
And in a 2016 district court ruling involving internal Justice Department documents the Obama administration wanted to keep secret from
Congress, a judge ruled that executive privilege no longer protected materials that had been disclosed in an inspector generai report.
Because Mr. Barr made most of Mr. Mueller's report public, that principle may limit Mr. Trump's success in asserting the privilege to block
Congress from receiving testimony and documents about events described in the report
But each of the emerging fights raises somewhat different legal questions that courts would have to sort through.
The fight over testimony on the 2020 census turns on the Trump administration's insistence that an executive branch lawyer accompany Mr.
Gore to instruct him not to answer certain questions that may be subject to executive privilege.
h!lps:/lwmar/Jmes.com/2019/04/24/us/politics/donald-trull'!)-subpoenas.htrri
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The House Oversight and Reform Committee is invoking a longstanding House rule that witnesses may be accompanied in depositions by
personal lawyers but not by government ones. though it has offered to let Mr. Gore leave the room to consult a department lawyer.
~he Trump administration objected, saying in the letter on Wednesday that the rule would "unconstitutionally infringe on the prerogatives of
the executive branch." It did not address the fact the Constitution explicitly empowers the House to set the rules for its own proceedings.
Mr. Gore still had a legal obligation to show up on Thursday, Representative Elijah E. Cummings of Maryland, the Democratic chairman of
the oversight committee, said in a statement

"Both President Trump and Attorney General Barr are now openly ordering federal employees to ignore congressional subpoenas and
simply not show up - without any assertion of a valid legal privilege;• Mr. Cummings said. "These employees and their personal attorneys
should think very carefully about their own legal interests rather than being swept up in the obstruction schemes of the Trump
administration."

Common Questions About Impeachment
• What is impeachment?
Impeachment is charging a holder of public office with misconduct.
• Why is the impeachment process happening now?

A whistle-blower complaint filed in August said that White House officials believed they had
witnessed Mr. Trump abuse his power for political gain,
The Trump
Impeachment

Trump Impeached

SenatOfS' Reactions How Everyone Voted What's Next?
• Can YoU explain what President lrump Is accused of doing?

President Trump is accused of breaking the !aw by pressuring the president of Ukraine to
look into former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr., a potential Democratic opponent in the
2020 election.

• What did the President sayio the president of Ukraine?
Here is a reconstructed transcript of Mr. Trump's call to President Volodymyr Zelensky of
Ukraine, released by The White House.

• What Is the Impeachment process like?
Here are answers to seven key questions about the process.
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Trump Was Repeatedly Warned That
Ukraine Conspiracy Theory Was
'Completely Debunked'
Thomas P. Bossert, President Trump's first homeland security adviser, said he was "deeply disturbed" that
Mr. Trump had urged Ukraine to investigate Democrats.

By Sheryl Gay Stolberg, Maggie Haberman and Peter Baker
Published Sept. 29, 2019

Updated Sept. 30, 2019

WASHINGTON - President Trump was repeatedly warned by his own staff that the Ukraine conspiracy
theory that he and his lawyer were pursuing was "completely debunked" long before the president pressed
Ukraine this summer to investigate his Democratic rivals, a former top adviser said on Sunday.
Thomas P. Bossert, who served as Mr. Trump's first homeland security adviser, said he told the president there
was no basis to the theory that Ukraine, not Russia, intervened in the 2016 election and did so on behalf of the
Democrats. Speaking out for the first time, Mr. Bossert said he was "deeply disturbed" that Mr. Trump
nonetheless tried to get Ukraine's president to produce damaging information about Democrats.
Mr. Bossert's comments, on the ABC program "This Week" and in a subsequent telephone interview,
underscored the danger to the president as the House moves ahead with an inquiry into whether he abused his
power for political gain. Other former aides to Mr. Trump said on Sunday that he refused to accept
reassurances about Ukraine no matter how many times it was explained to him, instead subscribing to an
unsubstantiated narrative that has now brought him to the brink of impeachment.
The latest revelations came as the impeachment inquiry rushed ahead at a brisk pace. The House chairman
taking the lead said that the whistle-blower who brought the matter to light would testify soon and that a
subpoena for documents would be issued early this week to Rudolph W. Giuliani, the president's personal
lawyer who spearheaded the effort to find dirt on Democrats in Ukraine. In a letter to the acting director of
national intelligence, lawyers for the whistle-blower requested stepped-up efforts to ensure his safety, citing
"serious concerns we have regarding our client's personal safety:•
As Democrats pressed forward, a new CBS News poll showed that 55 percent of Americans supported an
impeachment inquiry, the first time it has had majority backing, a worrying development for a White House
that until now has been able to make the argument that the public opposed impeaching Mr. Trump. A senior
White House aide tried to turn the tables by arguing that Mr. Trump was the real whistle-blower because he
was uncovering Democratic corruption.
As Republicans struggled to defend the president on Sunday, Mr. Bossert's remarks offered a hint of cracks in
the Republicans' armor. While Mr. Bossert was forced out in 2018 when John R. Bolton became national
security adviser, he has remained publicly loyal until now to a president who prizes fealty above all else.

https://www.nytimes.com/2019109/29/us/poUtlcs/tom-bossert-trump-ukraine.html
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"It is completely debunked;' Mr. Bossert said of the Ukraine theory on ABC. Speaking with George
'ltephanopoulos, Mr. Bossert blamed Mr. Giuliani for filling the president's head with misinformation. "I am
leeply frustrated with what he and the legal team is doing and repeating that debunked theory to the president.
It sticks in his mind when he hears it over and over again, and for clarity here, George, let me just again repeat
that it has no validity:'
He added that pressing Ukraine's president was disturbing, but noted that it remained unproven whether Mr.
Trump's decision to withhold aid to Ukraine was tied to the demand for investigations into former Vice
President Joseph R. Biden Jr. and other Democrats.
"It is a bad day and a bad week for this president and for this country if he is asking for political dirt on an
opponent;' Mr. Bossert said. "But it looks to me like the other matter that's far from proven is whether he was
doing anything to abuse his power and withhold aid in order to solicit such a thing:' On Twitter later on Sunday,
he added that he did "not see evidence of an impeachable offense:'
Other former aides said separately on Sunday that the president had a particular weakness for conspiracy
theories involving Ukraine, which in the past three years has become the focus of far-right media outlets and
political figures. Mr. Trump was more willing to listen to outside advisers like Mr. Giuliani than his own national
security team.
Mr. Trump has known Mr. Giuliani, the former New York mayor, for years and likes his pugnacious approach
and the fact that he never pushes back, said one former aide, who like others asked not to be identified
discussing internal matters. Mr. Giuliani would "feed Trump all kinds of garbage" that created "a real problem
for all of us;' said the former aide.
House Democrats may try to explore that as they move expeditiously in their inquiry. Representative Adam B.
Schiff, the chairman of the House Intelligence Committee, said on Sunday that the whistle-blower whose
complaint rocked Washington last week would testify "very soon" and that Mr. Giuliani would be ordered to
turn over documents.
Mr. Schiff, a former prosecutor who is the de facto chief of the inquiry, also issued a pointed warning to Mr.
Trump and White House aides, who have a history of blocking congressional requests for witnesses and
records. "If they're going to obstruct, then they are going to increase the likelihood that Congress may feel it
necessary to move forward with an article of obstruction,'' he said on "This Week."
Mr. Trump continued his bellicose attacks on his accusers. "I want Schiff questioned at the highest level for
Fraud & Treason,'' he wrote on Twitter. And he threatened the whistle-blower, who is protected by law from
retribution. "Was this person SPYING on the U.S. President? Big Consequences!"
Republicans have had a tough time defending Mr. Trump and have mostly tried to redirect the conversation to
suggest that Mr. Biden engaged in wrongdoing. Representative Steve Scalise of Louisiana, the No. 2 Republican
in the House, repeatedly changed the subject on Sunday when Chuck Todd, the moderator of NBC's "Meet the
Press;' pressed him on whether he believed a summary transcript of the Ukraine call merited further
investigation.
"Well, they've been investigating President Trump for two years, making way for baseless allegations;' Mr.
Scalise finally said. "They're investigating everything."
Senator Lindsey Graham, Republican of South Carolina, suggested that Mr. Trump appoint a special prosecutor
to look into Mr. Biden's role in the firing of a former prosecutor in Ukraine, and said he had no problem with the
president's phone call.
https://www,nytimes.com/2019/09/29/us/politics/tom-bossert-trump-ukraine.html
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Trump Was Repeatedly Warned That Ukraine Conspiracy Theory Was 'Completely Debunked' - The New York Times

"I'm openly telling everybody in the country I have the president's back because I think this is a setup;' he said
on CBS's "Face the Nation."
)ne of the few Republicans to express concern over the allegations was Representative Will Hurd of Texas, a
former CJ.A. officer who is not seeking re-election. "There are troubling issues within the whistle-blower's
report,'' he said on "Face the Nation" on CBS. "But they are allegations. And I think that's why we should
explore these allegations through hearings."
The White House put out Stephen Miller, the president's senior adviser, to offer his defense on the Sunday talk
show circuit. Appearing on "Fox News Sunday;' Mr. Miller denounced the whistle-blower as a "deep-state
operative" who is part of a cabal of "unelected bureaucrats who think they need to take down this president."
Mr. Trump, he added, was the one searching for wrongdoing by pursuing corruption allegations against Mr.
Biden and Democrats. "The president is the whistle-blower here,'' Mr. Miller said. "The president of the United
States is the whistle-blower. And this individual is a saboteur trying to undermine a democratically elected
government:'
Central to the complaint by the whistle-blower was a July 25 telephone call in which Mr. Trump pressed
President Volodymyr Zelensky of Ukraine to "do us a favor" and investigate Democrats at a time when the
president had just ordered $391 million in aid to Ukraine frozen.
While his focus on Mr. Biden has drawn the most attention, Mr. Trump also urged Mr. Zelensky to look into a
theory about the 2016 election that holds that Ukraine hacked the Democratic National Committee and then
framed Moscow, possibly at the behest of Democratic operatives.
He specifically cited an American cybersecurity firm, CrowdStrike, that did work for the Democratic National
Committee in 2016 and that he seemed to believe was a Ukrainian company, and also brought up a D.N.C.
computer server that he suggested might be hidden in Ukraine.
While serving Mr. Trump, Mr. Bossert repeatedly told him that his questions about the server were without
merit, according to a former senior administration official. In fact, the main server for the committee was in the
party's headquarters in Washington, and was later displayed there, next to a file cabinet that was broken into
by the Watergate burglars nearly a half-century ago.
The first time Mr. Bossert and other aides refuted the server theory came before the inauguration when
intelligence agency directors briefed him on Russia's election interference operation. Mr. Trump may not have
absorbed it because he was thrown off guard when told about a Democratic-financed dossier that included
unproven allegations about his ties to Russia
Shortly before Valentine's Day in 2017, Mr. Bossert brought in Mike Rogers, the director of the National
Security Agency, to brief Mr. Trump not only on the summary about the conclusion that it was Russia, but with
the technical mechanics that led to the conclusion. At that point, Trump appeared to register that it was Russia.
But periodically after that, he would say at rallies that he wondered about the server. Mr. Bossert would not re•
educate him each time.
Another former senior official said it was a constant struggle to convince Mr. Trump that Russia, not Ukraine,
had interfered in the election. The president would accept it after speaking with his more grounded aides, this
official said, but then revert to believing it was a plot by Democrats or Ukrainians or others after speaking with
'associates outside the administration like Mr. Giuliani.

https;//www,nytimes.com/2019/09/29/us/politics/tom-bossert-trump-ukraine.html
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But even as his role in the controversy was debated over the weekend, Mr. Giuliani had the endorsement of Mr.
Trump to continue appearing on television on Sunday defending himself and the president, according to two
frump advisers.
"I am defending my client the best way I know how:' Mr. Giuliani said on "This Week;' appearing shortly after
Mr. Bossert did.
In a brief telephone interview after his ABC appearance, Mr. Bossert allowed for the possibility that it was
someone other than Mr. Giuliani who had gotten in Mr. Trump's head.
"In fairness, I don't know that it was Rudy Giuliani that put that conspiracy theory into the president's head:'
he said. "I know somebody did and I was under the impression it was Mayor Giuliani. If Mayor Giuliani wasn't
promoting the D.N.C. server conspiracy theory, then I apologize:'
But in his television interview, Mr. Bossert made clear how serious the issue was, suggesting it could end Mr.
Trump's presidency. "The D.N.C. server and that conspiracy theory has got to go; they have to stop with that,"
he said. He noted that the president "has not gotten his pound of flesh yet" from the investigation into his own
ties to Russia. "But George, if he continues to focus on that white whale, it's going to bring him down:'
Repcrting was contributed by Chris Cameron, Matthew Rosenberg, David E. Sanger, Julian E. Barnes and Michael S. Schmidt.

Common Questions About Impeachment
• What is impeachment?
Impeachment is charging a holder of public office with misconduct.
• Why is the impeachment process happening now?
A whistle-blower complaint filed in August said that White House officials believed they had
witnessed Mr. Trump abuse his power for political gain.

• Can you explain what President Trump Is accused of doing?
President Trump is accused of breaking the law by pressuring the president of Ukraine to
look into former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr., a potential Democratic opponent in the
2020 election.
• What did the President say to the president of Ukraine?
Here is a reconstructed transcript of Mr. Trump's call to President Volodymyr Zelensky of
Ukraine, released by The White House.
What is the impeachment process like?
Here are answers to seven key questions about the process.
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Ukraine Knew ofAid Freeze in July, Says

Ex-Top Official in Kyiv
Ukraine's government learned of the military aid freeze during the Trump administration's pressure campaign and tried to keep that knowledge from going public, an ex-deputy foreign minister said.

j

By Andrew E. Kramer

Dec. 3, 2019

KYIV, Ukraine - As deputy foreign minister, it was Olena Zerkal's job to read incoming diplomatic cables from embassies
around the world. One from Washington caught her eye back in July, she recalled: It said the Trump administration had
frozen military aid for Ukraine.
"We had this information,'' Ms. Zerkal said in an interview. "It was definitely mentioned there were some issues:•
The timing of when Ukraine knew of the hold on the military aid is a critical question in the impeachment hearings in
Congress. Democrats are trying to build a case that President Trump pressured President Volodymyr Zelensky by
withholding the aid and a White House meeting - at the same time he was pressing for a public announcement that
Ukraine would investigate his political rivals.
Mr. Trump and his allies have also made the timing issue part of his defense. How could Ukrainian officials feel the
ryressure of the aid freeze, they ask, if they did not know about it when the White House was pushing them to investigate
vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr., one of Mr. Trump's biggest challengers in the 2020 American presidential election?
"They didn't even know the money wasn't paid," Mr. Trump wrote on Twitter last month.
Ms. Zerkal's account is the first public acknowledgment by a Ukrainian official that senior figures in Kyiv knew about the
aid freeze during the Trump administration's pressure campaign - and that the Zelensky administration sought to keep
that fact from surfacing to avoid getting drawn into the American impeachment debate.
She said her own government blocked a trip she had planned to Washington to meet members of Congress in October,
worried she would discuss matters related to impeachment and drag its president into an inquiry he has been eager to
avoid.
"They worried about this;' she said of Mr. Zelensky's advisers. "They said, 'This is not the time for you to travel to D.C."'
The cancellation of her trip was confirmed by Congressional aides.
Mr. Zelensky, whose government is still dependent on the Trump administration for aid and diplomatic backing, has said
he did not learn of the aid freeze until before a meeting with Vice President Mike Pence on Sept. 1, though he has been
vague about exactly when.
But according to testimony in the impeachment inquiry, Ukrainian diplomats in Washington knew there was a problem
with the aid as early as July 25, the day Mr. Trump spoke with the Ukrainian president by phone and asked him to
investigate his rivals.
In the interview, Ms. Zerkal, who said she resigned from her post last week to protest her government's back channel
diplomacy with both the Trump administration last summer and Russia this fall, provided an insider's account of when
;enior officials in Kyiv learned of the freeze, and how they tried to keep the information from becoming public.
der account is backed by Laura K. Cooper, the American deputy assistant secretary of defense for Russia, Ukraine and
Eurasia, who said in Congressional testimony during the impeachment inquiry that Ukrainian diplomats knew about the
aid freeze at least by July 25, when they began to question United States officials about it.
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That was the same day Mr. Trump spoke hy phone with Mr. Zelensky and asked the Ukrainian leader to do him the
"favor" of investigating the activities of Mr. Biden and his son, Hunter Biden, as well as a discredited theory that Ukraine,
not Russia, hacked into Democratic servers during the 2016 presidential election.
Ms. Zerkal says she became aware of the hold by July 30, a few days after Mr. Trump's phone call with Mr. Zelensky.
She said she read a diplomatic cable from Ukrainian officials in Washington about the hold and asked for a meeting with a
senior aide to Mr. Zelensky to discuss it on July 30. The cable had been sent the previous week, she said, but she could not
confirm the precise date it had been transmitted.
The Ukrainian presidential administration was copied as a recipient of the cable from the embassy in Washington, she
said, adding: "We received it simultaneously:•
Whether senior Ukrainian officials knew of the aid freeze before the July 25 phone call or not, the accounts of Ms. Zerkal
and Ms. Cooper show that the Ukrainian government was aware of the hold on aid through several critical weeks in
August as United States diplomats pressed Mr. Zelensky to make a public statement on the investigations.
Later, as the impeachment inquiry ramped up in the United States, Mr. Zelensky's administration tried to squelch
information that could embarrass or undercut Mr. Trump, Ms. Zerkal said.
At a meeting in September, Ms. Zerkal said, a senior aide to Mr. Zelensky told her to "keep silent" and avoid news media
inquires on any topic.
The foreign minister appointed by Mr. Zelensky, Vadym Prystaiko, later blocked a planned visit to Washington by Ms.
Zerkal in October, she said. His concern, she said, was that she would discuss information relevant to the impeachment
proceedings - like when Ukraine learned military aid had been put on hold - with members of Congress.
Ms. Zerkal says she had arranged meetings with politicians from both parties, including Democratic Senators Robert
l;!enendez of New Jersey and Chuck Schumer of New York, and Republican Senators Ron Johnson of Wisconsin and Ted
:ruz of Texas, as well as with staff members of Speaker Nancy Pelosi.
The stated purpose of the meetings was to discuss American sanctions on Russia, but questions of when Ukraine became
aware of the freeze on American aid could have come up.
"His main message to me was to keep silent, to not comment without permission;• Ms. Zerkal said of the aide to Mr.
Zelensky, Andriy Yermak, who asked that she keep a low profile on all matters, not just those related to the United States.
"They are in a very tricky situation and they understand this:•
Mr. Zelensky's press office did not respond to questions about Ms. Zerkal's account of how the government learned of the
aid freeze or the reasons for canceling her trip to meet with members of Congress.
But Mr. Zelensky has insisted he wants to steer clear of the impeachment process and has signaled a desire for good
relations with the Trump administration. Speaking in New York in September, he said he had not been pressured by Mr.
Trump.
Later, at a news conference in October, Mr. Zelensky said he was not aware, at the time of his phone call with Mr. Trump
on July 25, that military aid was frozen. On Saturday, he told journalists from Time magazine and three European
publications, "look, I never talked to the president from the position of quid pro quo.''
But he also had pointed comments on the hold on aid. "We're at war;' he said. "If you're our strategic partner, then you
can't go blocking anything for us. I think that's just about fairness. It's not about quid pro quo.''
Ms. Zerkal's account demonstrates just how hard, bordering on impossible, it is for Mr. Zelensky to avoid taking sides in
the impeachment inquiry. If he is misleading people about his knowledge of the aid freeze, then he is damaging the
)emocrats' case against Mr. Trump. If he admits knowing, he damages Mr. Trump's case.
The Zelensky administration, Ms. Zerkal said, is most concerned about placating Mr. Trump, having decided that the
impeachment inquiry will fail in the Senate and that Mr. Trump could be re-elected.
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Indications had already been stacking up that Ukrainian officials knew well before the hold became public in August, first
in a blog posted by the Atlantic Council on Aug. 14 and then in an article published by Politico on Aug. 28.
/\n associate of Mr. Trump's personal lawyer Rudolph W. Giuliani, Lev Parnas, has said he warned of a possible aid freeze
as early as May, though others who attended the same meeting have contested his account.

Army Lt. Col. Alexander Vindman, the top Ukraine specialist in the National Security Council, testified that he learned of
a hold in early July. More United States officials became aware during a conference call on July 18, and the Office of
Management and Budget put the hold in writing on July 25, shortly after Mr. Trump's call with Mr. Zelensky.
Ms. Zerkal said she was alarmed to read of the freeze in late July. Ukraine is at war with Russian-backed separatists in
two eastern provinces and considers the United States an ally.
"This information caught my attention:• she said. "Without your clear support and stance against Russian aggression we
won't be able, alone, to protect ourselves:•
Kenneth P. Vogel contributed reporting from Washington.

Common Questions About Impeachment
• What is impeachment?
Impeachment is charging a holder of public office with misconduct.

• Why is the impeachment process happening now?
A whistle~blower complaint flied in August said that White House officials believed they had
witnessed Mr. Trump abuse his power for political gain.

• can you explain what President Trump is accused of doing?
President Trump is accused of breaking the law by pressuring the president of Ukraine to
look into former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr., a potential Democratic opponent in the
2020 election.

• What did the President say to the president of Ukraine?
Here is a reconstructed transcript of Mr. Trump's call to President Volodymyr Zelensky of
Ukraine, released by The White House.

• What is the impeachment process like?
Here are answers to seven key questions about the process.
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Ukraine's Leader, Wiser to Washington, Seeks New
Outreach to Trump
President Volodymyr Zelensky still needs backing from the administration. He is proposing a new ambassador and
weighing hiring lobbyists to build better ties.

By Kenneth P. Vogel and Andrew E. Kramer
Dec. 13, 2019

WASHINGTON - Eager to repair their country's fraught relationship with Washington, allies of President Volodyrnyr
Zelensky of Ukraine have met with lobbyists with close ties to the Trump administration, hopeful of creating new
channels of communication.
After more than two months of anxious waiting, Mr. Zelensky finally appears to have won support from the White House
for a candidate to fill Ukraine's vacant ambassadorship to the United States.
And Mr. Zelensky, still deeply dependent on American assistance, has been signaling, in hardly subtle fashion, that he and
his officials will not assist in the impeachment process, keeping quiet in particular about the fact that his government
knew weeks earlier than it has publicly acknowledged that Mr. Trump had frozen nearly $400 million in military aid to
Ukraine.
Nearly every world leader has struggled to figure out how to deal with Mr. Trump. But few face greater pressure to find
the answer - or more hurdles to doing so - than Mr. Zelensky.
Wiser now to the ways of Washington, he and his team are carefully trying to reestablish themselves in a variety of ways
as an important ally with a substantive agenda deserving of Washington's attention and support.
They have a long ways to go. Mr. Zelensky's team has been discouraged by the absence of expected support from Mr.
Trump for Ukraine's peace talks with Russia, as well as the lack of follow-through from the White House on a promised
Oval Office meeting with Mr. Zelensky that the administration had quietly signaled might happen in late January.
Mr. Zelensky's allies were frustrated further by Mr. Trump's meeting in the Oval Office on Tuesday with Sergey V. Lavrov,
the Russian foreign minister. And when the president's personal lawyer Rudolph W. Giuliani paid an unexpected visit to
Kyiv last week in a continued effort to dig up dirt on Mr. Trump's political opponents, no Ukrainian government officials
methim.
Asked by an official at the German Marshall Fund on Friday what the Zelensky administration wants from Washington,
Dmytro Kuleba, Ukraine's deputy prime minister, who has been in Washington this week meeting with administration
and congressional officials, said "all we are asking from our colleagues in the U.S. administration is fair treatment:•
He added, "We don't want to be shamed and blamed:'
The continued push to try to overcome Mr. Trump's grudge against Ukraine suggests Zelensky administration officials
have concluded that impeachment will fail in the Senate and that they will almost certainly need to work with Mr. Trump
for at least another year, and possibly another five years if Mr. Trump is re-elected.
"Our relations are not in good shape," said Olena Zerkal, a former deputy foreign minister under Mr. Zelensky. "I don't
believe in any chemistry between our leaders:•
Mr. Zelensky's willingness to accommodate the Trump administration has hardly gone unnoticed in Kyiv.
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After the White House released a rough transcript of a July 25 call between the American and Ukrainian presidents, Mr.
Zelensky was panned in Ukraine on social media for seeming too eager to please Mr. Trump. That included signaling a
willingness to pursue the investigations sought by Mr. Trump into political targets like the family of former Vice President
Joseph R. Biden Jr.
"Monica Zelensky," the Ukrainian president was called on social media in Kyiv, in a reference to the intern whose sexual
relations with Bill Clinton led to the last impeachment proceedings of an American president.
Even a White House visit, if it happens, risks being seen not so much as a triumph for Mr. Zelensky as more kowtowing to
Mr. Trump, who could cite it as evidence he never linked such a visit, or American military assistance for Ukraine, to
investigations that would benefit him politically.
"In Kyiv, we have to place bets on the current power in Washington:• said Nikolay Kapitonenko, professor at the Institute
of International Relations. But outreach to the Republican administration is not risk free, he said, adding, "Zelensky
understands that taking any side is dangerous:•
The importance of American support for Ukraine - and the desire for more of it from Mr. Trump - has been on display
in recent days.
An American diplomat traveled to Kyiv to express support for the Ukrainians headed into Mr. Zelensky's first face-to-face
meeting with President Vladimir V. Putin of Russia on Monday in Paris.
But Trump administration officials privately told the Ukrainians that Mr. Trump himself would signal support, according
to Americans and Ukrainians familiar with the matter, either via Twitter, as first reported by The Daily Beast, or possibly
even an invitation for Mr. Zelensky to visit the White House next month. While Mr. Trump posted more than 100 tweets on
Sunday, none expressed support for the Ukrainians headed into the peace talks.
The Trump administration had also resisted calls to levy sanctions against a Russian gas pipeline that would circumvent
Ukraine. The White House reportedly worked to undermine congressional efforts to block the pipeline, though sanctions
language was added to a $738 billion military policy bill that passed the House on Wednesday. And the military assistance
that Democrats accuse Mr. Trump of using as leverage to force the investigations reportedly still has not fully reached
Ukraine.
Those are among the issues that may help explain why the Ukrainians are considering stepping up their lobbying in
Washington, despite potential political and financial costs.
During his campaign and early in his presidency, Mr. Zelensky proclaimed that he had no need to hire lobbyists like the
government of his predecessor. "I never met a single lobbyist;• he said. "I don't need this. I never paid a coin and I never
will:'
Yet, in the weeks before Mr. ZelenskY was elected in April, his advisers quietly worked with a Washington lobbying firm,
Signal Group, to arrange meetings in Washington with Trump administration officials, as well as congressional offices
and think tanks that focus on Ukraine-United States relations.
Mr. ZelenskY distanced himself from the arrangement, even though Signal Group reported in a filing under the Foreign
Agents Registration Act, or FARA, that it was paid nearly $70,000 by Mr. Zelensky's party through a lawyer named
Marcus Cohen. Mr. Cohen, on the other hand, claimed that the money came from his own pocket, not from Mr. Zelensky's
party.
The Justice Department's National Security Division, which oversees FARA, sent a letter to Mr. Cohen requesting
information about the arrangement, then urged him to register as a foreign agent, according to people with knowledge of
the situation. One of the people said that the division also audited Signal Group's filings, informing the firm in a letter in
October that the inquiry was closed.
Signal defended its FARA filings as accurate, and referred questions about Mr. Cohen's representations to him or Mr.
Zelensky's team. Neither responded to requests for comment.
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Mr. Zelensky "may find that it is best to be his own spokesperson on this subject for a while to prevent others from
interpreting his words for him:' at least until "trust can be rebuilt;' Heather A. Conley, who was a deputy assistant
;ecretary of state in the bureau of European and Eurasian affairs from 2001 to 2005, said in an email.
Ms. Conley, who is director of the Europe program at the Center for Strategic and International Studies, was among the
think tank officials who met with one Mr. Zelensky's advisers in April in a meeting arranged by Signal and Mr. Cohen.
They discussed Mr. Zelensky's anticorruption and economic overhaul plans, Ms. Conley said, adding, "Ukraine faces a
fraught landscape in Washington - with or without a lobbyist."
The discussions about hiring a lobbyist, which are described as preliminary, have divided Mr. Zelensky's team.
Some are concerned that hiring a lobbying firm with ties to Mr. Trump could jeopardize Democratic support. And some
are wary of becoming involved with K Street at all, because of the specter of Paul Manafort, Mr. Trump's former
campaign chairman, who was sentenced to seven and a half years in prison for crimes related to his lobbying for a deeply
unpopular former Ukrainian government.
Yet two of the firms being discussed for possible lobbying engagement have links to Mr. Manafort, according to three
people with knowledge of the discussions.
A representative of one of the firms, Mercury Public Affairs, which worked with Mr. Manafort on his Ukraine effort, met
in Kyiv last month with a top aide to Mr. Zelensky. The lobbyist, Bryan Lanza, has ties to the Trump White House, and
was in Ukraine on unrelated business according to people familiar with the meeting.
It was arranged by an American lawyer named Andrew Mac, who himself registered last month with the Justice
Department as an unpaid lobbyist for Mr. Zelensky. Mr. Mac, who splits his time between Washington and Kyiv, was
appointed by Mr. Zelensky last month as an adviser responsible for building support among the Ukrainian diaspora

In a sign of the scrutiny in Kyiv on its new government's tumultuous relationship with Mr. Trump, and efforts to calm it,
secretly recorded video and photographs circulated of Mr. Lanza's meeting with the Zelensky aide in a restaurant.
In an article featuring the photographs, a Ukrainian news outlet noted that Mr. Lanza helped lift sanctions against the
corporate empire of the Russian oligarch Oleg Deripaska, a Kremlin ally. That arrangement was assailed by critics in
Washington as a sweetheart deal that represented a capitulation to the Kremlin, while Mr. Lanza also lobbied to help
remove potentially crippling sanctions on the Chinese telecom giant ZTE.
Mr. Mac said Mr. Lanza had been "very effective in working for his clients on difficult matters:•
Another firm that was discussed by Mr. Zelensky's aides, Prime Policy Group, also has a Manafort link - albeit a more
dated one. It was started by Charlie Black, a former business partner of Mr. Manafort's in the 1980s and '90s. Mr. Black's
firm has represented other clients in Ukraine, including Sergey Tigipko, a Ukrainian billionaire and former official in the
government of Viktor F. Yanukovych.
Mr. Black said he had not had any conversations with Mr. Zelensky's team about a possible contract, but would not be
opposed to such an engagement.
Mr. Mac met this month in Washington to discuss Ukrainian energy issues with the former Representative Billy Tauzin, a
Democrat turned Republican from Louisiana who is now a lobbyist. While someone with knowledge of the deliberations
said Mr. Tauzin was not being considered as a potential lobbyist for Ukraine, he has connections that could be helpful. His
congressional staff once included Dan Brouillette, who was confirmed this month as secretary of the Energy Department,
upon which the Ukrainian government has relied for help with its power supply during brutally cold winters.
Ms. Conley suggested that Mr. Zelensky would be better served by an ambassador than a lobbyist, but the process of
filling that vacancy has not been quick.
At least three names had been floated in recent months, and the Zelensky administration's current preference for the
position, Volodymyr Yelchenko, Ukraine's ambassador to the United Nations, had been awaiting approval since late
September or early October, according to people familiar with the process. They said that the State Department had
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signed off on Mr. Yelchenko weeks ago, but that the Ukrainians had grown anxious waiting for the White House to do so.
)fficials in Kyiv were told that the approval would be formally communicated this week, they said. The White House and
,tate Department did not respond to questions about the approval of Mr. Yelchenko.
Some attributed the delay to a quiet push by some Trump allies for a prospective ambassador who is closely aligned with
Mr. Giuliani, Andrii Telizhenko, who had served as a low-ranking diplomat in the Ukrainian Embassy in Washington
under the previous government
He was embraced by Mr. Trump's allies after claiming that the former American ambassador to Kyiv and other Ukrainian
officials worked to undermine Mr. Trump's 2016 campaign. In recent months, Mr. Telizhenko has worked closely with Mr.
Giuliani to advance those claims. As part of the effort, the two men traveled together to Hungary and Ukraine last week
to record interviews with former Ukrainian officials for a series of programs by a conservative cable channel seeking to
undermine the impeachment proceedings.

It is unclear whether Mr. Zelensky's team ever seriously considered Mr. Telizhenko as an ambassador candidate.
Kenneth P. Vogel reported from Washington, and Andrew E. Kramer from Kylv.
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Ukraine's Zelensky Bowed to Trump's Demands,
Until Luck Spared Him
Aides to Ukraine's leader, Volodyrnyr Zelensky, decided that military aid and support for peace talks outweighed the
risks of appearing to take sides in American politics.

j

By Andrew E. Kramer

Nov. 7, 2019

KIEV, Ukraine- It was early September, and Ukraine's new president, Volodymyr Zelensky, faced an agonizing choice:
whether to capitulate to President Trump's demands to publicly announce investigations against his political enemies or
to refuse, and lose desperately needed military aid.
Only Mr. Trump could unlock the aid, he had been told by two United States senators, and time was running out. If the
money, nearly $400 million, were not unblocked by the end of the fiscal year on Sept. 30, it could be lost in its entirety.
In a flurry of WhatsApp messages and meetings in Ukraine's capital, Kiev, over several days, senior aides debated the
point. Avoiding partisan politics in the United States had always been the first rule of Ukrainian foreign policy, but the
military aid was vital to the war against Russian-backed separatist forces in eastern Ukraine, a conflict that has cost
13,000 lives since it began in 2014.
By then, however, Mr. Zelensky's staffers were already conceding to what seemed to be the inevitable, and malting plans
for a public announcement about the investigations. It was a fateful decision for a fledgling president elected on an
anticorruption platform that included putting an end to politically motivated investigations.
Elements of this internal Ukrainian debate have appeared in the Ukrainian news media and seeped into congressional
testimony in the United States, as part of an impeachment inquiry undertaken after accusations surfaced of Mr. Trump's
demands.
But interviews in Kiev with government officials, lawmakers and others close to the Zelensky government have revealed
new details of how high-level Ukrainian officials ultimately decided to acquiesce to President Trump's request - and, by
a stroke of luck, never had to follow through.
Aides were arguing in favor of "bowing to what was demanded;' said Petro Burkovskiy, a senior fellow at the Democratic
Initiatives Foundation who has close ties to the Ukrainian government. They were willing to do so, he said, despite the
risk oflosing bipartisan support in the United States by appearing to assist Mr. Trump's re-election bid. "The cost was
high."
As President Trump's principal envoy to Ukraine, Gordon Sondland, admitted Tuesday in congressional testimony, the
Trump administration had withheld the military aid to pressure Mr. Zelensky to make a public statement on the two
investigations: one into whether former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr. had pressed for the firing of a Ukrainian
prosecutor who was investigating Burisma, a natural gas company where his son served on the board; the other into
unproven accusations that it was Ukraine, not Russia, that meddled in the 2016 election to promote the candidacy of
Hillary Clinton.
In the July 25 phone call that provoked a whistle-blower complaint and touched off the impeachment inquiry, Mr.
Zelensky offered private assurances that his government would look into those matters.
But a public statement that raised doubts about Russian meddling and Mr. Biden, whom the president regarded as the
greatest threat to his re-election, would be far more useful politically to Mr. Trump. Not only would it smear Mr. Biden, it
could also appear to undermine the Mueller investigation into Russian electoral interference by pinning some blame on
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Ukraine.
\ tug-of-war ensued between a senior aide to Mr. Zelensky, Andriy Yermak, and another of Mr. Trump's envoys to
Jkraine, Kurt Volker, over the wording of the proposed public statement. Mr. Volker went so far as to draft a statement
for Mr. Zelensky that mentioned both investigations.
Mr. Yermak pushed back, suggesting language that mentioned investigations but in general terms, so as not to
antagonize the Democrats. Late in the negotiations, the American diplomats consented to dropping mention of Ukrainian
interference in the 2016 election.
Even as Mr. Yermak negotiated the wording in August, the stakes were clear. While rumors had been swirling for months
about a possible hold on military aid, by early August high-level Ukrainian officials had confirmed the freeze.
The trade soon became explicit. They were approached in September by Mr. Sondland, a major donor to Mr. Trump's
inauguration who had been appointed ambassador to the European Union despite having no diplomatic experience. At
that point, he explained in blunt terms to Mr. Zelensky and Mr. Yermak, there was little chance the aid would be
forthcoming until they made the public statement on the investigations.
"I said that resumption of the U.S. aid would likely not occur until Ukraine provided the public anticorruption statement
that we had been discussing for many weeks;• Mr. Sondland said in sworn testimony released Tuesday by the House
committees leading the impeachment inquiry.
Mr. Trump wanted the Ukrainian president to speak on CNN, William B. Taylor Jr., the top American diplomat in Ukraine,
testified.
But aides to Mr. Zelensky, on high alert to avoid any move that might irritate Mr. Trump, wondered if that was such a
good idea, in that Mr. Trump habitually called CNN "fake news" in his '!witter posts.
They also uncovered a post from Mr. Trump attacking Fox News as "not working for us anymore!"
Nearly all Mr. Zelensky's top advisers favored his making the public statement, said one of the officials who participated
in the debate. United States military aid, they agreed, as well as diplomatic backing for impending peace talks to end the
war outweighed the risks of appearing to take sides in American politics.
There was a lone holdout - Alexander Danyliuk, the director of the national security council. Mr. Danyliuk, who resigned
in late September, told the Ukrainian news media that the Zelensky administration would now need to "correct the
mistakes" in relations with the United States and "in particular their own:•
Finally bending to the White House request, Mr. Zelensky's staff planned for him to make an announcement in an
interview on Sept 13 with Fareed Zakaria, the host of a weekly news show on CNN.
Though plans were in motion to give the White House the public statement it had sought, events in Washington saved the
Ukrainian government from any final decision and eliminated the need to make the statement.
Word of the freeze in military aid had leaked out, and Congress was in an uproar. TWo days before the scheduled
interview, the Trump administration released the assistance and Mr. Zelensky's office quickly canceled the interview.
Since then, Trump administration officials including the White House chief of staff, Mick Mulvaney, have tried to argue
that the security assistance could not have been conditioned on the public statement, because the aid was released
without it.
That stance has crumbled as a succession of United States diplomats, capped by Mr. Sondland on Tuesday, have testified
in the impeachment inquiry that the freeze on aid was part of a quid pro quo designed to coerce Mr. Zelensky into making
the public statement.
In Kiev, there is still a debate about whether Mr. Zelensky caved or held out. "The Zelensky team was ready to make this
quid quo pro;' said Mr. Burkovskiy, the analyst. "They were ready to do this!'

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

698
But Pavlo Klimkin, Ukraine's foreign minister until a change of government on Aug. 29, said there was no telling what Mr.
'?'.elensky would have ended up saying in the interview, as there were so many versions of a statement under negotiation.
'From the contacts that took place, it's difficult to say if they led, or did not lead, to concrete deals," Mr. Klimkin said in an
interview. In public, Mr. Zelensky has insisted he would never order a politicized prosecution.
Either way, Mr. Klimkin said, Ukrainian officials were at the least keenly aware of the stakes - a trade of United States
assistance for political favors, even as Mr. Trump's supporters have insisted they should not have viewed relations in this
light.
"We are not idiots, or at least not all of us:• Mr. Klimkin said.
Maria Varenikova contributed reporting from Kiev.

Common Questions About Impeachment
• What is impeachment?
Impeachment is charging a holder of public office with misconduct.

• Why is the impeachment process happening now?
A whistle~blower complaint filed in August said that White House officials believed they had
witnessed Mr. Trump abuse his power for political gain.

• Can you explain what President Trump is accused of doing?
President Trump is accused of breaking the law by pressuring the president of Ukraine to
look into former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr., a potential Democratic opponent in the
2020 election.

• Whal did the President say to the president of Ukraine?
Here is a reconstructed transcript of Mr. Trump's call to President Volodymyr Zelensky of
Ukraine, released by The White House.
• What is the Impeachment process like?
Here are answers to seven key questions about the process.
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White House Withholds 20 Emails Between Two
Trump Aides on Ukraine Aid
It contends the release of the documents sought by The Times would "inhibit the frank
and candid exchange of views" in government decision-making.

By Charlie Savage and Eric Lipton
Published Jan. 3, 2020

Updated Jan. 4, 2020, 12:53 p.m. ET

WASHINGTON -The Trump administration disclosed on Friday that there were 20 emails
between a top aide to President Trump's acting chief of staff and a colleague at the White
House's Office of Management and Budget discussing the freeze of a congressionally
mandated military aid package for Ukraine.
But in response to a court order that it swiftly process those pages in response to a Freedom
of Information Act, or FOIA, lawsuit filed by The New York Times, the Office of
Management and Budget delivered a terse letter saying it would not turn over any of the 40
pages of emails - not even with redactions.
"All 20 documents are being withheld in full;' wrote Dionne Hardy, the office's Freedom of
Information Act officer.
The Times's information act request sought email messages between Robert Blair, a top aide
to Mr. Trump's acting chief of staff, Mick Mulvaney, and Michael Duffey, an official in the
White House's Office of Management and Budget who was in charge of handling the process
for releasing $391 million in weapons and security assistance Congress had appropriated to
help Ukraine resist Russian aggression.
In her letter, Ms. Hardy cited exemptions to the Freedom of Information Act for
correspondence involving the president's staff and internal policy deliberations, suggesting
that the disclosure of this material would "inhibit the frank and candid exchange of views
that is necessary for effective government decision-making:•
David Mccraw, a lawyer for The Times, said the newspaper would challenge the blanket
withholding of the documents and would ask the judge overseeing the lawsuit, Judge Amy
Berman Jackson, to approve an expedited schedule for briefs and arguments given the
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urgent public interest in learning more about the dispute.
rhe heart of the accusation against Mr. Trump is that he abused his official powers,
including withholding a promised White House meeting and congressionally mandated
military aid, in an attempt to coerce Ukraine's president into announcing investigations that
could deliver personal political benefits to Mr. Trump.
In October, the Democratic-led House Intelligence Committee had also subpoenaed the
Office of Management and Budget for all Ukraine-related documents, but the White House
refused to produce them. It also instructed several key current and former officials with
inside knowledge of the episode not to testify.
Senator Chuck Schumer of New York, the Democratic leader, has portrayed Mr. Blair and
Mr. Duffey as two of the four key witnesses he believes the Senate should call in Mr. Trump's
impeachment trial, along with Mr. Mulvaney and John R. Bolton, Mr. Trump's former
national security adviser. Senator Mitch McConnell, Republican of Kentucky and the
majority leader, has expressed opposition to calling witnesses and again criticized the
House investigation on Friday.
The Trump administration's move to withhold all the emails in full - not even disclosing the
dates they were sent, or the shape of paragraphs covered by black lines - is a step beyond
its heavy censorship of a related set of emails it released in response to another Freedom of
Information Act lawsuit brought by the Center for Public Integrity.
The documents released to the center consisted of about 300 pages of emails between the
Office of Management and Budget and the Pentagon about the Ukraine aid package. While
the officially released version was heavily redacted - and the center is contesting the
censorship in further litigation - the visible portions showed, among other things, that
Pentagon officials had worried that holding the funds could be an illegal impoundment
A report on Thursday by the legal policy website Just Security added further fuel to the
controversy by revealing what was under some, but not all, of the deletions. The website
said it had been shown some of the emails in unredacted form, including an Aug. 30
message from Mr. Duffey to a Pentagon budget official stating that there was "clear
direction from POTUS" - an acronym referring to the president of the United States - "to
continue to hold" the Ukraine military assistance.
The Times separately reported this week that Mr. Blair warned Mr. Mulvaney to "expect
Congress to become unhinged" if the White House went ahead with the hold on the aid.
Earlier on Friday, Mr. Schumer went to the Senate floor to praise the reporting by The
Times, the Center for Public Integrity and Just Security as an additional reason for the
Senate, as part of Mr. Trump's trial, to seek documents and testimony that the White House
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had blocked House impeachment investigators from obtaining.
"What constituted clear direction?" Mr. Schumer asked. "Did he get an order from the
president, or did someone like Mr. Mulvaney get an order from the president passed on to
Mr. Duffey? Was there discussion among officials about covering up for the president in
delay of military assistance? These are questions that can only be answered by examination
of the documentary evidence and by the testimony of key Trump administration officials
under oath in a Senate trial."
At least four collections of emails have now been released, or shared with reporters,
detailing correspondence between White House officials and their counterparts at the Office
of Management and Budget or the Defense Department.
Over all, these exchanges show growing tension between the White House and the
Pentagon in late August and early September, as Defense Department officials questioned if
they would be able to spend all of congressionally appropriated military aid to Ukraine
before the deadline at the end of the fiscal year on Sept. 30.
Maggie Haberman contributed reporting from Miami, and Mark Mazzetti from Washington.
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look into former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr., a potential Democratic opponent in the
2020 election.
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Why Giuliani Singled Out 2 Ukrainian Oligarchs to Help Look for
Dirt
I

nytimes.com/2019111I25/uslgiuliani-ukraine-oligarchs. html
November 25, 2019

Jo Becker

VIENNA - They were two Ukrainian oligarchs with American legal problems. One had been indicted
on federal bribery charges. The other was embroiled in a vast banking scandal and was reported to
be under investigation by the F.B.I.
And they had one more thing in common: Both had been singled out by Rudolph W. Giuliani and
pressed to assist in his wide-ranging hunt for information damaging to one of President Trump's
leading political rivals, former Vice President Joseph R. Biden Jr.
That effort culminated in the July 25 phone call between the American and Ukrainian presidents that
has taken Mr. Trump to the brink of impeachment and inexorably brought Mr. Giuliani's Ukrainian
shadow campaign into the light.
In public hearings over the last two weeks, American diplomats and national-security officials have
laid out in detail how Mr. Trump, at the instigation and with the help of Mr. Giuliani, conditioned nearly
$400 million in direly needed military aid on Ukraine's announcing investigations into Mr. Biden and
his son, as well as a debunked conspiracy theory that Ukraine, not Russia, interfered in the 2016
presidential election.
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But interviews with the two Ukrainian oligarchs - Dmitry Firtash and lhor Kolomoisky ...,... as well as
with several other people with knowledge of Mr. Giuliani's dealings, point to a new dimension in his
exertions on behalf of his client, Mr. Trump. Taken together, they depict a strategy clearly aimed at
leveraging information from politically powerful but legally vulnerable foreign citizens.
In the case of Mr. Firtash, an energy tycoon with deep ties to the Kremlin who is facing extradition to
the United States on bribery and racketeering charges, one of Mr. Giuliani's associates has described
offering the oligarch help with his Justice Department problems - if Mr. Firtash hired two lawyers
who were close to President Trump and were already working with Mr. Giuliani on his dirt-digging
mission. Mr. Firtash said the offer was made in late June when he met with Lev Pamas and Igor
Fruman, both Soviet-born businessmen involved in Mr. Giuliani's Ukraine pursuit.
Mr. Parnas's lawyer, Joseph A. Bondy, confirmed that account and added that his client had met with
Mr. Firtash at Mr. Giuliani's direction and encouraged the oligarch to help in the hunt for
compromising information "as part of any potential resolution to his extradition matter."
Mr. Firtash's relationship to the Trump-allied lawyers - Victoria Toensing and Joseph diGenova has led to intense speculation that he is, at least indirectly, helping to finance Mr. Giuliani's campaign.
But until now he has stayed silent, and many of the details of how and why he came to hire the
lawyers have remained murky.
In the interview, Mr. Firtash said he had no information about the Bidens and had not financed the
search fo.r it. "Without my will and desire," he said, "I was sucked into this internal U.S. fight." But to
help his legal case, he said, he had paid his new lawyers $1.2 million to date, with a portion set aside
as something of a referral fee for Mr. Parnas.
And in late August, Ms. Toensing and Mr. diGenova did as promised: They went to the Justice
Department and pleaded Mr. Firtash's case with the attorney general, William P. Barr.
In an interview, Mr. Giuliani acknowledged that he had sought information helpful to Mr. Trump from a
member of Mr. Firtash's original legal team. But, Mr. Giuliani said, "the only thing he could give me
was what I already had, hearsay." Asked if he had then directed his associates to meet with Mr.
Firtash, Mr. Giuliani initially said, "I don't think I can comment," but later said, "I did not tell Pamas to
do anything with Firtash."
He added, though, that there would be nothing improper about seeking information about the Bidens
from the oligarchs. "Where do you think you get information about crime?" he said.
[How-Did Rudy Giuliani Get Here? The man once hailed as ''America's Mayor" is at the center of
the most confounding political story of the Trump presidency. Watch this special episode of "The
Weekly," our TV show, available to Times subscribers in the U. S.J
But Chuck Rosenberg, a legal expert and a United States attorney under President George W. Bush,
said the "solicitation of information, under these circumstances, and to discredit the president's
political opponent, is at best crass and ethically suspect."
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He added: "And it is even worse if Mr. Giuliani, either directly or through emissaries acting on his
behalf, intimated that pending criminal cases can be 'fixed' at the Justice Department. The
president's lawyer seems to be trading on the president's supervisory authority over the Justice
Department, and that is deeply disturbing."
Mr. Bondy, the lawyer for Mr. Parnas - who was arrested with Mr. Fruman last month on campaign
finance-related charges and has signaled a willingness to cooperate with impeachment investigators
- said in a statement that all of his client's actions had been directed by Mr. Giuliani.
"Mr. Parnas reasonably believed Giuliani's directions reflected the interests and wishes of the
president, given Parnas having witnessed and in several instances overheard Mr. Giuliani speaking
with the president," the lawyer said. Mr. Parnas, he added, "is remorseful for involving himself and Mr.
Firtash in the president's self-interested political plot."

A Conduit to Ukraine
By the time Mr. Giuliani turned his attention to Mr. Kolomoisky and Mr. Firtash, he had been working
for months to turn up damaging information about Mr. Biden and his son Hunter, who joined the
board of the Ukrainian energy company Burisma while his father was vice president.
Mr. Giuliani spoke with Ukrainian officials like Viktor Shakin, the former prosecutor general who
suggested, falsely, that Mr. Biden had had him fired for looking into Burisma, as well as with Mr.
Shokin's successor, Yuriy Lutsenko. And he enlisted Ms. Toensing and Mr. diGenova, trusted
colleagues since their days together in the Reagan Justice Department, to help interview and
potentially represent anyone willing to come forward with dirt. Mr. Parnas acted as translator and
fixer, crisscrossing the Atlantic with stops at the Manhattan cigar bar that was Mr. Giuliani's hangout,
a strip club in Kyiv and even a Hanukkah reception at the White House.
The campaign seemed to be paying off, with the Ukrainian president, Petro Poroshenko, poised to
announce the investigations Mr. Giuliani sought, when the political situation changed. On April 21, Mr.
Poroshenko was unseated by Volodymyr Zelensky, a comedian and political novice, sending Mr.
Giuliani scrambling to establish a conduit. Two days later, Mr. Parnas and Mr. Fruman flew to Tel Aviv
to meet with Mr. Kolomoisky, who was seen as Mr. Zelensky's patron.
Mr. Kolomoisky, a banking and media tycoon who is one of Ukraine's richest men, is also known for
financing mercenary troops battling Russian-supported separatists in eastern Ukraine. Earlier in April,
The Daily Beast had reported, citing unnamed sources, that the F.B.I. was investigating him for
possible money-laundering in connection with problems at a bank he had owned. He is also
entangled in a civil lawsuit in Delaware.
Mr. Giuliani's assessment, according to Mr. Parnas's lawyer, was that those legal problems made Mr.
Kolomoisky vulnerable to pressure.
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But the meeting did not go according to plan. In an interview, Mr. Kolomoisky said the two men came
"under the made-up pretext of dealing liquefied natural gas," but as soon as it became clear that what
they really wanted was a meeting between Mr. Giuliani and Mr. Zelensky, he abruptly sent them on
their way. The exchange, he said, went like this:
"I say, 'Did you see a sign on the door that says, 'Meetings with Zelensky arranged here'?
"They said, 'No.'
"I said, 'Well then, you've ended up in the wrong place.'"
Mr. Kolomoisky, who has denied wrongdoing in the bank case, said he had not been contacted by the
F.B.I.; a bureau spokesman declined to say whether the oligarch was under investigation.
After the Kolomoisky meeting's unsuccessful end, Mr. Giuliani tweeted about the Daily Beast article
and gave an interview to a Ukrainian journalist. Mr. Zelensky, he warned, "must cleanse himself from
hangers-on from his past and from criminal oligarchs -

lhor Kolomoisky and others."

Mr. Kolomoisky offered a warning of his own, predicting in the Ukrainian press that "a big scandal
may break out, and not only in Ukraine, but in the United States. That is, it may turn out to be a clear
conspiracy against Biden."

Help to Fight an Extradition
The pair fared better with Mr. Firtash.
For several years, Mr. Firtash's most visible lawyer had been Lanny Davis, a well-connected
Democrat who also represented Mr. Trump's fixer-turned-antagonist, Michael Cohen. In a television
appearance in March, Mr. Giuliani had attacked Mr. Davis for taking money from the oligarch, citing
federal prosecutors' contention that he was tied to a top Russian mobster -

a charge Mr. Firtash has

denied.
Now, however, Mr. Giuliani wanted Mr. Firtash's help. After being largely rebuffed by a member of the
oligarch's legal team in early June, he hit upon another approach, according to Mr. Pamas's lawyer:
persuading Mr. Firtash to hire more amenable counsel.
There was a brief discussion about Mr. Giuliani's taking on that role himself, but Mr. Giuliani said he
decided against it. According to Mr. Parnas's lawyer, that is when Mr. Giuliani charged Mr. Parnas
with persuading the oligarch to replace Mr. Davis with Ms. Toensing and Mr. diGenova. The men
secured the June meeting with Mr. Firtash in Vienna after a mutual acquaintance, whom Mr. Firtash
declined to name, vouched for them.
In the interview, Mr. Firtash said it had been clear to him that the two emissaries were working for Mr.
Giuliani. The oligarch, a major player in the Ukrainian gas market, said Mr. Parnas and Mr. Fruman
initially pitched him on a deal to sell American liquefied natural gas to Ukraine, via a terminal in
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Poland. While the deal didn't make sense financially, he said, he entertained it for a time, even
paying for the men's travel expenses, because they had something else to offer.
"They said, 'We may help you, we are offering to you good lawyers in D.C. who might represent you
and deliver this message to the U.S. 0.0.J.," Mr. Firtash recalled, referring to the Justice Department.
The oligarch had been arrested in Vienna in 2014, at the American authorities' request, after his
indictment on charges of bribing Indian officials for permission to mine titanium for Boeing. Mr.
Firtash, who denies the charges, was free on bail but an Austrian court had cleared the way for his
extradition to the United States.
In hopes of blocking that order, Mr. Firtash and his Vienna lawyers had filed records showing that a
key piece of evidence - a document known as "Exhibit A" that was said to lay out the bribery
scheme - had been prepared not by Mr. Firtash's firm, but by the global consultancy McKinsey &
Company. But Mr. Firtash's legal team had been unable to persuade federal prosecutors to withdraw
it. McKinsey has denied recommending "bribery or other illegal acts."
Ms. Toensing and Mr. diGenova, the Giuliani emissaries told him, "are in a position to insist to correct
the record and call back Exhibit A as evidence," Mr. Firtash recalled.
He hired the lawyers, he said, on a four-month contract for a singular task -

to arrange a meeting

with the attorney general and persuade him to withdraw Exhibit A. He said their contract was for

$300,000 a month, including Mr. Parnas's referral fee. A person with direct knowledge of the
arrangement said Mr. Parnas's total share was $200,000; Ms. Toensing declined to discuss the
payment but has said previously that it was for case-related translation.
There was one more piece to Mr. Parnas's play. "Per Giuliani's instructions," Mr. Parnas's lawyer
said, his client "informed Mr. Firtash that Toensing and diGenova were interested in collecting
information on the Bidens." (It was the former vice president who had pushed the Ukrainian
government to eliminate middleman gas brokers like Mr. Firtash and diversify the country's supply
away from Russia.)
While Mr. Firtash declined to say whether anyone linked to the dirt-digging efforts had asked him for
information, he was adamant that he had not provided any. Doing so might have helped Mr. Giuliani,
he said, but it would not have helped him with his legal problems.
"I can tell you only one thing," he said. "I do not have any information, I did not collect any
information, I didn't finance anyone who would collect that information, and it would be a big mistake
from my side if I decided to be involved in such a fight."
At any rate, Ms. Toensing and Mr. diGenova soon delivered for Mr. Firtash, arranging the meeting
with Attorney General Barr. But by the time they met, in mid-August, the ground had shifted: The
whistle-blower's complaint laying out Mr. Trump's phone call with Mr. Zelensky, and Mr. Giuliani's
activities in Ukraine, had been forwarded to the Justice Department and described in detail to Mr.
Barr. What's more, concerns about intervening in the Firtash case had been raised by some inside
the Justice Department, according to two people with knowledge of the matter.
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The department declined to comment, but Mr. Firtash said the attorney general ultimately told the
lawyers to "go back to Chicago," where the case had initially been brought, and deal with prosecutors
there,
Mr. Firtash continues, however, to have faith in Ms. Toensing and Mr. diGenova's ability to work the
Justice Department angle. Their contract was just extended at least through year's end.

Documents Leaked
If Mr. Firtash had nothing to offer, Mr. Giuliani still got some results.
After Ms. Toensing and Mr. diGenova came on board, confidential documents from Mr. Firtash's case
file began to find their way into articles by John Solomon, a conservative reporter whom Mr. Giuliani
has acknowledged using to advance his claims about the Bidens. Mr. Solomon is also a client of Ms.
Toensing.
One article, citing internal memos circulated among Mr. Firtash's lawyers, disclosed that the office of
the special counsel, Robert S. Mueller Ill, had offered a deal to Mr. Firtash if he could help with their
investigation into Russian interference in the 2016 presidential election. Mr. Giuliani, who as a former
federal prosecutor was aware that such discussions are hardly unusual, took the story a step further.
In an appearance on Fox News, he alleged that the offer to Mr. Firtash amounted to an attempt to
suborn perjury, but said the oligarch had refused to "lie to get out of the case· against him.
Then, after the meeting with Mr. Barr, Mr. Solomon posted a sworn affidavit from Mr. Shakin, the
former Ukrainian prosecutor, repeating his contention that Mr. Biden had pressed for his firing to
short-circuit his investigations.
Mr. Giuliani was soon waving the affidavit around on television, without explaining that it had been
taken by a member of Mr. Firtash's legal team to support his case,
Mr. Firtash said he. had not authorized the document's release and hoped his lawyers had not either.
He said the affidavit had been filed confidentially with the Austrian court because it also included the
former prosecutor's statement that Mr. Biden had been instrumental in blocking Mr. Firtash's return to
political life in Ukraine - an assertion that Mr. Firtash believes speaks to the political nature of the
case against him.
Ms. Toensing and Mr. diGenova declined to say whether they had played a role in leaking the
documents, but Mark Corallo, a spokesman for their law firm, said that the pair "took the Firtash case
for only one reason: They believe that Mr. Firtash is innocent of the charges brought against him.•
When Mr. Parnas and Mr. Fruman were arrested, they were at Dulles International Airport awaiting a
flight to Vienna, where they had arranged to have the Fox News host Sean Hannity interview Mr.
Shakin. Mr. Giuliani was planning to join them the next day, he said in an interview.
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A bemused Mr. Kolomoisky has watched the events unfold from Ukraine, where he returned after Mr.
Zelensky's victory. Initially he didn't believe that Mr. Pamas was all that connected, he said, but after
Mr. Giuliani started going after him, "I was able to connect A to B."
He said he had since made peace with Mr. Pamas and had spoken to him several times, including
the night before he was detained. In their conversations, he saicl, Mr. Pamas made no secret that he
was helping Mr. Firtash with his legal case. And while Mr. Kolomoisky insisted that neither Mr. Pamas
nor Mr. Fruman had mentioned his own legal travails, he added:
"Had they, I would have said: 'Let's watch Firtash and train on Firtash. When Firtash comes back
here, and everything is O.K., I will be your next client."'
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t least 13 Ukrainian soldiers were killed while President Donald Trump's administration
was withholding military aid from the country from mid-July to mid-September.

The men, aged from 20 to 45, are among at least 78 Ukrainian soldiers killed in action up to
mid-September this year in the east of the country, according to various local media and
Ukrainian government reports.
It is impossible to say whether timely delivery of American aid would have helped any
individual soldier. But their deaths are a potent reminder that while the Trump administration
was wrangling over military assistance, Kiev was-and remains-locked in a deadly struggle
with its Russian-backed separatist adversaries.
The administration's decision to delay almost $400 million in military aid was communicated to
the State and Defense departments on July 18, according to The Washington Post. The
Ukrainian government was not immediately made aware of the freeze.
U.S. shipments to Ukraine have included small arms, electronic warfare systems and a wide
range of personnel gear and technology, including night-vision goggles.
Recent aid has also included anti-tank Javelin missiles, lauded as a symbol of Trump's
commitment to helping Ukraine face down Russian and Russian-backed forces in the
Donbass region. Congress earmarked at least at least $50 million of the aid shipment for
weaponry, Politico reported. The aid package was released on September 11.
While issue was playing out in Washington and Kiev, Ukrainian soldiers were still dying in the
east. According to the Kyiv Post, at least three soldiers were killed at the end of July.
Bohdan Bihus, 28, Oleksandr Bardalym, 33, and Roman Dzhereleiko, 31, were all killed by
seperatist forces on July 18 and 19. Bihus died in an explosion, while both Bardalym and
Dzhereleiko were killed by snipers. The Kyiv Post reported that Bardalym was shot dead while
trying to evacuate a wounded comrade.
https:/lwww.newsweek.com/thriteen-ukralnian-soldiers-killed-trump-aid-withheld-1463128
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Seven more men died in August: Oleksandr Sharko, 30, Vladyslav Rak, 20, Serhiy Shandra,
24, Vasyl Kurdov, 20, Roman Romanenko, 25, Vasyl Yevstyhneyev, 38, and Tykhon Kurbatov,
26.
Four of the men-Sharko, Rak, Shandra and Kurdov-were marines all killed together on the
morning of August 6. The men were caught in an enemy artillery barrage while conducting
engineering work on their positions.

RELATED STORIES
Senator Says At Least 20 Minutes Are Missing From Trump Ukraine Call Memo
Russia Reacts to 'Humiliating' Trump Ukraine Call
Ukraine Scandal Is Playing Right Into Russia's Hands, Experts Say
At least three more soldiers were killed before the aid was released on September 11. The
Kyiv Post reported that one soldier was killed on September 2. The Unian news agency noted
that another soldier was killed by enemy shelling on September 4 and another on September

5.
The war in Donbass has claimed more than 13,000 lives since fighting erupted in 2014.
Another 30,000 people have been wounded. More than 3,300 of those killed were civilians,
while more than 1.6 million people have been forced from their homes.
At least six civilians were killed and 22 injured in eastern Ukraine during July and August this
year, according to the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights.

A visitor stands at a wall at St. Michael's Monastery covered with photos of the Ukrainian soldiers killed in the war
against Russian separatists in the Donbass region of eastern Ukraine on October 3, 2019 in Kiev, Ukraine.
SEAN GALLUP/GETTY IMAGES/GETTY
REQUEST REPRINT & LICENSING, SUBMIT CORRECTION OR VIEW EDITORIAL GUIDELINES
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Pro-Russia separatist soldiers celebrate in Lugansk, Ukraine, in 2014. I Spencer Platt/Getty Images

BUDGET & APPROPRIATIONS

Trump holds up Ukraine military aid meant to confront Russia
By CAITLIN EMMA and CONNOR O'BRIEN I 08/28/2019 06:11 PM EDT I Updated 08/29/2019 03:40 PM EDT

The Trump administration is slow-walking $250 million in military assistance to Ukraine, annoying
lawmakers and advocates who argue the funding is critical to keeping Russia at bay.
President Donald Trump asked his national security team to review the funding program, known as
the Ukraine Security Assistance Initiative, in order to ensure the money is being used in the best
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interest of the United States, a senior administration official told POLITICO on Wednesday.
But the delays come amid questions over Trump's approach to Russia, after a weekend in which the
president repeatedly seemed to downplay Moscow's military intervention in Ukraine and pushed for
Russia to be reinstated into the Group of Seven, an annual gathering of the world's largest advanced
economies. The review is also occurring amid a broader internal debate over whether to halt or cut
billions of dollars in foreign aid.
United States military aid to Ukraine has long been seen as a litmus test for how strongly the
American government is pushing back against Moscow.
The Trump administration in 2017 approved lethal arms sales to Ukraine, taking a step the Obama
administration had never done. The move was seen as a sign that Trump's government was taking a
hard-line approach to a revanchist Vladimir Putin despite the president's public rhetoric flattering
the Russian leader. Scaling back that assistance could expose Trump to allegations that his policies
are favoring Moscow.
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For the 2019 fiscal year, lawmakers allocated $250 million in security aid to Ukraine, including
money for weapons, training, equipment and intelligence support. Specifically, Congress set aside
$50 million for weaponry.
Now, that funding is being called into question. The senior administration official, who asked to
remain anonymous in order to discuss internal matters, said the president wants to ensure U.S.

interests are being prioritized when it comes to foreign assistance, and is seeking assurances that
other countries are "paying their fair share."
Defense Secretary Mark Esper and national security adviser John Bolton are among the officials who
were asked to review the Ukraine security funding.
A senior Defense Department official told POLITICO that "the department has reviewed the foreign
assistance package and supports it."
But the White House explanation that Trump wants to ensure the money is being spent properly isn't
sitting well with lawmakers on Capitol Hill, where members of both parties have pushed to increase
military assistance to Ukraine and U.S. military efforts to deter Russia in Eastern Europe.

https:/twww.politico.com/story/2019/08/28/trump-ukraine-mHitary-aid-russia-1689531
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There is "an at least temporary effect," said Rep. Tom Malinowski, a New Jersey Democrat who sits
on the House Foreign Affairs Committee. "The bigger problem is that Trump is once again showing
himself to be an asset to Russia."
Sen. Bob Menendez (D-N.J.), the ranking Democrat on the Senate Foreign Relations Committee,
vowed that the administration's move "will be met with fierce opposition in Congress."
"Enough is enough," he said in a statement. "President Trump should stop worrying about
disappointing Vladimir Putin and stand up for U.S. national security priorities."
The funds for Ukraine can't be spent while they're under review and the money expires at the Sept.
30 end of the fiscal year. The account was originally created by defense policy legislation enacted in
late 2015 to help Ukraine battle pro-Russian separatists in Crimea after Moscow annexed the region
in 2014.
"We are aware of an [Office of Management and Budget] hold on funding for the Ukraine Security
Assistance Initiative," House Appropriations Committee spokesperson Evan Hollander said in a
statement. "We have serious concerns about a freeze on these important appropriated funds, and we
are urgently inquiring with the administration about why they are holding up these resources."
The House Arnled Services Committee "is aware of the restriction, but have requested additional
information about what it means and is applied to," an aide told POLlTICO.
In a POLITICO op-ed in April, Senate Arnled Services Chairman Jim Inhofe (R-Okla.) called for
boosting funding for the Ukraine Security Assistance Initiative and argued that a bigger portion of
the money "should go to support defensive lethal aid that will make Ukraine a more difficult target
for Putin's aggression."
Trump is scheduled to meet this weekend in Warsaw, Poland, with Ukrainian President Volodymyr
Zelensky.
The Trump administration's broader push to freeze or slash foreign aid that White House officials
contend is wasteful has sparked intense bipartisan backlash, with lawmakers warning of a
deteriorating relationship with the White House when it comes to the use of appropriated funds.
The administration dropped a plan last week amid congressional fury that would have cut more than
$4 billion across 10 areas of foreign assistance, including funds for international peacekeeping
operations, narcotics control and global health efforts. The administration also backed off a similar
plan last year.
Rep. Hal Rogers (R-Ky.), ranking member of the House Committee that oversees funding for the
State Department, and Sen. Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.), a member of the Senate Foreign Relations and
Appropriations committees, both warned Trump against the package of funding cuts.

https://www.politico.com/story/2019/08/28/trump-ukraine-military-aid-russfa-1689531
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Top Republicans and Democrats on the House Foreign Affairs Committee and Senate Foreign
Relations Committee also sounded the alarm.
Daniel Fried, a career diplomat who has served in both Republican and Democratic administrations
and was most recently the State Department coordinator for sanctions policy, said the review sends
the wrong message to a Democratic ally under intense pressure from Moscow's aggressive behavior.
"If the Administration has a good reason for a sudden cut to security assistance to Ukraine, they
should share it," Fried told POLITICO. "Ukraine's new leaders, in office through free and fair
elections, have earned and deserve America's support, not mixed signals."

Trump has also withheld hundreds of millions of dollars in aid to Central America and sought to
shuffle around federal funds in order to bolster Trump's immigration enforcement priorities.
For example, the administration plans to divert $271 million from various Department of Homeland
Security accounts - including $155 million in federal disaster aid- to beefup funding for its
immigration enforcement effort.
"It is of great concern that during the course of this administration, there has been a growing
disconnect between the will of Congress ... and the department's immigration enforcement
proceedings, which often lack justification," Rep. Lucille Roybal-Allard (D-Calif.), who chairs the
House subcommittee that funds DHS, said in a recent letter to acting Homeland Security Secretary

Kevin McAleenan.
In a statement on Wednesday, a FEMA spokesperson said the move won't affect long-term recovery
efforts underway in states and territories ravaged by hurricanes, wildfires and flooding.

Natasha Bertrand contributed to this report.
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Pence says he's working to release transcripts of his calls with Ukraine
leader

Vice President Mike Pence speaks to reporters in Waukee, Iowa. I Charlie Neibergall/AP Photo
By MATTHEW CHOI
10/09/2019 08:18 PM EDT
Updated: 10/09/2019 08:38 PM EDT
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Vice President Mike Pence said on Wednesday that he was working to release
transcripts of his phone calls with President Volodyrnyr Zelensky of Ukraine,
but he avoided answering directly whether he knew of any moves by the Trump
administration to get Ukraine to investigate the Biden family.
House Democrats formally requested a transcript of a call between Pence and
Zelensky, along with a trove of other documents, in a letter to the vice
president on Friday.
Story Continued Below

Speaking with reporters after an event in Waukee, Iowa, with Sen. Joni Ernst
(R-lowa), Pence said he didn't mind making public his communications with
Zelensky, even as President Donald Trump faces an impeachment inquiry over
comments he made in a phone call with the Ukrainian leader. Trump asked
Zelensky in July to investigate former Vice President Joe Eiden and his family
- a request confirmed by a White House summary of their call.

''I'd have no objection to that," Pence said of releasing transcripts of his own
phone calls. "And we're discussing that with White House counsel as we
speak."
In their letter, House Democrats referred to news reports that someone on
Pence's team was involved in the call between Trump and Zelensky and that

https://www.politico.com/news/2019/10/09/pence-ukraine-zelensky-biden-043684
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Pence might have reviewed a transcript of the call. The letter aimed to see to
what extent he was involved in the call between the two presidents.
Pence repeatedly avoided questions on Wednesday about whether he had
known about Trump's intention to ask Zelensky to investigate Biden, a top
contender for the 2020 Democratic presidential nomination. Pence replied that
had he never discussed the Bidens with Zelensky.
When pushed on whether he knew as a member of the administration about
Trump's request, Pence responded: "What I can tell you is, all of our
discussions internally, between the president and our team, and our contacts
and my office with Ukraine, were entirely focused on the broader issues of the
lack of European support and corruption."
Pence also emphasized a Trump defense that Zelensky did not feel pressured to
investigate the Bidens. The timing of Trump's call, along with a sudden
suspension of U.S. military aid to Ukraine, raised suspicions of a quid pro quo.
Trump's critics have postulated that the president held up vital help for
Ukraine to hold back Russian aggression in exchange for dirt on a presidential
rival.
"Let's be very clear that President Zelensky said there was no pressure," Pence
said, according to a report from the press pool traveling with him. "I think his
words were, no one pushed. And a clear reading of the transcript shows that
there was no quid pro quo in the president's call with President Zelensky."
Democrats have argued that regardless of any carrot or stick Trump may have
used, the fact that he asked for foreign assistance that could help him in a U.S.
election was grounds for impeachment. The Trump administration has also
refused to cooperate with House Democrats' impeachment inquiry, a move that
could result in articles of impeachment against the president for obstructing a
congressional investigation.

https://www.politico.com/news/2019/10/09/pence-ukraine-zelensky-biden-043664
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Republicans break with Trump and Rand Paul on whistleblower
unmasking

...
Standing beside President Donald Trump on Monday night, Sen. Rand Paul
called for the media to unmask the Ukraine whistleblower and was cheered by
rallygoers in Kentucky.
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On Tuesday, the Kentucky Republican went a step further, threatening to reveal
the name himself.

But many of Paul's colleagues oppose the idea of exposing the identity of the
person who helped launch the impeachment drive by detailing Trump's call
with the Ukrainian president.
Senior Senate Republicans are worried about the precedent it would set, fearing
government sources would be less likely to reveal wrongdoing in future
presidencies.
They also have a simpler concern: not breaking the law.
"We should follow the law. And I believe the law protects whistleblowers," said
Sen. Lamar Alexander (R-Tenn.).

"The whistleblower statute is there for a reason. And I think we need to respect
the law where whistleblowers are concerned. Eventuallv that person may
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Sen. Rob Portman (R-Ohio) said officials "ought to respect the whistleblower
laws," as did Sen. Rick Scott (R-Fla.). Several senators cited the work of Chuck
Grassley, the most senior Senate Republican, who has made whistleblower
protections a signature issue.
On Tuesday the Iowa Republican reiterated his stance. "All I can say is I expect
whistleblowers to be protected according to what the law gives them," Grassley
said.
"I write whistleblower laws. I got to go by what the law says, and things of that
nature so I made my position pretty clear," he added. "And journalists will have
to do what journalists do."

Sen. Mitt Romney (R-Utah) also expressed his support for the whistleblower.
"Whistleblowers should be entitled to confidentially and privacy, because they
Accept
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"There is no law preventing anybody from saying the name whether you're in
the media or you 're an elected official," he said.
Sergio Gor, a spokesman for Paul, added: "The whistleblower statute protects
the accuser from being fired but says nothing about skeptics revealing his
name. There is absolutely no statute that prevents anyone, other than the
inspector general, from releasing the accuser's name."
Not everyone is breaking with Paul, a libertarian-leaning Republican whose
positions are often at odds with his colleagues.
Sen. Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.), who is also tight with Trump, said the public
should "absolutely" know the whistleblower's identity and argued the
whistleblower statute is being "terribly abused."
"I don't think the president of the United States needs to be impeached based
on an anonymous complaint," Graham said. "There is no substitute for us
knowing who the whistleblower is. What connections does he have to other
To give y(J(J the best possible experience, this site uses cookies. If you continue
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Sen. John Barrasso (R-Wyo.) said Tuesday that whistleblowers should be able
to come forward but added - in an echo of Trump and his allies - "people
ought to be able to face their accusers."
Andrew Bakaj, an attorney for the whistleblower, tweeted guidance for
members of Congress to not expose his client's identity.
"If Congress and others do not protect my client's anonymity - which my client
is afforded to by law - not only does it jeopardize their safety, but it
jeopardizes an entire system that took decades to build. It will destroy effective
congressional oversight for years to come," Bakaj said.
The president has aimed sustained attacks on the whistleblower and several
conservative media outlets have speculated on the person's identity, leading
Paul to call for more mainstream outlets to join the effort. Trump himself has
encouraged the media to reveal the whistleblower's identity.
In such a politically charged atmosphere, several GOP senators declined to
answer the questions. Others said the whistleblower complaint has been
overtaken by other events.
"It's kind of a moot issue .... People can read the transcript themselves," said
Sen. John Cornyn (R-Texas).
"He's already been outed. I think we all know who it is," said Sen. Joni Ernst
(R-Iowa) cryptically.
Story Continued Below

To give you the best possible experience, this site uses cookies. If you continue
browsing, you accept our use of cookies. You can review our privacy policy to find
out
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The Senate Intelligence Committee is also interested in the whistleblower,
according to Sen. Roy Blunt (R-Mo.), a member of the committee.
Blunt said he did not share Paul's view that the whistleblower's identity should
be made public "but it's also not my view that the whistleblower should be able
to answer questions anonymously."
"The whistleblower should come and answer questions for the Intel
Committee," Blunt said.
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A spokeswoman for Chairman Richard Burr (R-N.C.) confirmed Burr wants to
interview the whistleblower.
Even as Republicans debated the notion of unmasking a confidential
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On Monday, Paul tweeted that both the whistleblower and Hunter Biden
should be subpoenaed by Congress - leading to a new round of questions for
members of the GOP.
Cornyn said the former vice president's son could be called to testify "if there's
legitimate legislative interest in doing so."
"Otherwise I wouldn't do it," he said.

James Arkin contributed to this report.
FILED UNDER: LAMAR ALEXANDER, MITT ROMNEY, CHUCK GRASSLEY, ROB PORTMAN,
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Senate panel look into Ukraine interference comes up short
Some Republican senators receutly questioned whether Kyiv tried to sabotage Donald Trump's campaign in
2016. But the GOP-led Intelligence Committee looked into the theory, and found scant evidence to support it.

Senate Intelligence Committee Chairman Richard Burr. I Mark Wilson/Getty Images
By NATASHA BERTRAND

12/02/2019 04:36 PM EST

With the impeachment inquiry charging forward, President Donald Trump's
https;J/www.pclittro.com/news/2019/12/02/senate~panel-ukra!ne~elect!on..interference:-074796
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allies have defended his demand for political investigations from Ukraine by
claiming that the government in Kyiv tried to sabotage his candidacy and boost
Hillary Clinton in 2016.
"Russia was very aggressive and they're much more sophisticated, but the fact
that Russia was so aggressive does not exclude the fact that President
Poroshenko actively worked for Secretary Clinton," Republican Sen. John
Kennedy claimed on Sunday in an interview with NBC, referring to the former
Ukrainian president.
Story Continued Below

But the Republican-controlled Senate Intelligence Committee thoroughly
investigated that theory, according to people with direct knowledge of the
inquiry, and found no evidence that Ukraine waged a top-down interference
campaign akin to the Kremlin's efforts to help Trump win in 2016.

The committee's Republican chairman, Richard Burr of North Carolina, said in
October 2017 that the panel would be examining "collusion by either campaign
during the 2016 elections."
But an interview that fall with the Democratic consultant at the heart of the
accusation that Kyiv meddled, Alexandra Chalupa, was fruitless, a committee
source said, and Republicans didn't follow up or request any more witnesses
related to the issue.
https:/twww.politico.com/news/2019/12/02/senate,.panei-.ukraine-election-interference-074796
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The Senate interview largely focused on a POLITICO article published in
January 2017, according to a person with direct knowledge of the closed-door
hearing, in which Chalupa was quoted as saying officials at the Ukrainian
Embassy were "helpful" to her effort to raise the alarm about Trump's
campaign chairman Paul Manafort in 2016.
"If I asked a question, they would provide guidance, or if there was someone I

needed to follow up with," she said at the time. She cautioned, however, that
the embassy was "very careful" not to get involved politically because of the
bipartisan support Ukraine has traditionally enjoyed from U.S. lawmakers. As
the POLITICO article noted, there was "little evidence" of a "top-down effort"
by the Ukraianian government to sabotage Trump's campaign. And the article
did not allege that Poroshenko "actively worked" for Clinton, as Kennedy
claimed.
Story Continued Below

In her Senate testimony, Chalupa denied serving as an intermediary between
the Ukrainian embassy and the DNC and said she had been targeted by a
Russian active measures campaign. Intelligence officials have since briefed
senators on Russia's attempts to pin blame for the 2016 interference on Kyiv as
part of a disinformation operation, according to a source familiar with the
briefings, which were first reported by the New York Times.
Chalupa confirmed to POLITICO that she was questioned by the panel. A
spokesperson for Burr declined to comment. A spokesperson for the ranking
member, Mark Warner, pointed to Warner's recent comments to PBS.
"I take very seriously the responsibility of, what I hear in classified settings
needs to stay classified," Warner told the outlet. "But I think it is very clear to
me, and this has been testified to by every leader oflaw enforcement, [and the]
https://www.J)Olitico.com/newsf2019/12/02/senate--panel-ukraine--election-interference-074796

AB

39-405

3/12

01/18/2020

729
11312020

Senate panel look Into Ukraine interference comes up short - POLITICO

intelligence community, that there's been absolutely no validity to this crazy
conspiracy theory that Ukraine was behind the 2016 intervention."
In a brief hallway interview after this story was published, Burr declined to say
ifhe believes Ukraine interfered in the 2016 election. But, he said, "The elected
officials in Ukraine had a preference. Her name is Hillary Clinton."

Sen. Mark Warner. I Susan Walsh/AP Photo

Senate Intelligence Committee member Angus King of Maine, an independent
who caucuses with the Democrats, declined to comment on what the
committee has or hasn't investigated.
But he said in an interview that he's "probably been to between 20-30 briefings
and hearings on this subject of election interference in 2016, and I have never
heard one word about any culpability on the part of Ukraine."
Story Continued Below
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"It has never been mentioned in any of the briefings I've had on the
Intelligence Committee," King said. He called the claims about Ukraine's
interference in 2016 "unfortunate" because "it muddies the waters," and noted
that Russia's attempts to blame Ukraine are not inconsistent with its standard
disinformation tactics.
Chalupa, a Ukrainian-American activist who served as co-chair of the
Democratic National Committee's Ethnic Council, has never been to Ukraine,
and the DNC has said she conducted the Manafort research and outreach to the
embassy on her own.
But she has been at the heart of efforts by Trump's allies to draw parallels
between Russia's large-scale hacking and propaganda operation with the
scattershot actions of a small cadre of Ukrainian bureaucrats who tried to
expose Manafort's ties to Russia during the election.
Republicans have also pointed to an op-ed written by Ukraine's ambassador to
the U.S., Valeriy Chaly, in August 2016 that criticized Trump's remark days
earlier that he would be "looking into" recognizing Crimea as Russian territory.
In her testimony, Trump's former top Russia adviser Fiona Hill acknowledged
Chaly's comments, but said she knew of "an awful lot of senior officials in many
governments, including our allied governments" who had criticized Trump in
2016. And she called it "a fiction that the Ukrainian government was launching
an effort to upend our election, upend our election to mess with our
Democratic systems."

https://www.politico.com/news/2019/12/02/senate-panel-ukraine-election-interference-074796
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Asked whether a Ukrainian-American might have been interested in "injecting"
negative information about Manafort into the press, Hill retorted that the same
could be said of the Ukrainian-American operatives Lev Parnas and Igor
Fruman, two associates of Trump's lawyer Rudy Giuliani "who were also trying
to subvert our democracy and who managed to get one of our ambassadors
sacked." (Parnas and Fruman helped launch a smear campaign that culminated
last spring in the early recall of Marie Yovanovitch, the former U.S.
ambassador to Ukraine.)
"I've learned in the last few days that there were some individual people in
Ukraine who preferred Hillary Clinton to Donald Trump," King said in the
interview, adding that that was "not surprising" given Trump's comments
about Crimea. "But as near as I can tell, it was simply individuals expressing a
preference," King said. ''Not in any way, shape or form the kind of influence
operation we saw from Russia in 2016."
Story Continued Below

AD

GOP lawmakers have invoked Chalupa's name repeatedly throughout the
impeachment inquiry-the House Intelligence Committee's top Republican,
Devin Nunes, alone has mentioned her nearly a dozen times in his opening
statements and questioning-to show that it was not unreasonable for Trump
to demand that Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky announce an
investigation into the unsubstantiated allegations of Ukraine's interference in
2016. Trump also asked Zelensky to investigate Joe Biden and his son Hunter.
https:l/www.politico.com/news/2019112/02/senate-panel-ukraine-election-intetference-074796
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Those requests, which Hill described as "a political errand" at odds with official
U.S. policy, are at the center of the ongoing impeachment inquiry.

President Donald Trump's former top Russia adviser Fiona Hill. I Chip Somodevilla/Getty Images

Republicans have also pointed to the publication of the so-called black ledger
outlining off-the-books payments Manafort received from Ukraine's proRussia Party of Regions as evidence of a Ukrainian interference plot. The
revelation led Manafort to resign from the Trump campaign, which was already
under scrutiny for its Russia ties.
But the ledger was released by an independent Ukrainian government agency,

the National Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine, and publicized by Sergii
Leshchenko-a Ukrainian member of Parliament who, despite Senator
Kennedy's claims that Poroshenko "worked" with Clinton in 2016, grew to

oppose Poroshenko and accused him of launching a politically motivated
investigation into the ledger's release to curry favor with Trump. That
investigation was spearheaded by ousted Ukrainian prosecutor Yuriy Lutsenko.
Story Continued Below

https:f/www,po!itico.com/news/2019/12/02/senate--panel~ukraine-,e!ection~lnterference-074796
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Leshchenko recently described his motivations in publicizing the black ledger
in an article for the Kyiv Post, an English•language newspaper in Ukraine. "On
May 31, 2016, I gave a press conference and released the 22 pages [of the
ledger] that I had," Leshchenko wrote. "Manafort was not mentioned there. His
role became known only three months later, in August 2016, when the New
York Times reported about it."
"In Ukraine, it was no secret to anyone that Manafort worked for Yanukovych
and was generously paid," he continued. "And since Manafort at that time
became the head of Trump's campaign, it was predictable enough that
American journalists would dig for Manafort's name in Yanukovych's black
ledger."
Ukraine's Sixth Administrative Court of Appeals canceled a court ruling in July
that said Leshchenko and the head ofNABU, Artem Sytnyk, had unlawfully
interfered in the 2016 election by publicizing the fact that Manafort's name and
signature appeared on the ledger, according to the Kyiv Post.
The Ukrainian lawmaker who initiated the court case alleging interference in
the U.S;, Boryslav Rozenblat, was himself under investigation on corruption
charges when he filed the suit, raising questions about its legitimacy.
Trump's request to Zelensky to investigate Ukraine's election interference,
however, invoked a debunked conspiracy theory that few Republicans have
entertained-that the Democratic National Committee gave its server to a
https://www.politico.com/news/2019/12/02/senate-panef.ukralnM!lecilon-interference-074796
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"Ukrainian company" to examine after it had been hacked, ostensibly in an
effort to frame Russia for the attack.
In reality, the DNC hired CrowdStrike-a cybersecurity firm used by Democrats
and Republicans that was co-founded by a Russian-to investigate, and the
company shared the forensic evidence, which demonstrated Russia's
involvement, with the FBI.
Trump's own former homeland security adviser, Tom Bossert, has described
his fruitless attempts to convince the president that the Crowdstrike theory was
bogus. "It's not only a conspiracy, it is completely debunked," Bossert told ABC
in September. "And at this point I am deeply frustrated with what he .and the
legal team is doing and repeating that debunked theory to the president. It
sticks in his mind when he hears it over and over again and for clarity here ...
let me just again repeat that it has no validity."
Story Continued Below

AD

Asked about CrowdStrike's work with the DNC and coordination with the FBI,
Adam Hickey, the deputy assistant attorney general for the DOJ's National
Security Division, told the House Judiciary Committee in October that "it's
pretty common for us to work with a security vendor in connection with an
investigation of a computer intrusion."
Asked by Rep. Debbie Lesko (R-Ariz.) "what other countries had shown an
interest or tried to interfere in the 2016 election," Hickey replied, "based on
https://Www.po!itlco.com/news/2019/12/02/senate,.panet,.ukraine,-election-4nterference-074196

AB

39-405

9112

01/18/2020

735
Senate panel look into Ukraine interference comes up short - POLITICO

1/3/2020

what I've read, both from what the IC has put out and also investigations by
Congress, what I've seen only refers to Russia, that I'm aware of."
POLITICO NEWSLETTERS
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The Senate Intelligence Committee concluded in a bipartisan report-after
conducting "interviews of key individuals who have provided additional
insights into these incidents-that Russia hacked the DNC, and agreed with the
intelligence community's 2017 assessment that "Putin and the Russian
Government aspired to help President-elect Trump's election chances when
possible by discrediting Secretary Clinton."
Two volumes of the committee's final report, entitled "Russian Active Measures
Campaigns and Interference in the 2016 U.S. Election," have been released so
far, and neither address the theory that Ukraine interfered in the 2016 election.
In Volume 2, however, which focuses on Russia's use of social media to wage
disinformation campaigns, the committee flagged another episode in which
Russia sought to blame Ukraine for its own misconduct: specifically, the "menu
of conspiracy theories and false narratives" Russia introduced in 2014 to
account for the downing of Malaysian Airlines Flight 17.
Russia has repeatedly pointed the finger at Kyiv, despite the conclusion by a
team of international investigators that the plane was destroyed by Russiabacked Ukrainian separatists-aided by three Russians close to Russian
intelligence services-operating in separatist territory using Russia-provided
weapons systems.
https:/lwww.politico.com/news/2019/12/02/senate-panel-ukraine-election-interference-074796
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Marianne Levine contributed reporting.
FILED UNDER: MARK WARNER, RUSSIA, SENATE INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEE, RICHARD BURR,
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So ... this is Nixon's fault?
~ politico.com/ agenda/story/201 5/1 0/richard-nixon-congressional-budget-control-act -h istory-000282
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Up Next:
Getty

IbeAieoda
Payioi tor It
The Budget Act was written to solve one tricky problem from the '70s-and caused i11 much,
much bigger crisis.
Anyone watching Congress trying to negotiate
the U.S. budget might wonder who could possibly
have designed such a process. Thanks to an
endlessly complicated scheme of resolutions and
committees, Washington every year cycles
through a charade of planning, followed by
brinksmanship over spending, followed by
shutdown threats and debt-ceiling showdowns
and some kind of after-deadline scramble to
prevent a globally humiliating default.
How did we get this system?
The surprising answer is that the American
budget process was born as a thoughtful reform.
The Budget Act was written 40 years ago, and was supposed to fix a few big problems-in
particular one caused by President Richard Nixon.
The president had been antagonizing Congress by blaming it for budget deficits and
inflation. John Ehrlichman, a top Nixon adviser, loudly denounced the "credit-card
Coniress" and likened it to a derelict relative who impoverished a family by running up
bills. Nixon upped the pressure by telling Congress to spend no more than $250 billion, and
by threatening to veto appropriations bills that exceeded this cap.
More dramatically, Nixon also used a power he had as president: He impounded-simply
refused to spend-funds appropriated by Congress.
116
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Presidents since the founding had done this, including Lyndon Johnson. It seldom was a big
deal, so long as the amounts were small, the rationales for impoundment were sound, and
appropriators were consulted. Nixon, however, didn't keep it small: He impounded tens of
billions of dollars, often to gut programs he did not like. Gallingly, Caspar Weinberger, his
deputy director of the Office of Management and Budget, told Congress the Constitution
empowered the president to decide whether to spend money. All of which precipitated a
constitutional crisis, since the Constitution gives Congress the power of the purse.
The architects of the 1974 congressional Budget and lmpoundment Control Act thought
they had fixed the nation's pocketbook, starting by limiting the power of Nixon to disrupt it.
And in a way, it worked. But it also turned into a powerful lesson about unintended
consequences, and the risks of assuming too much of Congress.

LOOKING BACK ON that moment in Washington history, Rep. Bill Archer {R-Texas}, a ~
1971 to 2001, later remarked: "The culture then was

~ who served in the House from

that the president has too much power. We don't like the president. The president is
abusing his power.... The idea was that we're going to take power away from the president
and constitute it within the Congress."
To take back control of the budget, Congress formed a new committee in 1972, held hearing
after hearing, and produced a 4.600-page record of testimony and reports. Less than two
years later, a new budgeting scheme became law: the CBA, for short, passedon J.Y!yj2
.1974, with little dissent Nixon, mired in Watergate and a month from resigning, signed the
legislation.
The budgeting process the CBA replaced was vague and little understood outside of
Congress. The president would send Congress a budget, which would pass appropriations
acts in response. The process was dominated by powerful committee chairmen.
Appropriations often were late, and supplemental spending bills were passed ad hoc. Porkbarrel projects were many. Nixon trolled Congress for this "hoary and traditional"
appropriations process, which failed to "consider the total financial picture when it votes on
a particular spending bill."
By comparison, the 43-page CBA mandated a rational-if complicated-process. New
budget committees in both the House and Senate, assisted by the newly created
nonpartisan Congressional Budget Office, would actually plan according to data. The
committees receive spending and revenue data from the president's budget, CBO reports,
and the "views and estimates" of the various committees that authorize government
spending. The budget committees then are to report a spending resolution that Congress as
a whole adopts. T~is would be, officially, the budget; thereafter, the appropriations
committees can move bills to spend the portions of the budget authority allocated to them.
As initially enacted, the CBA required a second budget resolution to update the budget as
216
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needed-say, if tax revenues didn't come in as projected. The entire process would start in
February and conclude in September before the new fiscal year commenced. The intended
result: a federal spending program that came in on time and within budget.
Instead, the very first budget resolution arrived a month late in 1975 and proposed higher
spending than President Gerald Ford had requested. It augured the fiscal future.
To its credit, the CBA did fix the main problem it set out to solve: itcurbed excessive
presidential impoundments. No president can do what Nixon did. Title X of the act limits
when and how an executive can not spend funds. And it created the much-needed office of
the CBO, which helpfully brought nonpartisan brains to the budget process, Today, CBO
cost estimates-known as "scores"-helpfully serve as a price tag on new legislation.
But in all other respects.the CBA has failed. Congress has run deficits 36 of the 40
years since adopting it. The national debt is $18 trillion, and it has !l:iJ;2!fili as a percentage of
GDP since 1974.

Since the enactment of the Congressional Budget and lmpoundment Control Act, Congress
has adopted a budget resolution on time only six times. It blows the deadline by an average
of nearly 40 days. Congress virtually never passes the 12 appropriations bills by the CBA's
deadline, and often passes none at all. Instead, chamber leaders rush through omnibus
spending bills and continuing resolutions whose contents are unknown to most legislators.
Ignominiously, the budgeting process established by the CBA-that guideline document
written by both chambers-has devolved into a time-sucking, deceptive messaging exercise
based upon dubious or outright bogus assumptions. The FY2016 budget that the GOP
boasted about in April is a case in point. It balances the budget in part by claiming that its
tax reforms would generate $1 trillion in revenue. The budget also assumes Obamacare will
be abolished, that roaring economic growth will boost tax revenues; it dodges budget caps
by slipping $94 billion in defense spending into an "Overseas Contingency Operations" fund,
and uses a cost-shuffling gimmick called "CHIMPS" (changes in mandatory spending
programs) to claim illusory savings that are then spent on other government initiatives.
To be clear, Republicans are not the only ones guilty of fiscal legerdemain. Former Rep.
David Obey, {D-Wis.), who served two stints as chairman of the House Appropriations
Committee, remarked in 1982: "Under the existing conditions the only kind of budget
resolution you can pass today is one that lies. We did it under Carter, we have done it under
Reagan, and we are going to do it under every president for as long as any of us are here,
unless we change the system, because you cannot get members under the existing system
to face up to what the real numbers do. You always end up having phony economic
assumptions and all kinds of phony numbers on estimating."

THE CBA WAS a serious attempt to reform federal budgeting, but in hindsight there were
3/6
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any number of reasons it was doomed to fail-and they offer a powerful window into the
gap between what we expect of Congress, and what it can actually get done.
Some of these reasons are procedural. The CBA mandates a baroque budget-producing
process that the legislature must complete in a little oyer 70 weekdays and which can easily
be tripped up. And the budget resolution can be adopted by a simple majority of both
chambers, but appropriations acts, as budget guru Stan Callender points out. need 60 or
more votes in the Senate and a presidential signature. This difference encourages politicized
budget resolutions that only occasionally get enacted into actual taxing and spending
policies.
Budgeting, at bottom, is about making tough choices, and the CBA doesn't empower the
budget committees to make them. Making a budget resolution acceptable to Congress
means the budget committees must placate the appropriators and every other legislator
who has taxing and spending preferences. The budget committees also have no control
over the costs of entitlements, which account for 70 percent of federal spending.
In a bigger sense, you could say the CBA's flaws are the flaws of democracy.Its most basic
conceit is the supposition that 535 legislators could decide annually the nation's spending
priorities, and commit themselves to it. The CBA threw out the old president-led and
appropriator-controlled system, replacing it with a less hierarchical, more inclusive process.
As such, it invited more conflict among legislators, and created more access points for
proliferating interest groups. The CBA also wrongly presumed public pressure would curb
Congress from running up deficits.
Critically, the law fails to unify the three portions of the budgetary process. When it was
working on the CBA, the Joint Study Committee on Budget Control advocated a budget
process with a trigger. If Congress failed to adopt a budget on time, the president's budget
would serve as the budget resolution. Appropriators then could go ahead and appropriate.
Instead, CBA's budget process is an uncoordinated hurly-burly. Each year, the president
issues his budget, which Congress is free to ignore (Nothing in the CBA requires legislators
to do anything with the president's budget). Then Congress may or may not produce its own
budget. The budget resolution it not a straitjacket. It is little more than a guide, and its
enforcement mechanisms can be dodged to permit additional spending. Eventually,
appropriators or leadership will move spending bills. It is the very antithesis of rational fiscal
planning.
Over the years, Congress has made various repair efforts. Sensibly, it got rid of the CBA's
demand that Congress pass a second budget resolution each autumn. As deficits got worse
in the 1980s and 1990s, congress tried bigger fixes: the 1985 Gramm-Rudman-Hollings Act.
which set decreasing annual deficit targets, and the 1990 Budget Enforcement Act, which

4/6
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toughened enforcement of deficit reduction. In desperation, Congress effectively
resurrected Nixon's old impoundment power by establishing a line item veto (1996) to
permit the president to zero out programs. The Supreme Court promptly struck it down.
None of these efforts fundamentally changed the budget process set by the CBA, but
remarkably, Congress may have stumbled onto a model for a more workable Congressional
Budget Act. The 2011 Budget Control Act came after Republicans refused to raise the debt

illi.ng without budget cuts. The BCA is less than 30 pages in length, and its provisions are
far easier to understand and obey than the CBA and its budget resolution.
The BCA is potent policy that packed a big trigger. A joint committee had to report a plan for
cutting the federal deficit by $1.5 trillion over 10 years. If the committee (popularly known
as the "super committee") failed to report-which it didn't do-or if Congress did not
approve this plan under expedited procedures, the BCA's $1.2 trillion in automatic cuts
("sequestration") would kick in. The statute also provided a joint executive-legislative
process to increase the debt ceiling.
Today, the Budget Control Act. slightly modified. remains the law of the land. Effectively, it
supplanted the CBA by taking from Congress' hands the CBA's annual question, "How much
should we spend?" The BCA locks in annual spending levels that Congress cannot exceed
without passing a law. The sequester was never even supposed to go into effect-it was
supposed to be so appalling that nobody would allow it to happen.Instead, Congress proved
unable to steer around it, and now sequestration isdoing what the Congressional Budget
Act never did: controlling spending and deficits.
Forty years after the Congressional Budget Act, we find ourselves in a strange place. Clearly,
allowing a president to thwart Congress' spending decisions willy-nilly was a problem. Few
today would trust Congress enough to return to the pre-CBA, leave-it-to-the-appropriators
approach. Sticking with the CBA's byzantine process would be nuts. Four decades of failed
budgeting shows that the CBA should be blown up. Yet, nearly everyone on Capitol Hill
hates the BCA's sequestration. Its cuts are not rationally apportioned among spending
priorities. It chops spending across the board, with half falling on defense and the rest on
non-defense. Failed, wasteful programs get nicked the same as smart ones.
Any effort to improve the federal budget process is going to have to find a middle road
between the CBA and the BCA. A better budget process would give the president and
Congress skins in the budget game, and force their hands to make hard decisions. Annual
spending caps are effective, but they cannot be set too stringently. Pace Dick Cheney,
deficits do matter, so budgeting should empower both tax and entitlement policy reform.
Congress needs to participate in budgeting decisions, but plainly the CBA has asked too
much ofit.
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Kevin R. Kosar is the director of the governance project at the RStreet Institute. a think tank in
Washington, D.C.
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President Donald Trump spoke with POLITICO on Friday, touching on a number of topics from the 2020
election to Attorney General William Barr. I Saul Loeb/Getty Images
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Transcript: POLITICO interviews President Donald Trump on Joe
Biden, impeachment, Bill Barr, North Korea
By ANDREW RESTUCCIA. ELIANA JOHNSON and DANIEL LIPPMAN I 05/10/2019 08:22 PM EDT

POLIDCO's Andrew Restuccia, Eliana Johnson and Daniel Lippman spoke with President
Donald Trump over the phone on Friday, May 10. The 15-minute interview stemmed
originally from questions related to a forthcoming article. Below is a transcript of the
remainder of the conversation, lightly edited for clarity and to remove extraneous cross-

talk:

***
POLITICO: On David Bossie, I know that the campaign put out this statement on him and
him using his group to sort of promote himself and using your image. Have you talked to
him at all about that? We've heard that you've been frustrated.

TRUMP: I have not. I have not. I would be disappointed in David if he did that. I guess
historically people involved in campaigns go around. I mean, you know, if you look at
anybody, anybody running for president. If they win, you always -- you start off with many
people running and then you have a group of people that become known. And David was
one of the people. David -- you know, many people helped us. Many, many people, you
know, helped me to win. And I've studied history, and I see a lot of people do very well after
wins. But, I don't know. I just-- You folks did a story on this story, others did a story. I
would be disappointed if everything wasn't on the up and up.
POLITICO: Mr. President, you said on Twitter earlier today that you're confident [former
Vice President Joe] Biden's going to beat [Vermont Sen.} Bernie [Sanders] and that he'll
become the nominee. What makes you think that?

TRUMP: I just think so. Maybe I look at it like my race. If you remember, from the day I
came down the escalator until the end of the primaries, I was in the number one position. I
was center stage every debate. And you know, nobody came close. And I had -- I mean, I
had a big lead pretty much from the beginning, and it got bigger, you know, as it went
along, and as people started dropping out. And I look at it as analogous [to this year's
Democratic primary] because we had 17 plus one. So we had 18, actually. You know we had
Gilmore, if you remember.
WHITEHOUSE
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Trump: Biden 2020 reminds me of Trump 2016
By ANDREW RESTUCCIA, DANIEL LIPPMAN and ELIANA JOHNSON

POLITICO: Oh, I remember.
TRUMP: Which a lot of people forget. But anyway, so we actually had 18 people. But they
have - what do they have, 21, 22 people now, right? Something like that?

POLITICO: That's right.
POLITICO: Why do you think TRUMP: So it seems that -- it seems that many of them aren't registering, as happened
with [20]16. It seems as if many of aren't registering with the public. And Biden - for
whatever reason, I don't get that -- but he seems to be - you know, have some kind of a

register. Whether it's name [recognition] or what. And he seems to be doing well. And
Bernie seems to be going in the wrong direction. But everyone else is going -- I mean
almost everybody else seems to be not doing very well. And so I would certainly say -- I
make it analogous to my race in the sense that, you know, I rode it out. You know, they call
it in sports: 'good frontrunner.' I don't know if Biden's a good frontrunner. I heard him
talking about [how] he spoke to Margaret Thatcher yesterday. I mean, what he said is he
spoke to Margaret Thatcher. I assume he meant Theresa May. So, I don't know, is that a
good front runner? I don't know. That was a beauty.
POLITICO: What do you think about [South Bend Mayor] Pete Buttigieg? I know you
mentioned him once in your rally, but do you think he's a threat in any way?
TRUMP: Alfred E. Neuman cannot become president of the United States.

POLITICO: And are you -- do you think, with Democrats talking about impeachment, do
you think a failed impeachment effort by Democrats would benefit you politically? Because
that's what kind of what happened with Bill Clinton in the 1990s. Is that what you POLIDCO: Do you want them to try to impeach you?
TRUMP: So, you know, it's all based on high crimes and misdemeanors. And if you look at
the Mueller report, there was no collusion. There was no conspiracy. And there was no
obstruction. He said that in the first half of the sentence, and then said he couldn't prove it.
But there was no obstruction. And then the attorney general, based on the facts, and the
deputy attorney general, Rod Rosenstein, they ruled there was no obstruction. So you have
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no crime. And impeachment's based on crime. And, specifically it's based on high crimes
and misdemeanors. Not 'plus' or whatever -- it's 'and' misdemeanors. Not separately, but
together. So you need both.
And, you know, look, I know it would be a very, very impossible thing. Plus, you know if
you haven't had -- in fact, the crimes were actually committed, but they were committed by
the Democrats. They were committed by the DNC, the Clinton campaign, Hillary Clinton.
Those were the crimes. They weren't committed by us.
WHITEHOUSE

Trump's new nickname for Pete Buttigieg: 'Alfred E. Neuman'
By DANIEL LIPPMAN, ANDREW RESTUCCIA and ELIANA JOHNSON

So I must say, you know you mentioned the word [impeachment], I haven't heard that
word in a while. Because since the report came out, it said no collusion, no obstruction, no
conspiracy. And that was the end. I haven't heard the word mentioned, really -- essentially
-- since the Mueller report came out. And it's not like it's not like they were friends of mine.
POLITICO: Are you also concerned about Sen. Richard Burr [of North Carolina] and that
subpoena of Don Jr.? And have you talked to him or Leader [Mitch] McConnell about that

in terms of -TRUMP: No, I haven't spoken to him. And I'm very surprised by it because he went out
about four weeks ago and said there is no collusion. So that's maybe a little bit different,
you know, than what you're talking about. But I know that my son did testify. I know that
[special counsel Robert] Mueller went over his testimony -- and very, very strongly went
over his testimony -- and found that he did absolutely nothing wrong. That was an oppo

research meeting. And I would say that everybody in Washington has had those meetings.
You know, your opponent -- 'hey, we have information on your opponent. Would you like
to hear?' I mean, you tell me how many politicians would turn that meeting down. And
then it turned out she did that -- it turned out you didn't have any information.
POLmCO: But are you frustrated that Republicans are subpoenaing your son? I mean,
these are Republicans that are doing this.
TRUMP: Well, not Republicans. It's a Republican.
POLITICO: A Republican.
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TRUMP: Yeah. And I won the state of North Carolina and frankly had another Republican
won [the primary], they would not have won the state. I have a great relationship to that
state. So I was very surprised. He came in, ran along with me. I didn't know him well, but

he ran along with me. So yeah, I was very surprised to see that.
POLITICO: And you saw the Times report that [Trump lawyer] Rudy Giuliani is going to
Ukraine to urge them to pursue some investigations? I mean, have you talked to him about
that? Does he have your blessing to do that?
TRUMP: I don't know much about it yet. Just very briefly, he had mentioned -- and he's

involved with a number of people that are looking into the whole thing because a lot of very
bad, a lot of very bad things took place prior to the election. A lot of very, very bad things
took place.
You know, they talk about 'investigate the investigators.' And when you look at what's
happened with [Pete] Strzok and [Lisa] Page and [Andrew] McCabe and [James] Corney
and all of the terrible things that took place, I think, you know. But I have not -- I have not
spoken to [Giuliani] at any great length, but I will. When is he leaving? I don't even know.
When is he leaving?
POLITICO: He's leaving soon. I think in the next couple days.
TRUMP: I see. Well, I will speak to him about it before he leaves. I'm just curious about

that.
POLITICO: But you're supportive of his effort?
TRUMP: That could be something also very separate. I will -- I'll speak to him before he
leaves.
2020 ELECTIONS

Trump: Discussing a Biden probe with Barr would be
'appropriate'
By ELIANA JOHNSON, DARREN SAMUELSOHN, ANDREW RESTUCCIA and DANIEL LIPPMAN

POLITICO: And one more. Have you asked [Attorney General] Bill Barr, or would you ask
Bill Barr, to investigate Biden about his son's -- Biden's son's work in Ukraine? That's
become a big issue.
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TRUMP: Well, I haven't spoken to him about it. But certainly it is a very big issue and
we'll see what happens. I have not spoken to him about it. Would I speak to him about it? I
haven't thought of that. I mean, you're asking me a question I just haven't thought of.

Certainly, it would be an appropriate thing to speak about. But I have not done that as of
yet. It could be a very big -- it could be a very big situation. Of course, because he's because
he's a Democrat, it's about one 1/100 the size of the fact that if he were Republican, it
would be a lot bigger. But anyway, go ahead.
POLITICO: Thank you, Mr. President. The Pentagon said yesterday that North Korea has
been firing short-range missiles. They confirm that's what they were yesterday. Do you
consider this a breach of trust between you and Kim Jong Un? Are you angry or frustrated
by by this? And how do you think we should be responding to that?
TRUMP: No. No. I'm not at all. They're short-range. They're short-range and I don't
consider that a breach of trust at all. And you know, at some point I may. But at this at this
point, no. These were short-range missiles and very standard stuff. Very standard.

POLITICO: You'd previously previously talked about how proud you were that North
Korea had stopped firing these missiles, so you don't consider this a setback?
TRUMP: Well, this is -- actually, some of them weren't even missiles. Some of the things

that they fired, they weren't even missiles. But this is short-range, and I don't consider it a
breach of trust. I'll let you know when I do. I mean, it's possible that at some point I will.
But right now, not at all.
POLITICO: Are you considering a pardon of Paul Manafort or Roger Stone given that this
Russian collusion thing is over, in your mind?
TRUMP: Well, the Russian collusion thing has turned out to be a total hoax, and now
people are saying it. But I have not given any consideration to any of that at this moment.

POLITICO: And just one more. Have you talked to Steve Bannon at all, and would you
ever consider sort of fixing your relationship with him? Or you just have no interest in
working with him again?
TRUMP: Well, I always liked Steve and I mean the last seven months or eight months, I

mean, you can't have nicer statements stated about yourself than the things he's been
saying about me, as you know.
POLITICO: Of course.

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

749
TRUMP: 'The greatest of all time,' you know, etc., etc. But I haven't. You've seen what he's
said on the various shows and you've seen what he's written. And that's very nice, and I
appreciate it. But I haven't spoken to Steve in a while. Haven't spoken to Steve in a while.
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Vice President Joe Biden,s connections to Ukraine have become a subject of deep interest among the president's political allies. I Ethan Miller/Getty Images
2020 ELECTIONS

Trump: Discussing a Biden probe with Barr would be 'appropriate'
Rudy Giuliani, the president's personal attorney, is urging Ukraine to investigate .Joe Biden, raising questions about whether Donald
Trump would pressure his attorney general to do the same.
By ELIANA JOHNSON, DARREN SAMUELSOHN, ANDREW RESTUCCIA and DANIEL LIPPMAN I 05/10/2019 08:01 PM EDT ! Updated 05/11/2019 12:32 AM EDT

President Donald Trump told POLITICO on Friday that it would be "appropriate" for him to speak to Attorney General Bill Barr
about launching an investigation into his potential 2020 rival, Joe Biden, or his son, Hunter.
The question of whether Trump could pressure Ban to probe Biden is coming under scrutiny after Rudy Giuliani, the president's
personal attorney, said he would be traveling to Ukraine to urge the incoming government there to look at Hunter Biden's
involvement with a Ukrainian energy company that has reportedly been in prosecutors' crosshairs. The efforts appear to be part of a
broader campaign by Trnmp's allies to damage the former Democratic vice president's White House campaign and have raised
questions about whether Trump's team is trying to enlist a foreign government to aid the president's re-election bid,

https://www.poHtico.com/story/2019/05/1 0/trump-biden-ukraine-barr-1317601

AB

39-405

1/4

01/18/2020

751
Trump: Discussing,a,Biden probe with Barr would be 'appropriate' POLITICO

1/2/2020

M

"Certainly it would be an appropriate thing to speak to him about, hut 1 have not done that as of yet.,. It could be a very big
situation," Trump said in a 15-minute telephone interview on Friday afternoon, which stemmed from POLITICO's inquiries for a
separate story.
Barr also drew attention dm-ing his recent congressional testimony when he demurred on a question about whether anybody in the
White House had ever suggested that he launch an investigation.
WHITEHOUSE

Trump: Biden 2020 reminds me of Trump 2016
By ANDREW RESTUCCIA, DANIEL LIPPMAN and ELIANA JOHNSON

The two Bidens' connections to Ukraine have become a subject of deep interest among the president's political allies, who charge that
Eiden as vice president pressured the Ukrainian government to oust a prosecutor in order to benefit his son. The Ukrainian
prosecutor had reportedly faced allegations of ignoring corruption among Ukraine's business and political elite, No evidence has
emerged that Joe Eiden was acting to assist his son, and it is not clear that the official was probing the company at the time.
The New York Times earlier this month reported on Giu1iani's efforts to investigate and publicize the issue.
The president argued that the alleged conflict of interest, or appearance thereof, was not mushrooming into an all-out scandal
because Biden is a Democrat.
"Because he's a Democrat," Trump said, the report had about "one-hundredth" the impact as it would have ifhe "were a Republican."
That's not for lack of effort by the president's allies. As of Friday afternoon, Giuliani was about to travel to Ukraine in an effort to
push the country's president-elect to pursue the investigation into Hunter Biden's involvement with the energy company, Burisma
Holdings. He also wants Ukraine to probe whether the country's officials were trying to help Hillary Clinton during the 2016 election
by releasing forged documents tied to Paul Manafort.
Giuliani was planning to leave Sunday and return Wednesday, he told POLITICO in an interview Friday afternoon. During his trip,
Giuliani was expecting to meet with Volodymyr Zelensky, a comedian who...,was elected president of Ukraine last month and who has
reportedly said he's looking to replace one of the prosecutors involved in the cases.
"ijust want to tel1 him, 'Don't let these crooks talk you out of the investigation. There are real facts there they've got to investigate,"'
Giuliani said. "A lot of this stuff is a lot easier for them to get. They do get nervous if they think the government is going to scuttle this
investigation."
But later Friday, Giuliani said he had canceled his trip, explaining his change of plans in a text message to POLITICO that the
original offer for a meeting was a "set up" orchestrated by "several vocal critics" of Trump who are advising Ukraine's new president~
elect. "Only got name yesterday and told pres elect is in hands of avowed enemies of Pres Trump," Giuliani wrote. "Useless meeting."
Biden's campaign did not immediately respond to a request for comment
The president said Friday he didn't know much about Giuliani's planned trip but wanted to speak with him about it.
"I have not spoken to him at any great length, but I will," Trnmp said in the interview. "I will speak to him about it before he leaves."
The former New York mayor for weeks has been talking with reporters about the Eiden-Ukraine connection, insisting it is a scandal.
"I don't see how you get from here to the presidency ·without that being investigated," Giuliani said earlier on Friday, swinging back
at critics who say the president's attorney is openly encouraging a foreign government to meddle in the American election.
"Ifl wanted to meddle in the election, I'd be talking about it a year from now," Giuliani said. "I'd have kept it for myself and I'd have
popped it right before the Democratic convention. That'd be fun."
Trump's critics have long feared that the president would pressure the ,Justice Department to investigate his political opponents.
During the 2016 campaign, Trump and his allies led chants of "Lock her up!" in reference to Clinton, though there has been no public
follow-up on the Clinton investigation since the arrival of the Trump administration.

hltps://www.poHtico.com/story/2019/05/1 0/trump~biden~ukraine-barr-1317601
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More recently, Barr has come under fire for his reply to Sen. Kamala Harris during a hearing last week where the attorney general
did not explicitly answer the California Democrat's questions about whether Trump or anyone else in the White House asked or
suggested the DOJ launch an investigation.
"I'm trying to grapple with the world 'suggest'," Barr replied during the hea~ng. "I mean there have been discussions of, of matters
out there that uh ... they have not asked me open an investigation."
Harris, who is running for president, followed up by asking if the \Vhitc Home had hinted at an investigation, and the attorney
general replied, "I don't know."
Several former national security and law enforcement officials took issue later Friday with the president's comment that he was
within his right to approach Barr about a possible Riden investigation.
"Past Republican and Democratic administrations alike have recognized the critical importance of the wall of separation between the
White House and DOJ when it comes to criminal investigations," said Matt Axelrod, a former senior Obama ,Justice Department
official. "This president's belief that he can instruct the Attorney General to investigate his political rival is a wild break from past
precedent and would represent a dangerous assault on the rule of law."
Susan Hennessey, a former attorney at the National Security Agency wrote on Twitter after this story published that Trump's
comment was a "disturbing development people should pay attention to."
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Trump elevates Mulvaney aide weeks after he defied impeachment
subpoena
Robert Blair will be the special representative for international telecommunications policy.

Acting White House chief of staff Mick Mulvaney. I Evan Vucci/ AP Photo
By KYLE CHENEY
12/23/2019 06: 11 PM EST
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President Donald Trump has promoted a central figure in the House
impeachment inquiry who defied a subpoena to testify.
Trump on Monday named Robert Blair - a top aide to acting chief of staff
Mick Mulvaney - as the special representative for international
telecommunications policy, a position that puts Blair in a central role atop a
U.S. effort to "promote a secure and reliable global telecommunications
system."
Story Continued Below

"In this new capacity, Mr. Blair will support the Administration's 5G efforts led
by the Assistant to the President for Economy Policy, Larry Kudlow," the White
House said in a statement. "Mr. Blair will continue to serve as Assistant to the
President and the Senior Advisor to the Chief of Staff."

Democrats subpoenaed Blair on Nov. 3 to testify about his awareness of
Trump's order to hold military aid to Ukraine, which they allege was part of an
effort to.coerce an ally- desperately :fighting off a Russian invasion - to
investigate his political rivals. Blair refused to appear for a Nov. 4 deposition
under orders from the White House.
MOST READ
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Trump tries to avoid his own Benghazi
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Trump does New Year's Eve his way

<
"Some of that evidence has revealed that Mr. Blair was a percipient witness to
the President's misconduct," Rep. Adam Schiff CD-Calif.), chairman of the

House Intelligence Committee, said in a closed-door meeting on Nov. 4,
according to a transcript released by the panel last month. "We can only infer,
therefore, that the White House's effort to block Mr. Blair from testifying is to
prevent the committees from learning additional evidence of Presidential
misconduct and that Mr. Blair's testimony would corroborate and confirm
other witnesses' accounts of such misconduct, including Mr. Mulvaney's
admission from the White House Briefing Room that the Ukraine military aid
was frozen by the President in order to pressure Ukraine into initiating
investigations into the Bidens and the 2016 election."
The House impeached Trump last week for abuse of power in his posture
toward Ukraine as well as efforts to thwart the Intelligence Committee's
investigation into the president's effort to press Ukraine to investigate his
political rivals. Democrats say Trump withheld $391 million in military aid
from Ukraine as leverage, but top officials who handled Trump's order have
refused to testify, acting on the president's direction.

Senate Democrats preparing for Trump's impeachment trial have I f i l l ~
~witnesses previously blocked by the White House, including Blair,
whose testimony they say would shed light on the decision to withhold aid.
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Blair was among senior administration officials included on email threads by
the U.S. ambassador to the European Union, Gordon Sandland, who helped
spearhead conversations with top Ukrainians about launching investigations
sought by Trump.
FILED UNDER: DONALD TRUMP, DONALD TRUMP 2020, MICK MULVANEY
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Pro-Russia separatist soldiers celebrate in Lugansk, Ukraine, in 2014. I Spencer Platt/Getty Images

BUDGET & APPROPRIATIONS

Trump holds up Ukraine military aid meant to confront Russia
By CAITLIN EMMA and CONNOR O'BRIEN I 08/28/2019 06:11 PM EDT I Updated 08/29/2019 03:40 PM EDT

The Trump administration is slow-walking $250 million in military assistance to Ukraine,
annoying lawmakers and advocates who argue the funding is critical to keeping Russia at
bay.
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President Donald Trump asked his national security team to review the funding program,
known as the Ukraine Security Assistance Initiative, in order to ensure the money is being
used in the best interest of the United States, a senior administration official told
POLITICO on Wednesday.
But the delays come amid questions over Trump's approach to Russia, after a weekend in
which the president repeatedly seemed to downplay Moscow's military intervention .in
Ukraine and pushed for Russia to be reinstated into the Group of Seven, an annual
gathering of the world's largest advanced economies. The review is also occurring amid a
broader internal debate over whether to halt or cut billions of dollars in foreign aid.
United States military aid to Ukraine has long been seen as a litmus test for how strongly
the American government is pushing back against Moscow.
The Trump administration in 2017 approved lethal arms sales to Ukraine, taking a step the
Obama administration had never done. The move was seen as a sign that Trump's
government was taking a hard-line approach to a revanchist Vladimir Putin despite the
president's public rhetoric flattering the Russian leader. Scaling back that assistance could
expose Trump to allegations that his policies are favoring Moscow.
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For the 2019 fiscal year, lawmakers allocated $250 million in security aid to Ukraine,
including money for weapons, training, equipment and intelligence support. Specifically,
Congress set aside $50 million for weaponry.
Now, that funding is being called into question. The senior administration official, who
asked to remain anonymous in order to discuss internal matters, said the president wants
to ensure U.S. interests are being prioritized when it comes to foreign assistance, and is
seeking assurances that other countries are "paying their fair share."
Defense Secretary Mark Esper and national security adviser John Bolton are among the
officials who were asked to review the Ukraine security funding.
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A senior Defense Department official told PO LID CO that "the department has reviewed
the foreign assistance package and supports it."
But the White House explanation that Trump wants to ensure the money is being spent
properly isn't sitting well with lawmakers on Capitol Hill, where members of both parties
have pushed to increase military assistance to Ukraine and U.S. military efforts to deter
Russia in Eastern Europe.
There is "an at least temporary effect," said Rep. Tom Malinowski, a New Jersey Democrat
who sits on the House Foreign Affairs Committee. ''The bigger problem is that Trump is
once again showing himself to be an asset to Russia."
Sen. Bob Menendez (D-N.J.), the ranking Democrat on the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee, vowed that the administration's move "will be met with fierce opposition in
Congress."
"Enough is enough," he said in a statement. "President Trump should stop worrying about
disappointing Vladimir Putin and stand up for U.S. national security priorities."
The funds for Ukraine can't be spent while they're under review and the money expires at
the Sept. 30 end of the fiscal year. The account was originally created by defense policy
legislation enacted in late 2015 to help Ukraine battle pro-Russian separatists in Crimea
after Moscow annexed the region in 2014.
"We are aware of an [Office of Management and Budget] hold on funding for the Ukraine
Security Assistance Initiative," House Appropriations Committee spokesperson Evan
Hollander said in a statement. "We have serious concerns about a freeze on these
important appropriated funds, and we are urgently inquiring with the administration about
why they are holding up these resources."
The House Armed Services Committee "is aware of the restriction, but have requested
additional information about what it means and is applied to," an aide told POLITICO.
In a POLITICO op-ed in April, Senate Armed Services Chairman Jim Inhofe (R-Okla.)
called for boosting funding for the Ukraine Security Assistance Initiative and argued that a
bigger portion of the money "should go to support defensive lethal aid that will make
Ukraine a more difficult target for Putin's aggression."
Trump is scheduled to meet this weekend in Warsaw, Poland, with Ukrainian President
Volodymyr Zelensky.
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The Trump administration's broader push to freeze or slash foreign aid that White House
officials contend is wasteful has sparked intense bipartisan backlash, with lawmakers
warning of a deteriorating relationship with the White House when it comes to the use of
appropriated funds.
The administration dropped a plan last week amid congressional fury that would have cut
more than $4 billion across 10 areas of foreign assistance, including funds for international
peacekeeping operations, narcotics control and global health efforts. The administration
also backed off a similar plan last year.
Rep. Hal Rogers (R-Ky.), ranking member of the House Committee that oversees funding
for the State Department, and Sen. Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.), a member of the Senate
Foreign Relations and Appropriations committees, both warned Trump against the
package of funding cuts.
Top Republicans and Democrats on the House Foreign Affairs Committee and Senate
Foreign Relations Committee also sounded the alarm.
Daniel Fried, a career diplomat who has served in both Republican and Democratic
administrations and was most recently the State Department coordinator for sanctions
policy, said the review sends the wrong message to a Democratic ally under intense
pressure from Moscow's aggressive behavior.
"If the Administration has a good reason for a sudden cut to security assistance to Ukraine,
they should share it," Fried told POLITICO. "Ukraine's new leaders, in office through free
and fair elections, have earned and deserve America's support, not mixed signals."

Trump has also withheld hundreds of millions of dollars in aid to Central America and
sought to shuffle around federal funds in order to bolster Trump's immigration
enforcement priorities.
For example, the administration plans to divert $271 million from various Department of
Homeland Security accounts - including $155 million in federal disaster aid - to beef up
funding for its immigration enforcement effort.
"It is of great concern that during the course of this administration, there has been a
growing disconnect between the will of Congress ... and the department's immigration
enforcement proceedings, which often lack justification," Rep. Lucille Roybal-Allard (DCalif.), who chairs the House subcommittee that funds DHS, said in a recent letter to acting
Homeland Security Secretary Kevin McAleenan.
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In a statement on Wednesday, a FEMA spokesperson said the move won't affect long-term
recovery efforts underway in states and territories ravaged by hurricanes, wildfires and
flooding.

Natasha Bertrand contributed to this report.
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KonoMOYICK.-111: AxMeTOB B 2016-0M CKa3an MHe, '-!TO 3eneHCIU-1Yi 6yAeT npe3i,1AeHTOM

11312020

Monday, M,'lV 27. 2019 6·00 AM

We have been recording a conversation with Kolomoisky for more than an hour.
After questions about Priv_~tban_~..:. it's hard to get the interview back on the political
track.
The oligarch is ready for hours to talk about the nationalization of the bank and
emotionally criticize the previous government and the leadership of the National Bank.
But in the second part of Chitko lntervyu, Kolomoisky becomes dynamic. harsh and
more frank.
The oligarch tells how he phoned Vakarchuk together with Zelensky tipsy, admits to
whom he sympathized in the presidential race and to whom he was going to help ln the
elections to the Rada.
B X0A€ 6eceAbl KOJ10MOltlCK"1ltl H83bl88€T T1-1MOW€HKO CBOlt!M APYrOM, AsaKOBa "rapaHTOM" 1-1 nOA KOHet.t nOAP06HO 06b~CHs:l€T, 1-13·38 4ero aABOKaT TpaMna C411T8€T

ero "eparoM CWA".

1119

https://www,pravda.com.ua/rus/artic!es/2019/05/27/7216183I
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KonOM0'1CKM'1: AxMeTOB e 2016--0M CKa3an MHe, "'!TO 3e.neHCKt1'1 6yAeT npe31,1A0HTOM

11312020

KonoMOHCKMM - OTHOW8HMll C 3eneHCKHM, 380HKH BaKap~yKy, APY>K6a C T...

a
nepsy,o f./SCTb HHTepBblO 'IHTaiire 3Recb:

KonoMOMCKMM: Bee XOTAT, '-IT06bl csepw1om0Cb l.fYAO My 3eneHCKoro nony,ntnocb

"E111e II CMMn8Tll3Mposan rp114eHKO"
- Koro Bbl ct,HHSHCMpoaanM Ha 3TMX npe311,Q,eHTCKMX Bbl6opax?

- H11Koro. $'.I B8M CTO pa3 roaopw,. Y MeHff >Ke orpaHH4eHHs:! Ha paCXOAbl. KaK 8
",ll>KeHTnbMeHax YA84H", ff eMy roeopt0: •~01..1ettr, y MeHR rop110", a OH roeopv11: "nacrb
nopsy''.

2/19
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KonoMoiilcK11\II: AXM8T0B B 2016-0M CKa3an MHe, "!TO 3eneHCKl1\ll 6yAeT npe311A8HT0M

1/3/2020

- Y sac M Aanbwe

20 TblCR'-1 q>yHTOB e HeAemo orpaHH"leHHe?

-Aa,y
HeAerno HaA0 np0)!(t,1Tb caM0MY vi €li.ie K0My-T0 n0M0raTb, Y MeHf! 6onbwas:i ceMbR, MHe
eCTb K0My noMoraTb. ,[lernM, HanpvtMep, CblHy-cnopTCMeHy.

- BaM, Kcran,, 3THX

20 TblCSl4 e HeAemo xearaer?

Hy K0He4H0, MHe xsarner. 3T0 60JlbWHe A€Hbn1.
- CKOnbKO Bbl eoo6u.te rpan1Te Ha ce6A e MeCAL\? CKOnbKO eaM Hy>KHO KapMaHHblX
AeHer, "IT06bt Bbl ce6R KOMq::>opTHO "IYBCTBOBanw?

- Hy, 15 Tb!C5=14 A0n.napoe, 20 MaKO1MyM.
- EcnH 6bi y sac He 6bl/10 HHKaKMX Q)HHaHCOSblX orpaHH"leHMH, Koro 6bl Bbl
npo(pHHaHcHpoeanH Ha 3THX npe3HAeHTCKHX Bbl6opax?
- nepsoe - y MeHf'I A0mKHbl B3mb geHbrn eli.ie. Bropoe

sonpoc 10pv1;:11-14ecK1-1!1.

B

4eM onaCH0CTb - ::no HaJll-141-1€ HH0CTpaHHblX nacnopT0B. Y M€HH €CTb YKP8MHCKl-1i4
nacnopr, fl YKP8lllHCKl-1i1 rpa>KA8HVIH.

A K8K0l1 craryc M0l/4 6yger, ecnM

fl 6ygy 3T0 genarb, H8X0A$1Cb 8 >KeHese, )KJ.1B$1 TaM no

K1-1npcK0My nacnopry, ecm1 $1 y1..1acrsy10 s (pV1HSHCV1posaH1,m K0ro-ro 1,13 nonmviKos? He
fl8115-leTC5-l mt 3TO (pv1H8HCvtposaH1-1eM HHOCTpaHHblM rpa>KgaHVIHOM?

- BaM paHbwe 3TO He Mewano?

-Kort:1a?

3119
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KonoMOl'iCKvtl1: AxMeTOB B 2016-0M CKa3an MHe, 4TO 3eneHCKvtl'i 6yAeT npe3vtA8HTOM

i/3/2020

- A R He .uasan IOLUeHKO HHKor.ua npf!Mb!€ A€Hbn1. 5l wyrvin npoCT0 .. Y HBC 6bina
c,qenKa C rpviropv1WViHb!M,

a OH Y'·-18CTB0Ban

B n0M0LUVI IOLUeHK0.

no::noMy, K0r,Qa fl y Hero KynVln 48CTb o6!13Hepro, CAe/18/1 C Hl-1M CAe11KY, TO
q)aKrnYeCKl-1 M0l-1 A€Hbrl-1, M0>KH0 CK838Tb, nowm, IOLUeHKO. Ho 3TO He 6b!n0 uenbto
(pl'IH8HCV!p088Tb.

- Bbl MO)KeTe npMAYMBTb mo6yto cxeMy, M AB>Ke naxHyrb He 6yAeT, '-ITO 3TO sawM
AeHbrM.
- 5l 86M XOYY 06bs::tCHl'1Tb. ECTb TaK0e n0HRTVle, oco6eHH0 8 VIH0CTpaHHb!X
IOP11CAVIK~l'1f!X, KSK HeorsparnM0CTb H8K838Hl'IR
npasooxpaHmenbHaf! O1creMa

nocne

To,

4T0 noreps:ina Hawa

1990-ro VJmt 1991-ro roAa.

HeornpaTVJM0CTb HBK838Hl'IR - 3T0 cepbe3H8fl Bell.{b. noaT0MY

ecnvi aHrnVliiCKl-111 CYA

B8M CK838.n, Yro H8/1b3s:!, a Tbl 6yAeWb 3T0 A€/18Tb, TO Tb! nonaA€Wb 38 Heyaa)l(eH1-1e K
CYAY B TIOpbMY 1-1m-1 6yAeWb orpaH!,1Y€H B nepeABVDK€H!,1s:!X AO K0HL\8 >Kt.-13Hl-1.

- npeAnOnO)KMM, "ITO y sac H&T HMKaKMX orpaHM'-leHMM, KOMY 6bl Bbl MornM AaTb
AeHbrH?
BceM, KpoMe nopoweHKO. Hy, VI KP0Me pernoHanos, ecrecTBeHH0.

- Y HM:X CBOM eCTb.
- Her, He no3r0My. npocro 0H1,,1 npeAare.n1,1, s:1 c1..1maio. OH1-1 t-1HcrpyK~1,,11-1 a Poccm1
nonyYalOT, 0Ht-1 e3Af!T Ty.US HS K0HCYJlbTalH-11-1.

- KTo e3AHT?

- A

JleBO'-iKYIH?

- Her. TOT noyMHee, 3m e3.Q5tl, y Hl-1X npocTO AYLUS TaM H8X0Al-1TCs:l (cMeeTCR).

- Ceiii'-laC Ha Bb16opax Bbl OTKPblTO CMMnaTH3111posan111 K)-111,1111 Ti11MOU.H?HKO H
~~d/:V1MHPY 3e-neHCKOM~- npaeMnbHO?
- noYeMy? s=J eute c1-1Mnan1311posan

- KorAa•TO rpHJ..18HKO roeopMn, 4TO He Aaean KOMM8HTapMeB
"KonoMOHCKHiii MeHH M04Mn Ha
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roeop1i1r: "OH MeHfl M041,1fl Ha "1+1". .9ro npespaTHoe MH€H1,1€. Bbl
pa3Aenme MeHs:t 1,1 "1+1". VIHorAa cnyYaiorcs:t K8Kl4eMro 3KCL\eCCbl, 3MOLV•11-1, el4e \.ITOMro.

- JlflWKO TO)!(€

Y spa4eiil scer,Qa ecrb KaKa5H0 M€Al-1L\1'1HCKas:i 3n1Ka, a y )!(j'pHan1,1cros oHa He scerAa
ecrb. Y,a1-1e1i1renbH0 .aa>Ke. TeM 6onee Bbl sceMraK1-1 xopowo 3Haere acex 1110,aeH c
"nmocos" 1,1m,1 1-13A8Hv1'1, KOTOpbl€ PflAOM C "nmocaM1t1" crosn - C TCH IMU1 C "6a6em1"

(ynbt6aercR).

- Sl AaJKe 3HaJO aanHCH, KOTOpble

rymuor B HHTepHere, KaK Bbl KPH"IMTe Ha

TKa1.teHKO, reHAHP8KTOpa "1+111•
- Mbl MO)K€M pyraTbCR no p83HblM eonpocaM.

- Ho Bbl

eMy roeopMllM, "ITO "nmocbl" AOn>KHbl noKa3b1B8Tb!

- Mb! MQ)K€M 06M€Hl4B8TbCfl MH€Hl-1flMH, HO 3TO

>Ke

He 3H84YIT, 4TO >KYPHanYICTbl

:no

nOK83blBSIOT. 3TO pa3Hble Bell..\vt

- noMHMTe, K8K S1HyKOSM4 saM 3SOHJ.1J1 M AOrosapHsancs:1 0 se1.1epHMX HOBOCTSIX?
- Hy, YI YTO s more? Hw-1ero He noKa3a111.,1.

- S1 >Ke He KOHTponMpoean. KaKoM BblnYCK TaM 6b1n.

- ,Qa

B006U4e HMYero He 6bl110 YI 6J1H3KO

(.qenaer nay3}1. Bo-nepBblX, >iHyKOBHY B TOM

pa3roaope, 0 KOTOpOM, KSK s:! nOHYIMSIO, 14,QeT p€4b, CK83811, 4TO BM€CTO nee04KYIHa
Kyparop see~ 3TO~ reneBH3V!OHHO~ TyCOBKt.,1 Tenepb Kn!OeB.
Ho neB04KV!H, KCT8H1, 6bl11 04€Hb 6naropOAHb!M, OH B006LI.4e He KOM8HAOBaJ1, OH

,Qenan

81'1,Q, 4TO KOMSH,Qyer, 4T06b! He MOP04Ylml ronoay. 3ro 6bln0 no YMOJ148H"1f0.
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KonoMOl'lCKl-1111: AxMeTOB e 2016-oM CK83a!l MHe, ~TO 3enettCKHl16yAeT

npe3H,Q8HTOM

Ho HHYK0BYl4, Kcran1, npocv1n He rporaTb cynpyry ero H, ecmI M0)l(H0, ,qereH. Ho 3T0
AO TOfO, KaK Cawa crapw11'1 cran "CTOM8TO/l0f0M 11 v1 nepecran 6blTb AneKC8HAPOM.

- "ITo nopoweHKO npoct1n?
- Mb!, Kcrarn, 1,113-3a renea1-13opa c
EcnYI Bbl

HHM

YI nopyram1cb (nerKo cryi.mr pyKoM no cron,0.

xonne 3H8Tb, YTO s:temmocb KOH(pm-1KTOM, 3TO 6b!n "1+1". C nepeoro )Ke AHR.

- PacCK8>KKTe nOAPo6Hee. KaK 3TO 6b1no.
- 3ro He 6btJ10 KaKoe-ro O,QHO C06blTHe. 310 6b1Jl0 K8)1(,Qb!H ,QeHb. BOT R no
cnyi6b1, K0fA8 M€HR

npv1rnawa1111 B 8,QMYIHV!CTp8L!YII0, npvtX0,Ql-1/l,

AO/lry

OAli1H 1-13 eonpocoa

6bin: "1+1n YTO-TO He TO noK838n •..

- nopoweHKO nM'IHO roaopMn?
- Jlv14HO. A s:t rosopv1n: "51 He aaH11tMatocb "1+1". nHer, nepecraHb, Tbl ace 3T0
KOHTpon111pyewb".

51

roeopt0:

"51 He 380HIO UeronKo". "Mbl 3HaeM, KYA8 Tb! 380HVILUb, no3BOHVI TKa4eHKO,
s:I roeoplO: "s:1 He Mory, noTOMY 4TO )l(ypHaflV!CTbl He 6YAYT-

H8/18Ab 838VIMOOTHOWeHV!R".

Mbl )KV!BeM no-HOBOMY, BCeM CK838HO, \.!TO Tenepb see, HOBafl )l(V!3Hb Hacrymma".
- Bbl He TOnbKO TKa'4eHKO 3BOHMTe. Bbl 3BOHMTe M APyrMM pyKOBOAMTenftM~
HanpMMep

- y

nonoey...

Hae T8KHe )Ke OTHOWeHHs:I C nonOBblM VI co eceM >KYPHBflVICTCKVIM KOJl/leKTV!BOM.

Ecm-1 s:I 380HIO nonosy, TO 3TO 8 OTcyTCTB!l1e TKa\.leHKO, ecn1-1 eCTb KaKHe-ro
IAHTepeCHble ee1..1..1111, KOTOpble ft OblT8IOCb, 4T06bl OHl-1 06parnm1 8Hl-1M8Hl-1e •
.Oo KOTOpblX OHi'! C8MVI npoCTO He ,Q06epyrcR. 310 HOpM8flbHO. 51 HM orpOMHOe
KOflV!4eCTBO MarepV!anoa c6paCbt88IO . .n1◊,QVI AOfl)l(Hbl 3H8Tb npas,Qy, 3TO )Ke
o6w.ecreeHHO 3H8YV!Mb!e eeu.tH.
- Bb1 xoTMTe cKa3aTb, 4TO He a11MAeTe Ha "n1110cb1"?•.

- ... fl

He emuuo Ha "nmocb1" a TOiii Mepe ••• .OonycrnM, 060 MHe Her KaK111x-10

orp111u.arenbHblX penopra>KeH. Bbl >Ke VIX He BVIAV!Te?
Ho 310 H83b1B8eTCfl BHyrpeHHs:ls:I C8M04eH3ypa - VIM Hey,Q06HO npo co6CTBeHHHKa,
8KU,VIOHepa VlflVI 6eHeQ)HU.V!apHoro B/18Ae/1bU,a OVIC8Tb KBKV!e-TO raAOCH1.
KpoMe Toro, Mb! C HVIMl-1 co BCeMl-1 3H8KOMbl, o6w,aeMCs:I, YI y Hae eCTb B03MQ)l(HOCTb
CKa3aTb CBOIO n03VIU.HIO. no:noMy Mb! )l(l-18eM MV!pHO - R He TporatO VIX, OHl-1 He TporalOT
MeHs:1.

VI

ym:e cnasa 6ory.

- CnywaMTe, Bbl TKa4eHKO 4yYb Ha xep He nocb1nam, a Tenett,oHHblX paaroaopax•.•
- ,(la nocnywa~Te, Mbl C H~M pyraeMC51, OOTOMY 4TO y Hae eCTb Q}1t1H8HCOBbte
pa3HOrfl8CVIR. Bbl )Ke 3Haere, 4TO MHOrHe KSH8flbl AOTal.lHOHHbJe, 1-1 eCTb aonpoCb!
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KonoMOl'ICKl-1111: AxMeTOB e 2016-0M CKa3an MHe, '-!TO 3eneHCKl-11'1 6yAeT npe31-1,QeHTOM
Q)VIH6HCIIIPOB8HV1s:l:, eCTb aonpoCbl, K8KOM TTPOAYKT AOporo~, K8KOC1 A8W€Bb!1'1.
Mbl

o6cy>KA8eM

KOHTeHT, HO 3TO He C85t38HO C

TCH.

"6yAeM noMoraTb TMMOWeHKO Ha napnaMeHTCKMX Bbt6opax"
- SI He Mory He 3aABTb aonpoc 0

tonHM THMOWeHKO.

KorAa Bbl C HeM BMAenMCb B

nocneAHHM paa?
- 80061.4e 386blfl, He noMHIO.

- B npownoM rOAY Bbl C HeM paaee He SCTpel.fanMCb? B KHTepHeTe rynsmH
cJ)OTOrpa<t>HH H3 no.nbWM, KOrAa Bbl BXOAHTe 8

OTenb C nanH1..1,eM,

a

nepeA saMH

B

TOT >Ke OTenb 38XOAMT THMOWeHKO. Bbl B nonbwe BCTpe4anHCb B npownoM roAy?
- $-l He 3H8K), .• M0)!(€T, 5=i C H€1'1 scrpeYancs:i, HO He nOMHIO B nonbwe l'lflVI H€T.

- 0

"feM Bbl c

HeK roeopHllH T0r,Aa?

- npocro o6li.ias:t cmyaL1111R He 6btnO TOrAa npeAMera pa3roeopa, nomn1i1K1-1 Hl-1KaKoiit
He 6b!/10.
- OHa He npoCHna HHK3K0H M0MeP>KKM? npe3MAeHTCKHe Bbl60pb1 npH6/1H>Ka/1HCb,

- Mo:>KeT, OHa Ill rosopvina O TOM, 4T06bl IIIM€Tb KaKoi1-TO ,QOCTyn K Tenee1-13opy, '-IT06bl
He 6b1no Ha Hee cron-m1eT0B KaKi.1x-ro. Ho soo6~e.
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KonOMOi'.1CKM'1: AxMeTOe B 2016·0M Cl(838fl MHe, YTO

3eneHCKl1iil

6yAeT npe314AeHTOM

V1 4eHb! 6b!JWI, Kcran1, no cpaeHeHVIIO C APYn1MVI KaHanaMl-1, He Ky'C84Vle -15 TblCS14 (3a
MHHYTY peKnBMbf - Yn, nporne 35 !11flvl 40, K8K Sl Ha K8KOM•TO K8H811e Cflb!Wan,
- A

OO'f&My Bbl CHM3MnM 1.1eHbl?

- A Bbl He nott111Mae1e? noAyMaYlre caMl-1. Y Koro 6011bwe scero AeHer 6b!fl0 nepeA
KaMnatt1-1eYI? Y Koro s npeABb16opH0M q:>oHAe 6bmo 6onbwe scero aeHer? Y nerpa
AneKceesi,,'-la.
,OpyntM He
ycnoBHSlX.

04€Hb

nerK0 co6paTb A€Hbn1.

no3TOMY OHH 38Be,QOMO Y)K€ 8 H€8blfOAHblX

- TaK nO\feMy L18HY CHM3MnM?
- CHVl3Vlm1, 4T06bl see 111Mem1 803MO)KHOCTb nonaCTb Ha T€11€3KpaH B TOM >Ke 06beMe,

e KoropoM III nerp AneKceee1i14, noroMy 4T0 earn y Hero a

¢>◊HA€

ne>Km Ml,•1J1m1ap,Q, a

y Hero 500, a y Koro~ro 50, ro ecm1 no 30
Tb!Cfl4, TO noKa OH 6yAeT CKOflbKO X04eT nona}laTb, y OCTaflbHblX AeHbn1 38KOH48TCs:I.
y Koro~ro

100 M"1J1J1VIOHOB,

1-1m1 Hao6opor -

v1 Ha Apyroe He OCTaHeTCR 3TO TO>Ke A8BJ1eHV1e AeHbr8MIII. Mbt Aan111 803M0)KH0CTb
sceM. 3ro TO)l(e He Aeweaas:t l.leHa. noMorm-1 eceM, KPOMe OAHoro.

- tonMR TMMOWeHKO no3Apaens:ma sac C AHeM pG>KAeHMR. Bee c.nb1wan11 HOT
3B0H0K, KTO-T0 ero cnMn a MHT&pHeT.
- .Qa 3TO

C6Y, HaeepHO, 3am1cano 111/1111 KTO-TO TaM. 3TO )Ke no OTKpblTOH CBs:13H 6bln0.

0Ha 00380Ht,,1f18 nan1,,1ue Ha OTKpc»rytO CBff3b. 8Bl-1AY Toro, 4TO T8M 6bl11 wyM, OH He
onpeAefllilfl, 4TO OHa 380HVIT

no OTKPblTOH CBfl31-1, Ill

nepe}lan rpy6Ky. no3TOMY OHO

Cflt,,lflOCb.

- Ho oHa o"4eHb MMno aac nos.qpas11na.
- Mbl C HeH B HOpMBflbHblX OTHOWeHl-1s:IX.

- OHa aac Ha3aana "ApyroM".
- Mb! c HeH APY3bfl, xopowo. Pa3 oHa Haaeana MeHfl ,o,pyroM, 3Ha4m, Mbl c HeH
APY3bR

- M naprHepoM "so scex rnasHblX Aenax".

- 8

6opb6e 38 ceo6o}ly H AeMOKP8n1IO.

- TaK Bbl 3T0 H83b1B8eTe?
- AB YeM Bbl

ee MO)l(eTe o6Bl'1Hl1Tb? A MeHfl B 48M Bbl MO)l(eTe 06BVIHl-1TI?? S1 AB8 ro}la
fl '-ITO-TO c.aenan He TaK? A YTO T"1MOWeHKO cnenana He

soo61.1.1e e YKpavtHe He Obl/1.

TaK, YTO eceH "YKp8i-1HCKOi1 npaeAe" HeMMeTCR?
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- .Qa Y)Ke

20 ner OHa

88M HeHMeTCfl

(ynb16aercR). y

npe3HA8HTOM

eac KTO yrOAHO, TO!lbKO He

TillMOWeHKO. BOT ee non111aaere co speMeH lle1.1.teHKO VI Hai1eMa, OHB BBM noKOfl He

Aaer. BaM AB)Ke

s:IHyKOBlil4

Obin M1'1nee.

- "ITo!? HenpaaAa!
-100%. 3TO

sac npocro HIIIKTO He cnpawviean. Y eac )1(€ T8M eCTb rnaBHbl£il P€A8KTOP VI

X03fli1Ka KBHa.na •.• Vl3A8Hli1fl.

- CTon. Bbl C TMMOW8HKO APY3bR, SI npas11nbHO ycnblwan?
- ,llpy3bfl.

TeM 6onee, ecnVI OHB MeHfl H83bl88€T ApyroM, fl He Mory CK838Tb, 4TO Mb! C

HeH He APY3bfl. Mbl C HeH APY3bfl.

- nocne Bb16opoa Bbl C Heiil HOpManbHO 06111SeTetb?
- ,[la, H 6yAeM noMoraTb eH Ha napnaMeHTCKHX Bbl6opax.

- Hy, KaK? TeM, YTO ueHbl HB peKnaMy 6yAeM crapaTbCfl A€/18Tb np111eM!l€Mb!e Mfl

ecex.
noroMy 4TO wx napnm He o4eHb 6oraraR VI y nRwKo, HaeepHo, nocne npe3111AeHTCKIIIX
eb16opoe 6yAeT He o4eHb 6oraraR.
- To>Ke 6yAeTe noMoraTb?
- Hy, roeopsn, 4TO or Hero ywen rnaBHb!l'il cnottcop.
-KTO?
- HayanbHMK wra6a, 3VlH'--!eHKO, AVlpeKTOP 38BOA8 ~1nVI KTO OH TaM 6bln.
- A 3HH"leHKO - 3TO "lenoseK 'leM? AxMeToaa?

- ,[la. VI ecm-1 y Hero Ma1ep1i1a11bHoe no11o>Kett111e nowarnercR, Mbl 6yAeM c1aparbcs-l
TO)t(e...
CM0Tp111re, y Hae Ma1ep1i1a11bHO a crpaHe HW4ero He noMeHRJ10Cb. Y Hae nopoweHKO
K8K 6bln C8Mb!M 6oraTblM onHrapxoM, TaK VI OCT8J1Cfl. VI OH ceM4aC nonper B napnaMeHT
VI H8Aeercs:i TaM peeaHWVIP0B8TbCs:!.
- Bbl >Ke o61.11aeTeCb co BCeMM onMrapxaMM. MHTepeCHO ycnblW8Tb saw MHCaM11=

KOro om1rapx1i1 noMep>KMaanK Ha 3TMX Bb16opax?
- B Aywe ace - 3enettcKoro. A ny6nw-itto ro>Ke MHorne 3eneHCKoro, HO y>Ke a
388VICl-1MOCTVI ...
- AxMeTos TO>Ke 3eneHcKoro no,cmep>KMsan?
- .[la (cMeercR). Marep111anbHO OH He nOAA€P)trnean, ecrecrseHHO, 1.1 ny6nV14HO OH
HVl4ero He CK838J1. Ho Y4VITbl88fl, 410 OH cran 60.nbwe nORB/1SHbCfl Ha TPK - AB. Bee
H848fll-1 OOAA€P>Kl-188Tb, HO 4YTb no3>Ke, 4yrb paHbWe.
Kc1arn, AxMeTOB CK838fl MHe O TOM, 4TO 3eneHCKVIH 6yAeT npe3Y!AeHTOM, ew.e 8 20160M rofJ,y. noCJ1e nepeoro BbmycKa "Cnyrn HapoAa". B 2016-oM roAy! Hee 2017~oM, He a
2018-0M. 5l ell.le or 3eneHcKoro He cnbtwan, 4TO OH co6wpaercs:i 111An1.
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Mbl

e~e. nOMHIO, 380HVlnM

Bm<ap4yKy 1-1

cnpawV1eam1:

"Tb! nOAA9P)l(Vl889Wb

3eneHCK0r0 1-1m1 Her?", CMeflm'ICb.

- "ITo? KaK 3TO 6blnO, KOrAa?
- Mb! C 3eneHCKHM rAe-ro OTM9TYIJU.1 OKOH48HY!e Q)l1HBHCOBOro roAa. r.cte-To Mapr 2017-

ro ro.cta.
- Bbl c 3eneHCKMM BbmMnM H 3BOHMmt BaKap4ytcy?

- .Qa. '-ho-ro ror.cta Kpyrvinocb e npecce: BaKap4yK ... A 3eneHCKHH rorAa eute H1t14ero
He 06bs:!Bmm, HWKYAB He C06Vlpancfl. Hy TaK, B KYJ1yapax - 4T0 eCflYI no'1.cteT 8aKap4yK,
ro noM.cter 11 3eneHCKVl'1.
- A

4TO

BaKap"lyK OTBe4an?

- Hy, n0380HYlnlr'I BaKBPYYKY, OH 6bf/l COHHb!~, 6bl/10 003,QHO y>Ke. Mbl era

cnpaw1--1BaeM: "Tb! OOAA9P)KH889Wb 3eJleHCKoro?". 51 AYMBIO,

y Hero m11.,l0 6b!n0, KBK

6yATO OH nRrywKy Cben.
3ro 6btn0

wrn Hero Hem1n1AaHHO, 1,1 OH coeepweHH0 e

3T0M Hanpae11eHt.1t.1 He AYMan.

OH He nowen a 1,1rore. noMHme. eropoH pa3, KOrAa 3eneHCKt.1H Bblwen: "Hy 4T0,
Cnaea? Ecnt.1 Mbl, TO ecex" (ynb16aercR).

- 3To 6blno npoAon>KeHMe Toro pa3roaopa?
- ,Oa, 3T0 6blll TP0llJlvtHr nerKl4'1.

- MeABeA'-IYK 3eneHCKOr0 noi:mep>KHBan?

- fl

AYMato, H€T, Xorn, KCT8TJII, fl CYmato, 4TO B nocneAHHe HeCK0flbK0 M€Cf!Lt€B OH

A0CT8T04H0 nonmKHT€J1bH0 0T3bl88J1CR HaAO nOHs:llb, 4TO nern y)Ke BCeM H8A0en.

- To ecTb, 6bln

KOHCeHcyc

onMrapxoe?

- Her, K0HCeHcyca He 6btJl0. He 6bln0 TSKoro, 4T0 on1-1rapx1,1 Me)l(Ay co6oH KaK-T0
A0roeopH!ll4Cb. O4€Hb MHOrl4€, <1>11praw, HanpHMep, CB0IO n0314L,iHIO Hl4KOrAa
ny6!1i-14HO He Bblp8)1(8Jl.
n1-1H4YK He Bb!pa>Kan ee, Ho fl 3H8IO TOl.lHO, l.lTO OH XOTe/1, 4T06bl 6bln 3eneHCKJlliil.

- SI

BMJKY, "ITO y nMH'4)'Ka ceH4aC HOpManbHble OTHOWeHMR C 3eneHCKMM, OHM

y>Ke

ABa,KJ:lbl ny6nM\fHO SCTpe4anMCb.

- s:I AYM8IO, y HJIIX 1,1 AO 3T0ro 6b!nJII H0pM8J1bHble 0TH0W€Hl-1R 3eneHCKJIIYI - ny6m1l.1Hbliil
YenoaeK.

Y Hero He MOryT 6b1Tb C KeM-T0

HOpM8/1bHble 0TH0WeHJIIR, a C K€M-T0

H€H0pM8l1bHbl€. OH >Ke apntCT, ApT1-1CTb! - OHH

>Ke

see co BCeM\.1 \.1Me10T••.

OHVI T0/1bK0 n11ox1,1e 0THOWeHJ.151 MOryT 14M€Tb BHYTPJ.1 ceoeiil apn1cn1YeCK0lit CP€Abl \.1338 KOHK}'p€HL,il-1H. A TaK, BO BHeWH€M Mvtpe 0Hl4 CO BC€MJII M\IIJ18WKJII.
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"Y MeHS1 TaKoro B nnaHaX HeT HH"lero, "IT06bl 3eneHCKHA CTan MOHM
aparoM"

- KaK Bbl oxapaKTepttayeTe eawtt nH'IHble 0TH0WeHHR c 3eneHCKHM?
s=I C4\11Tal0, 4T0 y Hae 04€Hb xopow1t1e 0TH0WeHVls:t Ho 0H!-1 o6pa30B8fll'ICb Ha

nponn1<eH1-11t1 KaKoro-ro Aflv1TeflbHoro cpoKa, nocneAHYIX

7 11er 06~eH1-1s:1 Ha ¢oHe

npov13B0ACTB8 !,1X K0HTeHra, K0T0pbli:1 Tp8HC!H1poeancS1 y Hae.
Het:taBH0 ero cynpyra A8Bana l'IHTepBblO, CKa3af!a, 4T0 6blfl!,1

vi

CTbf4Kv! B 3TOM nnaHe.

PyrafllilCb, A8. YTO-T0 nOK838/1v!, 4TO-T0 He noKa38fll/4, KaKaR-T0 el!.\e 6btna iitCTOp1,rn.

Sl

He noMHIO noAp06Hocrn. OH 0YeHb ay6aCTbtl1. OYeHb 3y6aCTb!l-1.
- KaK Bbl C HMM no3HaKOMMnlitCb, noMHMTe?

- Her. no3H8KOMiitm1Cb Mbl rAe-T0 paHbWe ... npiit4eM OH He Bb!CTynan, He 6b!n
aprnCT0M, OH 6b!n rocreM. Xt1X0HbKH-X8X0HbKiit, aHeKAOTbl.
OH 04€Hb )KV!B0i:1, eecenb!'1, C xopoweH peaKL.1.llleR C HMM H8A0 661Tb Ha 0AH0M B0f!He,
M0)l(HQ OTCTaTb. Mb! TO)l(e yMeeM nowyrnTb, HO OH Ha ronosy BblWe, OH npo¢ecc1-10Han.

- KorAa Bbl Y3HanM, 4T0 3eneHCKM'1 MAeT B npe3MAeHTbl?

- Sl )Ke rosopto, s 2017-oM roAy. Mbl npocro rAe-ro 06cy)l(Aam1. 3ro 6b1no 3a HeAemo
111n1-1 38 ABe AO Toro, KaK 3B0HWH1 BaKapYyKy. OH CKa3an, YT0 y Hero ecTb TaKVJe
Mb!C/111,
noroM 4epe3 ABe HeAem1 KaK-T0 nepeceKn11cb, e1.1.1e 0AHa 6b111a scrpeYa. "Hy, ,QasaH
3T0MY no3B0HIIIM", 111 see - Haw.n11 ero rene(poH, no3B0H1-1n1-1.
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- To eCTb, c 2017-ro roAa

- fl

OH 06 3TOM

AYMan M saM

nOA03pesalO, \.!TO OH AYM8Jl C 2015-ro, KOrAa

peaKLV·H1, no

peiiin1HraM,

3TO 03BY"IMn?

"C.nyry" Aena.n. A

nOTOM y,t<e no

no BCeMy, 4TO npOV130WJ10, no peaKL.1111"1 BJ18CTb YIMY~HX,

nern •.. n0>KKYIH TaM MHe pa3pb!B8J1 reneq)OH "1 rosop1-111, 4TO 3TO H€J1b3s:I nOK83blB8Tb.

-•Cnyry"?

- ,D.a. E1.1te

Ha CT8Al!IIII npOH3BOACTB8.

"3ro H€Jlb3s:I

BblnycKaTb, Bbl l.lTO! y sac 6yFJ,yr

ttenpmlTHOCnt, 3TO 6y,QeT CK8HA811".

-

flO>KKMH TOl"'Aa 6bln

rnaaoM An?

)t( TOrAa 6bin C8Mbliii rnaBHbliii Lt€H30p. OH 380H"1fl 6oromo6oey YI rosop1r111:
"nepeAaiii eMy, 4T0 y sac 3a6epyr 6attK". WaHTB)l(Hpoean np1,1ear6aHK0M 1r13-3a "1+1".

- ,Oa, 3TO

- Bbl 3Haere 3eneHcKoro He npocro KaK aKTepa, a KaK 6M:tHec-napTHepa, noTOMY
LITO OH npoAaeT KaHany "1+1" CBOM npoAYJCTbl. KaKOPI 3eneHCKMM a 6M3Hece? OH
opMeHTMpyeTCR B tOpMAMl.feCKMX, 3KOHOMH\feCKMX aonpocax?

- .na, KOHe4HO. Sl TOflbKO MOry cyA"1Tb no HaweMy KOHTpaKry C Hv!M.
- OH lf,MHM\fHblM 6M3HeCMeH?

- Mo>K:eTe npMaeCTM npHMep?

- C Hv!M nanel..l 8 POT He HBAO K/l8CTb. Hl-1KBKVIX CaHTHMeHTOB. EC/lH ,qon)l(eH, TO
AO/l)KeH. HVIK8Kl-1X pa3roeopos, no6na)l(eK. OH coepeMeHHbl~. OH KBK pa3 noKO/leHHe
70-x, 6m1>1<e K 80-M. Bory MeHs:i cecrpa raKas:i, >1<:ecrKas:i. OH 04eHb Kpyroi-1.

- Y sac KOHTpaKT AO 2022~ro roAS c "KaapTanoM".

nocne npeaMAeHTCTBa OH 6yAeT

KSKwTO nepeCMOTpeH?

- Hy, sor co6vipancs:i ecrpernrbcs:1 c OAHt.1M Weq:mpoM (5op111c lJJe<f:mp, 6par CepreR
We(j:mpa, KOToporo npe3HtJeHT H83H84Hfl CBOS1M nepBbfM nOMOI.J.lHHKOM -Yn), eropoiit
Ha cny)l(6y v1,o.er rocyAapcreeHHYIO- SlKoenee (OIJMH MS BKLJMOHepos cry41111 "Ksapran
"95" - Yf7) ocraercs, We(jmp. 6yAeM A6flbWe paOorarb.
- KaK SDI XOTttTe nepeCMOTpeTb KOHTpaKT?

- Mbl AO/lJt<Hbl nOH"1MBTb, l.!TO 3a KOHTeHT 6yAeT, K8K"1e nepeABYl-1 MATvt. 3e.neHCKvt~
ywen, KTO ero 3aMeHvir?

- B MHTepBbtO Yn 3eneHCKMii roaopMII, 'ITO "MIOCbl" AOn>KHbl "95 KBaprany"
cepbe3HYIO C:yMMy. SI cnblwan, "ITO 24 MMl1nMOHa A011118p0B.

- Her. TaKOfO He MO)KeT 6b1Tb. Ho MM/1/lMOHOB AO 10 - snonHe seposnHO. Hy, T8K OHM
xopowo 3apa6aTb188IOT. Y Hl-1X rOAOB0'1 KOHTpaKT OT 10 AO 20 MVlnnvioHOB. 3ro He
CYl-1TaR 6vi6nvioTeKvi.
- "ITO 3TO 3H8\.fMT?

- 61,16m10reKa - 3TO ro, 4TO y>1<e 6b1no noKa3aHo, a noroM Ha noeropax HAeT. 0Ha
npocro He OYeHb AOporo cram.
- TMM)'p MMHAM'I RBnfl&TCR OAHMM M3 coanaA&11bl.l&B

"95 Kaaprana". MMHAM'I neren

C BaMM B .QHenp B OAHOM caMoneTe.
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- .(la. OH s Vl3pavi.ne 6bm, Mbl eMecre 11erem1. VI

6yAeT npe3"1AeHTOM

:no He OH co MHO~ npwneren, a s:i c

HHM.

- Ha saweM caMonere?
- Her, Ha ero caMonere.
- MMwa TKS"I m,1can, "ITO Bbl nonb3yeTecb 3TMM caMoneTOM.
-

8006U,1e, 3n1M C8MO/l0TOM nOJ1b3YK>TCfl see. 5-l Mory A8Tb no 3TOMY C8MOJ1€TY cnHCOK

nacca:>K:HPOB, KOTOPbl€ neram,i.

VI

Bbl >Ke 3Haere, YTO fl

8 Mecm..1es

B006U,1e HHKyA8 He

neran.
- Kro TSKOM MMHAH"I? STo saw APyr, T0B8PMU4. 6H3Hec~napTHep?

- CKa>KeM TaK, OH 61-13Hec-naprHep B HeKOTOPb!X npoeKTax, He oco6o B8>KHblX, rnna
AesenonepcKHX.

- 0Tt<yAa Bbl ero 3Haere?
- OH 6b!n

>K€Hl-1XOM

Moe" A04epH

KOrAa-ro

(ynb16aercf1),

- OHM no>K&HMnMCb?

-Her.
- SI nOA03peaa10, "ITO OH MO>KeT 6b1Tb BaWMM npeACTSBKTeneM a

"95 KBaprane".

- s:i 6bl A0Bepwn 6blBWeMy Hecny41,1eweMyCR >KeH1.-1xy ceoevi ,Q04ep1.-1 6btTb M0l-1M
npeAcraemeneM? (cMeercR}

- SI >Ke He 3Hato, no"leMY OHM pasownMCb. Mo>KeT, Bbl c,:aenanM TSK cnel,IM8/1bH0. OH
M0llCeT 6b1Tb cl:>MKTMBHblM C0B/18A&11b1'&M, a Bbl - peanbHblM?
- Bbl B006ute 3Haere, CK0nbK0 eMy

ner? EMy 8 3T0M r0AY 40 ne'r. OAHOro 803pacra C

3eneHCKl-1M n04Tl.-1, Ha r0A Mfl8AWe (.aenaer nayay}.

o. KCTaTH, MeHR no3H8K0Ml-1n C

3eneHCKl-1M Mlr1HAl.-14 KOrAa-ro ell.le, 04eHb ,QBBHO.

(3a,qyMb1B8ETCR} Sl BOT ecn0M"1H8IO, no-M0eMy, 3T0 6bln 2008-oH
Eute KBK0e-ro 0TH0WeH11e K 3HBK0MCTBY

1,1Jll,1

2009-b!i'i! ro,Q.

vtMen IOpa 60pVIC0B. OH C <bvipraweM

pa60TaJ1, 6b1J1 At,1peKTOpOM nyKpra3A06bl'-IVI" BO apeMeHa s:lHyKOBMYa

(Aenaer nay-3}').

nor0M OH (MHH.llH'-/) )l(eHvincs:i, 0Ha {,a04b} BblWna 38My)K. H0pManbH0 pa30W!lVICb.

- OH He q)MKTMBHblM snai1ene1.1 "Ksaprana" or aawero MMeHM?
- Her. Bbl A0!l>KHbl n0Hl.-1M8Tb, 4T0 eCTb aeu.u,1, K0T0pblMl'1 ny4tue He sna,QeTb. Xon1Te,
pa36epeM? Yro TaKoe nKsapran"? 8 npl-1HL.11-1ne, 3T0 ct:n1KLIYls:I C T04Klr1 3peHVIR
Marep1r1anbHoro aKn1ea.

3ro 1.-1HrenneKT, K0HTeHT 1-1 Kpearv1e a ronoee C03,QareneH :noro K0HTeHra. KoHTeHT
y')Ke C03,Q8HHbli'i!, K0HTeHT C03A8B8eMb!H H K0HTeHT, K0T0pbli'il 6y,QeT C03A8H. 3ro, rpy6o
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roeops:1, aeropcKoe npaeo.
To eCTb Tb! noKynaewb asropCKOe npaeo Ha TO, 4TO 6bJ/lO, eCTb H 6y,tteT. 60/lbWe
HV!Yero Hery - HVIK8KOf0 VIMyutecrea, HVIKBKHX MarepV18J1bHblX t.1eHHOCTet1, Hl"1KBKOt1
He,QBYl)f(l.1MOCnt, B006U,\e H\.14ero.

- 3eneHCKMM sac no6naroASpttn nocne Bbl6opoa 3a nOAAeplKKY., noMOUlb?

- no6naro,ttapwn? Her. "Cnacvi6o, L-1ropb BanepbeeviY, 3a Moe c1..Jacm111eoe ,Qercrso"?
Her, TaKOro He 6bl/l0. 6bl/l 6naro,ttapeH, 4T0 6bln0 xopowee COTPYAHl-14eCTBO C
reneKBH8/lOM.

CK838/l: "v13BHHHTe, 4TO fly sac 386pan 6or,ttaHa, HO OH 6b!/l /lOKOMOn180M Haweiil
KaMnaHVIVI". 3ro co cnoe 3eneHCKoro. 3ro 6bin0 21-ro wn, 22-ro anpemt Kor.tta 6blll
Q)aHTaCH14eCKIIIC1 pe3ynbT8T. C 6oraaHOM s:i 06~8/lCR ace epeMfl. Bo-nepBblX, y Hae C

HVIM eCTb He3aaepweHHble aonpOCbt, K0T0pb1e T0>Ke rpe6ytoT speMeHVJ.

- B nonMTM"leCKMX Kpyrax roaopRT, "ITO 3eneHCKMM OT sac OTCTp,aHReTCfl, "ITO OH
XO"leT nOAanbWe OT sac Aep>KaTbCR.
- noroMy 4T0 o6~ecrseHH0e MHeH"1e, >KYPH8nHCTbl 11 ace OCTaflbHOe. ~ AYM8!0, 4T0
3TO He Ha nonb3y. Her sonpocos. Mb! roTOBbl K TSKOMY nosopory C06blTVI~
(ynbt6aercR). Ho 6e3 0611a,, s:i He 06L-1:>t<a10cb.

- BBC HeAaBHO Bbmycn,no CTaTblO C aaronOBKOM "CraHeT nM KonoMO~CKMM
yKpaMHCKMM 6epe30BCKMM"?

- s:I s naHAOH He co61t1pa10cb exarb eewaTbCR s:I soo6~e eewarbcs:i He co6Mpa.acb, a
TeM 6onee a JlOHAOHe (cMeercR). 3To npWMY1n1BH0e Mb!WneHVle BBC.
- Mo,KeT nM Cl1Y'fMTbCR TaK, "ITO BO apeMH npe3MAeHTcraa 3eneHCKoro y aac C HMM
H8"tHeTCfl

cepbe3Hbli'i KOHcj>mocr?

- Vla-aa 4ero? Mbl Hl,trAe He nepeceKaeMCR

- To eCTb, aawMM aparoM OH He CTaHeT?

- fl eoo6~e AYMalO, 4T0 OH He 6y,QeT Hlll4bl-1M eparoM. Hy, KP0Me Tex, KT0 3T0ro
38CflY)KVln. Ho OH >Ke He npaaooxpaHVITeflb VI He CYAbfl. 51 AYMSlO, 4T0 OH He 6yAeT
BMeWVIBSTbCs:I HIil e cyJJ,e6HylO Cl-1CTeMy, HIil e npaeooxpaH1-1renbHYIO, OH rapaHT
Kottcrnryu111Y1, :no HaMHoro Bb1we 1,1 no4erttee.
A_s:i n0KYW8TbCR Ha K0HCTVITYL.1"1!0 He co61-1pa!0Cb (CMeercR}. noaT0MY 4ero BApyr OH
a,on)KeH 6bJTb M0l-1M eparoM? Y Metts:i raKoro s nnaHax Her Hl.14ero, YT06b1 OH cran
M0l-1M eparoM.
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3eneHCKVlii!

6yAeT npe3VJA8HT0M

"ECTb A>t<yni,aH .. , a eCTb ABa KnOyHa J1eB napHac " lilropb Cl>pyMaH,
KOTOpble TyT 3aHMManHCb epyHAOH"
- KaK MMHMMYM, eaw1o1 OTHOWeHHSI c 3eneHCKMM MOryT yxyAWIIITbCfl H3~3a no:ntLtMM

CWA. KaK taK nony4MnOCb, \fTO 3ABOKaT .QoHa/1bAa TpaMna roe:nOAHH .Q>KynMaHH
qlaKTH'·H?CKM H83blBaeT sac sparoM CWA? 8 '-leM npo6neMa?
- (,[/enaer naysy) 51 e4epa npoYvnan, 4TO OH14 3a,;:isneHv1e Hanwcanv1 06 yrpo3e
no,o,rorosKH y6111V!crna. ,Usa KnoyHa. CMorp~-ne, ectb ,llxynv1attv1, a ecrb JJ.B8 KnoyHa,
KOTOpb1e TYT 38HIIIM8fl111Cb epyH,o,oV!, Jles napHaC 11 lllropb Cl)pyMaH.

Ho OH npocro
TaKOH >Ke. Ho TOT

OHl-1 s:!Bfl~!OTC~ Kf1v1€HTaMH JJ.>K)mVlaHH:. napHac 6m13KHi1 K ,ll)l(ym,iaHH.

npOXOA\llMe~, Me)KJ].yH8POAHblVI aq:>epv!CT.

v1

BTopoV! T04HO

npltlCHDKH0i-1 TaK0VL

OHv1 npv1exam-1 CIOAa, paCCK83b!B8flM, •-no 6yAyT roT0B\.'!Tb scrpe4y C 3eneHCK\IIM, OHl-1
AOroaap111sam1Cb 5lK06bl C Jly~eHKO, 4TO 6yAeT C 3H1M yronOBHb!M AenoM _§aMtJ,eH, BMewaTe/lbCTBOM 8 aMcpv11<aHCKV.e Bb160pbl 1,1

npo4ee.

He 3HaK) scex nOAP06HOCTelii, HO KO MHe OH\.1 nonanM C rpe6osaHvteM, Lff06b!

)1

v!M

opraHVl30Ban acrpeyy C 3eneHCKv!M, S'.i lt!M CK838!1'. "Bbl 3Haere, ryr TaKIIIX
rpe6osarenei-i CTO/lbKO XOAlttTN. Ho ~ sceM roBOPIO OAHO: "54 K 3TOMY OTHOW€Hvf)1 He
11M€IO, BCTp€Yv1 He opraHl130Bb!B8IO, Sl no 1,18€HTY H€ cnet..t1,1am-131,Jpy10cb".

- To eCTb,

OHH

npHea>KanH K eaM B f;bpaHnb?

"Ecnv1 88M H8AO Ha TOp>KeCTBO, Mory AOrosOpV!TbCs=! C "KsapranoM 1', HO
y>Ke 3eneHCKOro He 6y,qer~. A OH!ll npv1exa1w1 KO MHe s Y13pav1J1b, no-MoeMy, nocne
aroporo rypa - 22-23-24 (anpenR -Yn), 4To-ro rnKoe. s:J saM noKa>Ky Macey
nepem1CK111,
- ,Qa, Sl rosoplO:

15119
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KorAa 0Hl-1 CKa3am1 0 3as:isneH1,11,1 .••

3ro y)Ke

cepbe3H0, MHe AeaKOB CK838/1, 4T0

nocTYmrno 3aS1eneH1-1e. 51 nonpoc11111 BABOKaTa, eo-nepebtX, nO,Q8Tb Ha 3Kcneprn3y
vlHTepBblO TKa4a, 661118 m,1 T8M yrpo3a. MO)l(eT, Sl l.!TO--TO He 38Menm l-1n"1 mmHyll.

- .QaaaMTe no-'teCTHOMY~ Bbl 6blnM ObflHbl BO epeMfl MHTepBbto?

- Mbl C yrpa Y>l(e 6bin"1 nbSlHble (CMeercR). Mbl ew.e B .[lHenponeTpOBCKe H84amt C rpex
48COB, noTOM ew.e npOA0/1)1(8/lVJ.
KOHTpon1,1poean.

V1 no,Qan

Ho

Ho 51

He C\11/lbHO, R HOpMS/lbHblt-1 6bin,

Bb!mm1,1 Mbl npWWl4HO ..•

H8 3Kcneprn3y... norOM 38Hfl/lCfl: noHCKOM. no3BOHl-1/l

YenoeeKY, KOTOpblH KO

MHe YIX npv1Be3. OH MHe no/lHOCTblO OT,QS/l SCIO nepem1CK)' Me)l(Ay HMM lr1 3n-lMYI ABYMA
no

ABYM MecceH,Q>KepaM C K8)1(,Qb!M - WhatsApp

VI eu.te KaKoH-TO Viber H/lV! K8K OHO

H63b1B8eTCR.

1/1

H AYMatO, H
v1 0YeHb 6yAeT

TaM CT0flbK0 scero, 4TO 6y,QeT 04eHb BCeM VIHTepeCH0.

npaeooxpaHvirens:iM AMep1-1Kvi, 1-1 npaaooxpaH1-1Tens:iM Haw1-1M.
"1HTepecH0••. BOT cel44ac KO MHe Ha nmHl-11.iY 3an1-1ca11aCb
eonpocy.

OCCRP

VIMeHHO no 3TOMY

Sl y)l(e nepeA811 3T0 CB0V!M 8AB0K8TaM B AMepV!Ke, see 3TV! A8HHbie.

- ~eM 3TM ABOe aMepMKSHl,leB 3SHMMSl1MCb?
- IIIM HY)KHS 6b111a BCTpe4a C 3eneHCK"'1M.

"1 noKa3aTb .ll)K}'m'laHV!, 4T0 0HVI ace

opraHH3oean1-1.

- BCTpe'fY ce6e MnM TpaMny?
- .ll>K)1fllr18Hl-1. A ,ll)eyflVl8HYI HaA0 np0.QBHraTb 3T0 paccne.Q088HV!€,

1/1

s:I T8K n0H"'1M810,

4T0 TaM 6bl/la K8K8fl-T0 VICT0pvis:i, 4T0 nopoweHKO yx:0AYIT.
EC/lV! y6epeM K0Hcn1,11ponorn10, K8K11e-ro K0MeAHHHble eeu.tvi, TO fl AYM8IO, 4T0
CVITy-81.iVlfl 38KJ1!048118Cb B TOM, 4TO "1M HaA0 6bl/10 KaKHM-T0 o6pa30M 38V!HTepecoeaTb
H flyL1eHKO, VI 3e.neHCK0ro B TOM, 4T06bl 0Hl-1 np0A0fl)l(8/lVI pacc11e,ll0B8HV!e.
A Y4HTblBas:i, 4T0

a paccneA0BaHV!l-1 y,i<e aroro

KynviKa y6pam1,

a ace MaTep11anb1 no

Burisma HaX0AflTCfl y Kyn1-1Ka, y ero rpynnbl. •. TaM TaK0VI 38MeC. Sl B4epa AO 4 yrpa
411Ta/l BCiO nepenHCt<y. TaM M0>KeT 6b!Tb 60/lbWOH CKaHASfl {nay3a). 1/1 He T01lbK0 B
YKpa1-1He, a HMeHH0 B AMep1-1Ke. To eCTb, s:IBHblH 3aroaop nporns 6aH.QeHa M0)l(eT
0K836TbCs:t

Sl He 3HatO TP8KT0BKY, 3TO aMepHKaHCKl-1e IOPYICTbl A0fl)l(Hbl y)l(e pa3bs:ICHY!Tb, 3T0 MeHs:i
He Kacaercs:1.

- 3To aawe npe,Anono>KeHKe.
- ,[la. Ho s:1 npocro nony4v1n A0C'ryn K aro~ nepem1cKe ...
3T0M AB)l(e He 3HaeT.

51

Ha

90% yaepeH,

51 AyMalO,

4T0 .Q>Kym1aHM

06

4TO OH ,llB)Ke He n0A03pesaer, 4T0 0HH TaM

raKoe Hecm1.
11

Hy 0HVI nYiwyr: ,Qo np1-1e3AB ,/l>Kynv1aH11 Bbl A0fl>KHbl co6p8Tb TyT

250 TblCs:14 11• Sl

co6pan

Aa)l(e 4eKH, K0rAa MM nnanmH AeHbri'I, y MeHs:i Ha pyKax K00HH 4eK0B.

- npMBaTHO Bbl yrpo>KanM napHacy M CS>pyMatty?
- Her, K0He'-!H0.

B 3T0M )Ke

VI sonpoc.

A

Yero MHe VIM yrpo>KSTb?

"AaaKoa acex yCTpaMaaeT. OH rapaHT".
16/19
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- KoMy Bbl 6yAeTe CMMnaTM3Mp0B8Tb Ha 3TMX napnaMeHTCKMX Bb16opax?

- BceM, KpOMe

Snn.

- Bbl )Ke cnpoc1-1.m1. KOMY fl 6YAY CVJMnar1,131,1poeaTb. MHe He HSAO li1X MOYVITb.
nopoweHKO ronbKO 4TO ywen, 1-1 ceiil4ac nocbmnercs:t Ha Hero ace, 4TO 38 noc11eAH1,11e 5

ner H8KOn"1/10Cb. C Apyro~ CTOPOHbl, 3TO TO>Ke Hennoxo, noTOMY 4TO 3TO AO>KAb,
~ ecm1 OH Bbl)KVl8€T, ecm1 3Ta nom1Tl44€CKas:t Cl-1/18 Bb!)Kl-1B9T, TO OHa 04"1CTHTCs:l, Y')Ke

noTOM B

C/1€AYIOlLIHM pa3, K C/1€AYIOl.lll1M Bbt6opaM IIIM y>Ke 38KH,Qbl88Tb 3TO He H8AO

6yAeT.
- napTMA
- Mbl

"Cnyra

HapoAa" eaM HpaBMTCA?

>Ke nOHli1MaeM, 4TO 3TO H848/1bHblti npoeKT. TaM 6bln 3eneHCKl-1i1. HaM 3eneHCKHti

Hp8BYITCfl?

- PaHO MnM n03AHO 3eneHCKOMY npHAeTCA 6paTb Ha ce6JI OTBeTCTBeHHOCTb.

Y Hero

H8"tHY'f naABTb peMTMHrM.

- 51

C B8M"1 He cornaceH. Ecm,1 OH npe3HAeHT "1 6yAeT 38H"1MBTbC5l: reM, 4TO HanHC8HO B

KOHCTHTyllt,·1"1, HH4ero y Hero He A0fl)l(H0 naABTb. 3ro caMa5l: 6narOA8PH85l: "1
611aropOAH8s:I AOfl)l(HOCTb, KOTOpas:i MO)l(eT 6b!Tb.

Ecm, OH 6yAeT "13 ce6s:i

1,1306pa)l(8Tb, K8K CK83811 Ky4M8 npo nopoweHKO, H

npeACeAaTem, Ha1..16aHK8, "1 f/18BH0f0 6aHKHpa, Ill rnaBHOKOM8HAYtolJ..\ero, H npeMbepMHHHCTpa, H MHHMCTPOB, H AHpeKropa "Ha¢>rora3a" OAHOepeMeHHO - 6yAeT
KaracrpoQ)a.

Y npe3HAeHTa

eCTb '-leTKO H8nillC8HHbli1 Kpyr.

£-1 ff18BHOe, YKP8"1HCK"1i1 H8POA OTBepraer, no-MoeMy, TOflbKO H8CJil/1bCTBeHHOe
f1HWeHHe )1("13HH, TO eCTb y61-1Hcreo. Bee OCTBflbHOe •.•
KorAa roaops::ir, '-ITC nopoweHKO 1,111111 ero 0Kp}')l{eH111e 4To-ro yKpano. Hy, yKpano 111
yKpano. 6bln0 6bl YAHBIIITeflbHO .••

"A Yero

OH ,YAB npHnepcH? I.ire OH, AYP8K, He

YKP8CTb?". CKOJ1bKO J1l0Aeltl TBK ,QyMaer? 60f1bW"1HCTBO. Y HIIIX :no He Bbl3bl88eT
oreep)l(eHl-1s:I "1/1"1 OTPIIIL!8H"15l:.
noYeMy CMeprellbHblM y,QapoM 6bin HMeHHO 6111ryc? JltoAIII He nOHl'1M8IOT, 4TO yKpan111
Mlllnm10H 111m1

10 Mlll/1/lHOHOB.

60f1bWJi\HCTBO HaceneHJi\51 3TOT M"111/1Ji\OH B f/1838 HJi\KOfA8

He 8"1,Qeno "1 He YBHAJi\T.
KonOMOi1CK"1i-i yKpan 5,5 M"1nm,iapAa.

A CKO/lbKO OH ,QO/l)l(eH 6t»n YKP8CTb, 4T06bl BOHb
wm1 5 MIA/l/1"18PAOB, K8K85l: p83HHL!8?

He nOAHHM8/l8Cb? JltoAl-1 He nOHl-1M8IOT, MIIIJ1Jll-1BPA

10 TblC5l:4 1,1 MO/lOAble na1..1aHbl ,Qpyr ,Qpyry nepeKl,tllb!BSIOT, eute 1,11
10 TblCRY, nanawe TO>Ke HSAO AOnlO ASTb. Sor 3TO Bbl3b1Baer AIAKOe
B03MYIJ..\eHIAe. noroMy YTO /llOASlM 3TO nOHSlTHO, 4TO TyT 10 TblCRY K8K!Ae-ro uteHK"1 Ha

A KOfA8 rosopsn, YTO
roeopsn, nanawe

"MepCeAecax", apMY!IO 06KP8Ab!B8!0T.

A B 3TO speMSl 80£:iiHa, f1IOA~ norn6alOT. 0AH"1 nat.taHbl OTA810T )KH3H~. a BTOpble B 3TO
epeMfl ...

v1

3TO y f1l0Ae£:ii He YK118Abl88eTCR B ronose.

B 3TOM 6bl/l8 rpareAYISl nopoweHKO, noYeMy OH npoY!rpan Bbl60pbl, B TOM 4HC/le.
noroMy 4TO 3TOT CH8Ps:!A nonan nps:iMO 8 ,Q8CRTK)', CH8P5l:A 6b!Jl KYMYflRTIABHblH.

https://www.pravda.eom.ua/rus/articles/2019/05/27/7216183/
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KonoMOYICKYI~: AxMeTOB e 2016-oM CKaJan MHe, 'fTO 3eneHcK.-,YI 6yAeT npe3HAeHTOM

"'IMTaMTe TalOICe:
KonoMOMCKMH: Bee XOTSIT, "IT06bl csepwMnOCb "'YAO My 3eneHCKoro nony4111nOCb
Hropb KonoMoKCKMit: BepHHTe MOM 8KltMM B np1o1aaT6aHKe! 3aC4MTaMTe MHe MOM

50-

60 MMnnMapAOB!
Hropb KonoMOMCKMM:

Sf C4MTato, 'IT0 nopoweHKO -

MOR

MapHOHeTKa

- KpoMe "CnyrM Hapo,ia" Bbl MO:>KeTe rpoMcMaHa noAAep>KMBSTb, HaFlpMMep?
- CMOTps:t C KeM OH noi4AeT, C KBKHMH noayHraMH. TaK OH MHe He Cll!Mnarn4eH.
TaK, 4T06bt s:i:

6bln nporne

Ho He

Hero, HO ...

- A 51 He AYMSIO, 4TO HueHIOK noi:1,QeT soo6~e. npocro OH YenoseK, KOTOpb!iil He mo611T
nopa)l(eH!-1t1.

- OH

not1rn -

1,1 CK0/lbK0 OH TBM Ha6eper?

MO>KeT c rpoMcMaHOM 06'beAMHMTbCfl,

- "1 K8Kl-1M HOMepoM?

- Xopowo, a AeaKoe MO>KeT noiirM?

- s:i AYMBIO, BPRA m,1 OH noiiiAeT. A C KeM AeaK0BY li!ATW? rpoHCM8H Hen0HflTH0, 4T0 T8M
38 naprns:i, 6paTCK8ff Morv1na. ~ AYMafO, AsaKOB H8X0AWTCfl cer0AHH B TOM nono>KeHl4H,
YT0 eMy B006ute HIil C KeM He H8A0 1-1AT14, OH caM no

ce6e eenw-n-tHa.

- ,QyMaeTe, OH OCTaHeTCR MMHMCTPOM?
- Ecm1 OH H"1KYA6 He no~AeT, r04H0 ocraHeTCH.

Hy, npot..teHT0B 90. A OH acex

ycrpa1-1saer. OH rapaHT.

- 3eneHcKoro OH yCTpaMaaer?
- OH pacKpb1n ace 3TW 3aroeopb1 c 3TVIM no.QKynoM. Bee 111cnoprnn nere. OH scex
ycrpaHeaer. H AYMatO, YT0 Ha 3Tl1X Bb16opax, ecn1-1 0HH npoHAyr 1-1,QeanbH0, nom1t..t1-1R

w

opraHbl BHyrpeHHWX ,Qen cpa6orat0r K8K Ha npe31'1,QeHrCK1'1X.

"6es sanoea. nb10 no 'IY'fb·'IYTb"
- KaKaA s aaweM >KM3HM caMaA AOporan noK}'nKa? Ha l.fTO Bbl n0Tpan1nMcb?
- $l He Mory raK CK838Tb.

- JloM, sucra. MSWMHa KSKSR-TO?
- Her, Her. PeYb H,Qer, M0)l(eT 6b1Tb, 06 06beKrax rvma 38B0A8, aKTV!Bbl ..•

- A A/IA AywM?
- Her. He HHrepecyer.

- Bbl l.faCTO BblnMaaere?

18/19
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KonoM0HcK1-1H: AxMeTOB B 2016-oM CKa3an MHe, '-ITO 3eneHCKl-1111 6yAeT np031,\Q0HTOM

KorAa KaK, KOrAa KaK111e nonocbt. Ho 6e3 3anoee (ynb16aercR). 51, .QOnycrnM, s
4€TBepr mm.

Hy, B4epa
BOAKY,

A TaK

no 4YTb-4Yfb KS)K,Qb!H A€Hb.

4yrb-Yyrb

s111cKw Bb!mtn. Ho 6onbwe eC:ero mo6mo, ecnvt KpenKoe, ro

a ecm1 He KpenKoe, TO KpacHoe BHHO.

- '-fTO B8:>KHee B JKM3HH - AeHbrH MnH BllaCTb?

-Cnasa.
- OHa BeAb np0X0ARI.LlaR.

- 3TO eonpoc, Ecm1 Tbl YMYAPfl€WbCS!l 3Ty np0X0A5ll.!.\YIO cnasy rnpa)K1t1poearb B
6eCCMeprwe, TOr,Qa 3TO Bb!We acero. Hanp111Mep, Ha 100 AOnnapax KTO H8XOAV!TCs:t?
¢lpaHKm-1H.

3ro

VI €CTb rnpa)l(1!1p086Hll1e

6eCCMeprnA.

- A Bbl 6b1 xoremt, "4T06b1 saw noprpeT 6bm Ha AeHbrax?

- Hy. ecn1-1 rpvietta 6y,Qer raKafl, KaK ,Qonnap - .Qa.

- Tor,Qa nycrb fottrapeea nyl.lwe 6yAer,

•
>KK BonOAHMMPCbKMM
3Hl'l)!(Kl-1

)'.lo'. 490 000 rpH

>KK UNIT.Home
Ke\1s, lUe!l'-1E'HKiBCbKt'li1. Bi,q 1 46 MflH rpH
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Subject: In-town pool report #6 - Ukraine call

1/3/2020

Subject: In-town pool report #6 - Ukraine call
~ poolreports
. . 7/25/191:02PM

371

Bolen, Cheryl
Sent: Thursday, July 25, 2019 12:56 PM
Subject: In-town pool report #6 - Ukraine call
Per Judd Deere in WH press office:
"Today, President Donald J. Trump spoke by telephone with President Volodymyr
Zelenskyy of Ukraine to congratulate him on his recent election. President Trump and
President Zelenskyy discussed ways to strengthen the relationship between the
United States and Ukraine, including energy and economic cooperation. Both leaders
also expressed that they look forward to the opportunity to meet."

.................
. .. ... .... .. .... .
Cheryl Bolen
White House Correspondent
Bloomberg Government
202-xxx-xxxx direct
202-xxx-xxxx mobile
xxx@bgov.com (mailto:xxx@bgov.com)

https://publicpool.kinja.com/subject-in-town,.pool-report-6-ukra!ne--call-1836700221
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Public Pool is an automated feed of White House press pool reports. For live updates,follow
@WHPublicPool on Twitter.

GET OUR NEWSLETTER

SHARE THIS STORY

ill Subscribe
This discussion is closed
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.., RadiofreeEurope
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RadioLiberty

ARCHIVE

World: How The U.S. Ranks The Visits Of Foreign Heads Of
State
August 09, 1997 00:00 GMT

By Julie Moffett

Washington, 6 August 1997 (RFE/RL) -- Every year in Washington there are an average of
six "state visits" where chiefs of state, presidents and royalty from around the globe come
to the United States to meet with the American president.
Six? Certainly the U.S. president meets with more than six chiefs of state in any given
year?
Yes, he does. But according to the State Department, those guests are not all offered the
highest ranking visit -- a state visit. Instead they are granted what are called "official
visits" or "working visits" or even "official working visits."
In Washington it seems that nothing is ever simple. This is certainly true when it comes to
deciding how best to welcome a visitor from a foreign government.
According to official State Department guidelines, there are five types of visits to be
accorded to a ranking member of a foreign government. They are: a "state visit," an
"official visit," an "official working visit," a "working visit," and a "private visit."
The guidelines say that the "state visit" is the highest ranking visit and can only be
offered to a chief of state - - such as the president of a country or a reigning monarch like
Britain's Queen Elizabeth -- and must be at the invitation of the U.S. president.
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During a state visit, the guest is offered a room for four days and three nights at Blair
House, the President's official guest house, located within walking distance of the White
House.
A state visit ensures a meeting with the U.S. president, a state dinner at the White House,
a full honors arrival and departure ceremony on the south grounds of the White House,
and a 21 gun salute. Gifts may be exchanged and spouses can attend the ceremonies and
dinners. Press availability and photo opportunities are plentiful.
The next highest visit is the "official visit." An official visit can only be offered to a head
of government such as a prime minister and must be at the invitation of the U.S. president.
The guest is offered quarters at Blair House for three nights and four days. During an
official visit the head of the government is entitled to a meeting with the U.S. President, a
full honors arrival and departure ceremony on the south grounds of the White House, a 19
gun salute and official dinner at the White House. Gifts may be exchanged and spouses can
attend the ceremonies and dinners.
In practice there is little difference between a state visit and an official visit except for the
rank of the visitor, the difference in the number of guns fired in salute the visitor receives
and the description of the White House dinners -- a state dinner verses an official dinner.
However, there is a big difference between state and official visits and an official working
visit or a working visit.
State Department guidelines say that an "official working visit" can be offered to either a
chief of state or the head of a government, but it must be extended by the U.S. president
himself.
Blair House is then offered for two nights and three days and the guest is entitled to a
meeting with the President, followed by a working luncheon at the White House. A dinner
or reception is possible, but decisions are only on a case-by-case basis.
The U.S. Secretary of State is a participant at the working luncheon so no separate meeting
is arranged. There is no ceremony upon arrival and departure. The press is usually granted
some photo opportunities and occasionally there is a press conference. There is no gift
exchange and spouses do not attend the luncheon.
A "working visit" is the next in the rank of visits. A working visit is extended to a chief of
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state or head of government at the invitation of the U.S. president. A working visit
normally consists of a meeting with the president at the White House, but without a
luncheon, dinner or formal press availability. There is no gift exchange and spouses do not
attend the luncheon.
The last type of visit is the "private visit." A private visit involves a chief of state, head of
government, foreign minister or any other government official who arrives in the U.S.
without the invitation of the U.S. president.
The visitor may request a meeting with the U.S. president and if it is granted, it is often
referred to as a "working session." Blair House is not offered and spouses do not attend
the session. There is no gift exchange and no official press availability although photo
opportunities may be possible.
To those who deal with these types of issues everyday the whole affair seems rather
simple. Mel French, the Director of Protocol at the U.S. State Department, says there is a
practical reason why the White House ranks the visits of foreign guests.
"Ranking the visits gives a level to what the [U.S.] president wants to do when he invites
someone to this country," she says. "Often they really need an official working visit where
they can sit down and work through problems or things that they need to talk about. An
official working visit is really a visit of substance and policy. A state visit and an official
visit are more of a ceremonial type thing where we are honoring a country."
French adds that there are limits on state visits.
"A country can only have one state visit during a [U.S.] president's four-year term," she
says.
French says that the decision of what kind of rank to accord each visitor is made jointly by
the National Security Council and the State Department.
When asked if foreign heads of state are ever invited to stay at the White House instead of
Blair House, French says that can happen occasionally, but only under unusual or
important circumstances.
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Real Clear Politics
Giuliani: ..Massive Collusion"
Between DNC, Obama Admin,
Clinton People & Ukraine To
Create False Info About Trump
Posted By Ian Schwartz

On Date May 10, 2019

Giuliani: Mueller concluded Don Jr. did nothing wrong

a
President Trump's attorney Rudy Giuliani reacts to the Senate Intelligence Committee
issuing·a subpoena to Donald Trump Jr. and James Corney's town hall on CNN.
Giuliani also remarked on the media's hypocrisy with covering Russian collusion but not
collusion with Ukraine and other actors to pass bad information about Donald Trump
around. Giuliani said Biden family connection to Ukraine is not being investigated
because the press is "totally corrupt."
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"The fact is this was a massive collusion between the Democratic National Committee,
officials of the Obama administration, Clinton people, and the Ukrainian officials, corrupt
officials -- who, by the way, were pro-Russian corrupt officials -- to create false
information about Trump, about Manafort,'' Giuliani told FOX News host Laura Ingraham
in an interview Thursday night.

LAURA INGRAHAM, FOX NEWS: All right. Rudy, I want to move on to the
backlash you've been receiving for calling on the DOJ, I guess to investigate
Biden and his family. You haven't talked about this before on the show. And
these questionable ties to the Ukraine, especially the sweetheart payday
Hunter Biden ended up getting with fund there.
RUDY GIULIANI, ATTORNEY FOR PRESIDENT DONALD TRUMP: Wow.
INGRAHAM: Here are just a few of these examples. Let's listen.
(BEGIN VIDEO CLIP)
UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE: Giuliani, the president's personal attorney, has
been pushing the Justice Department to go hard on Hunter Biden's ties to
Ukraine.
UNIDENTIFIED MALE: It is a blatant use to use a foreign power to tarnish
Trump's potential general election opponent.
UNIDENTIFIED MALE: Rudy Giuliani is telegraphing it. It's clearly Hunter
and in some ways, they almost want to create foreign interference, throw in
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the Ukraine and the Russians, and Giuliani has been to the Ukraine. He's
got Ukrainian clients.
(END VIDEO CLIP)
(LAUGHTER)
GIULIANI: They are out of their minds. Look, I came -(CROSSTALK)
INGRAHAM: Hold on, just in the last hour, it gets better. "The New York
Times" posted this story online, quote: Giuliani plans Ukraine trip to push
for inquiries that could help Trump.
Ooh, like you're not allowed to travel, apparently, Rudy, to help your client.
Jeez.
GIULIANI: Well, I am his lawyer. One of the things lawyers do when you
defend a client is to develop innocent hypothesis, explanations of what yom
client was charged with.
Well, the fact is this was a massive collusion between the Democratic
National Committee, officials of the Obama administration, Clinton people,
and the Ukrainian officials, corrupt officials -- who, by the way, were proRussian corrupt officials -- to create false information about Trump, about
Manafort.
This is -- this is real -- not collusion, conspiracy to present false
information, and to leak it to the press, and to give it to the FBI.
The Ukrainian government is presently investigating it. My aim is to make
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sure that Soros' representatives, who have a lot of influence in that
government, and a very highly corrupt Ukrainian who actually participated
in creating a false document about Paul Manafort, actually, he has been
found guilty of bad by the Ukrainian court.
INGRAHAM: Yes, I saw that.
GIULIANI: That they do not prevent the continuation of this investigation,
which they are trying to do.
All I want the Ukrainian government to do is investigate, and don't let these
people buffalo you. And that's what they're trying to do.
(CROSSTALK)
GIULIANI: Now, Biden came to me -INGRAHAM: I don't understand it. Why isn't the media interested in this?
Why isn't the media pursuing this?
GIULIANI: Because the media is totally corrupt.
(CROSSTALK)
INGRAHAM: -- Russian collusion, Russia collusion, why not this? I mean,
it's a fascinating story, and everyone, John Solomon is reporting on this.
GIULIANI: It's a big story. It's a dramatic story. And I guarantee you, Joe
Biden will not get to election day without this being investigated, not
because I want to see him investigated. This is collateral to what I was
doing.
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But here are the facts, Laura. Joe Biden was appointed the point man for
Ukraine. Two to three weeks later, his son, Hunter, who had just been
tossed out of the military for testing positive for cocaine, was appointed to a
position on the most corrupt agency, the most corrupt business in Ukraine,
a natural gas business called Burisma, which was headed by an oligarch
who was being protected by Putin in Russia.
And Biden's kid took down about $3 million or $4 million that we could
count. And Biden, when the kid got under investigation, actually says,
quote, I strong-armed the president of the Ukraine to dismiss the
prosecutor because the son of -- I will leave it out -- was corrupt.
What he left out of the explanation was that prosecutor was right on the tail
of his son, looking for the money that appeared to have been laundered
from Latvia to Croatia to America. And when he tried to get the Croatian
government to give the amount of money that Hunter Biden received, all of
a sudden, the president of the Ukraine gets a call from the vice president of
the United States, and he has told you are not going to get your $1.2 billion
loan guarantee, which they needed then to prevent default, unless you
dismiss the prosecutor.
INGRAHAM: Yes.
GIULIANI: The president didn't want to do it. He was the godfather of the
prosecutor's children. He didn't want to do it.
INGRAHAM: This is like -- this is like a James Patterson novel.
GIULIANI: Now, if you tell me this doesn't get investigated between now
and election day, then our Justice Department is as corrupt as "The
Washington Post", CNN.
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Recommended Videos

Related Videos

01 Meadows: Jerry Nadler Is Going Crazy Because He Knows The Truth About Spygate Is

Coming Out
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House Freedom Caucus leaders Mark Meadows and Jim Jordan joined FNC's Sean Hannity
Wednesday night to prognosticate about the potential release of information on "Spygate." SEAN
HANNITY, FOX NEWS: It is now beginning to unravel, the attorney general, it's over. Mueller is
dead. It's finished ....

o Carter Page: Not Once Did Anyone Ask Me To Do Anything Illegal Or Unethical With Russia
Former Trump foreign policy adviser Carter Page joined FBN's Maria Bartiromo to discuss the
increasing scrutiny of the Steele dossier and allegations of spying on Trump campaign officials
related to the Russia investigation. MARIA BARTIROMO, FOX BUSINESS NETWORK: This is an
important story. You ...
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o Trump: Mueller "In Love" With Corney
President Trump said on Thursday that he would leave it up to Attorney General Bili Barr to
decide whether special counsel Robert Mueller may testify before Congress on the Russia
investigation. In a surprise news conference, the president talked about trade negotiations with
China and the Mueller...
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Devin Nunes: Senate Must Look At Fusion GPS's Role In Trump Tower Meeting Before
Questioning Donald Trump Jr.
Rep. Devin Nunes, the ranking Republican on the House Intelligence Committee, told FNC's
Tucker Carlson Wednesday night that the Senate Intelligence Committee making public a
subpoena of Donald Trump Jr. the day after Majority Leader Mitch McConnell declared "case
closed" on the Mueller probe ...
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Pence: I Don't Object To Releasing My Call Transcripts With Zelensky I Video I Rea!ClearPolitics
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Real Clear Politics
Pence: I Don't Object To
Releasing My Call Transcripts
With Zelensky
Posted By Ian Schwartz
On Date November 7, 2019

Mike Pence sits down with Trish Regan for an exclusive one-on-one

a
TRISH REGAN, FOX BUSINESS NETWORK: You know, they're a little bit like a dog with a
bone right now. The Gordon Sondland testimony, I could ask you about that because he
testified one thing and then he's effectively reversing it, now saying, well, you know,
there was a quid pro quo after having said previously there was no quid pro quo. So let
me ask you about that. You went to Warsaw, September 1, and you met with President
Zelensky then. Did you say to him the money is contingent upon you offering something
up in the way of a statement, whatever it may be, on how you're handling corruption?
VICE PRESIDENT MIKE PENCE: Oh, of course not.
https://www.realciearpolitics.com/video/2019/11/07/pence_i_dont_object_to_releasing_my_call_transcripts_with_zelensky.html
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Pence: I Don't Object To Releasing My Call Transcripts With Zelensky I Video I RealClearPotitics

REGAN: You didn't?
PENCE: No. Our focus entirely in the meeting that I took with President Zelensky after
President Trump had to stay here in the states to deal with the onrushing hurricane, was
entirely focused on our support for the territorial integrity and security of Ukraine. And
it was focused on President Trump's desire to see President Zelensky succeed in his
agenda of moving anti-corruption legislation. I can tell you in my conversation with
President Zelensky, he had just come off great legislative elections. And he had told me
that they'd elected more than 250 members of his party and a large majority, and they'd
already introduced almost as many bills to combat corruption. He also told me that he
agreed with President Trump that the European community needed to do more to
support Ukraine. And he agreed to work with us to call on the European community.
But that was the focus entirely, Trish.
REGAN: So you never said, listen, you know, if you want to get this nearly 400 million
dollars, you gotta do something on corruption.
PENCE: Oh, of course not. Of course not. Other than to say that we wanted to support
his efforts to deal with corruption in Ukraine, to deal with -REGAN: Which is a legitimate thing to ask for.
PENCE: Well, it's not only legitimate, it's what he ran on. President Zelinsky had an
extraordinary victory in his campaign because he ran on an anti-corruption theme.
President Trump made it clear from early on that we wanted to support him in that
effort. We wanted to see him make progress in that effort. And we wanted to see the
European community come forward.
REGAN: Did Joe Biden come up? Did Hunter Biden come up in the conversation?
PENCE: No, he did not at all. And I said that at the time. But look, here's -- the point is
https:/lwww.realclearpolitics.com/video/2019/11/07/pence_i_dont_object_to_releasing_my_call_transcripts_with_zelensky.html
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whether it was my conversation with President Zelensky, whether it was President
Trump's telephone call in July. I mean, where the American people can read the
transcript. I just think what the people -REGAN: It would help, don't you think, to the American people to release that transcript?
Because the president said, "Okay, here it is. All these allegations you can see for
yourself."
PENCE: I think it demonstrated this president's commitment to transparency and the
fact that-REGAN: Will you do the same with your phone call?
PENCE: Well, I've said I have no objection at all. We were working with White House
counsel about that. I've had a couple of telephone calls of President Zelensky, and - but
all of them were focused on the same topics. Look, we have supported Ukraine against
Russian aggression. We've provided that military assistance. But President Trump made
it clear from early on we wanted to see Ukraine make progress on corruption and we
want to see the European community do more. And after I returned from Poland, I
reported to the president all the progress that Ukraine had made under President
Zelensky's leadership and the support for Ukraine was released. And the United States
has a strong relationship with Ukraine. We'll continue to stand strongly with them. But
at the end of the day, again, remember, the whistleblower was all about a telephone call.
And maybe, maybe some of the president's critics didn't expect him to release the
transcript, but he did and he did readily. And now the American people can read the
transcript. They can decide for themselves. There was no quid pro quo. The president
did nothing wrong.
REGAN: Would you do the same?
PENCE: The American people want to see -- the American people want to see this
Congress start to focus on what's important.
https://www.realclearpolitics.com/video/2019/11/07/pence_i_dont_object_to_releasing_my_call_transcripts_with_zefensky.html
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REGAN: Yeah, listen, I think it probably disarmed all the Democrats were thinking they
had something by him doing that. So, again, you're working on it, you're looking at it,
you're thinking about it, releasing your own transcripts PENCE: Oh, I -- as I said before, I'd have no objection to releasing the transcripts of a
couple of telephone calls that I have with President Zelensky. And again, they were all
about the very same issues. It's my -- been my great honor as vice president to represent
this president of the United States in meetings with world leaders over the last three
years. And when the president asked me to fill in in Poland to go with what was a
commemoration of the 18th anniversary of the beginning of World War Two, he had
already scheduled a meeting with President Zelensky. President Trump had agreed to
meet with President Zelensky in Poland, and he asked me to go ahead and take that
meeting. And so I carried with him that message. We had a great conversation. And as I
said, after I returned, all the support for Ukraine -REGAN: And you can see the briefing, right? I mean, you had a transcript anyway of the
20 -- the conversation that had taken place on the 25th. You had that in your packet. So
you were somewhat familiar.
PENCE: Well, I'm -- I'm told that it was delivered to me. But, you know, I received
literally hundreds of transcripts over the time. I don't recall ever reading it specific, but it
doesn't mean that I did. But had I read it, it wouldn't matter because the president did
nothing wrong. There was no quid pro quo. The president brought up issues that were
important to the American people. And I think anyone who takes time to read the
transcript will see just that.
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Exclusive: Giuliani associate Parnas will comply with Trump
impeachment inquiry- lawyer
Aram Roston

WASHINGTON (Reuters) Lev Parnas, an indicted Ukrainian-American businessman who
has ties to President Donald Trump's personal lawyer, Rudy Giuliani, is now prepared to
comply with requests for records and testimony from congressional impeachment
investigators, his lawyer told Reuters on Monday.

https:/Aw.w.reuters.com'articfelus-usa-trlJl1l)-irrpeachment-parnas-e>cfusi\fex::lusi-.e-giulianl-associate-now-Wlling-to-conl)fy-with-trn,ll)-il11)88Chment-inqul.,.
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Parnas, who helped Giuliani look for dirt on Trump's political rival, former Vice President Joe
Bi den, is a key figure in the impeachment inquiry that is examining whether Trump abused his

office for personal political gain.

ADVERTISEMENT

His apparent decision to work with the congressional committees represents a change of heart.
Parnas rebuffed a request from three House of Representatives committees last month to
provide documents and testimony.
"We will honor and not avoid the committee's requests to the extent they are legally proper,
while scrupulously protecting Mr. Parnas' privileges including that of the Fifth Amendment,"
said the lawyer, Joseph Bondy, referring to his client's constitutional right to avoid selfincrimination.
https:/MWN.reuters.comlarticlelus-usa-trt.Jn1)-i"1)88Chment-parnas-e>elusi\le>clusi\e-gh.iiani-associate--now-Wlling-to-C0nl)ly.Wfh.trl1nl>-i"l)88Chment-inqui...
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Giuliani did not immediately respond to requests for comment. On Capitol Hill, the House
leadership and a spokesperson for the House Intelligence Committee declined comment.
His previous lawyer, John Dowd, wrote to the committees in early October complaining that
their requests for documents were "overly broad and unduly burdensome."
Parnas pleaded not guilty in Manhattan federal court last month to being part of a scheme that
used a shell company to donate money to a pro-Trump election committee and illegally raise
money for a former congressman as part of an effort to have the president remove the U.S.
ambassador to Ukraine.

https:/fv.Mw.reuters.comlarticle/us-usa,.tn.11T1p-irTf>88Chment-parnas--e,ciushle>clusi1.e-giulianl-asscx::iate-!"!O'N-Wlling-to--cOOl)ly-'Mth-trump-irrl)eaChment-inqui...
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FILE PHOTO: U.S. President Trump's personal lawyer Rudy Giuliani has coffee with Ukrainian-American businessman L...

The indictment does not address the issues involved in the impeachment inquiry.
Parnas would be a crucial witness if he were to cooperate. He has said he played a key role in
connecting Giuliani to Ukrainian officials during Giuliani's investigation into Bi den and his son
Hunter.
Trump's request to Ukraine's president, Volodymyr Zelenskiy, in a July 25 phone call to
investigate the Bidens was at the heart of a whistleblower complaint by an intelligence officer
that sparked the Democratic-led impeachment inquiry on Sept. 24.

Reporting By Aram Roston, editing by Ross Colvin and Howard Goller
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Ukrainian lives hung in balance as Trump held up aid
rollcall.comlnews/congress/ukrainian-lives-hung-in-balance-as-trump-held-up-aid
October 24, 2019

John M. Donnelly

Ukrainian soldiers on the front line in the eastern Donbass region in June 2018, (Oleksandr
Rupeta/NurPhoto via Getty Images)
On June 6, Russian-allied forces in Ukraine's eastern Donbass region fired a volley of artillery shells
on Ukrainian soldiers based in a rural area, even though Moscow had signed a ceasefire agreement
the day before.
Two young Ukrainian soldiers
28-year-old Dmytro Pryhlo and 23-year-old Maksym Oleksiuk were killed in their dugout by that shelling in the settlement of Novoluhanske, Ukrainian commanders
said at the time. Eight other Ukrainian soldiers suffered concussions and other injuries.
Pryhlo and Oleksiuk were just two men. But the day before, the Russians had killed another
Ukrainian soldier. The day before that, they had killed two others. And in the nearly five-plus years
before that, thousands more had fallen.
In total, upward of 13,000 people, at least a quarter of them civilians, have been killed since 2014,
when Russia annexed Ukraine's Crimea region and started a separatist uprising in Donbass, where
some 35,000 Russian-backed fighters are said to still be stationed.

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

804
The pace of casualties in the war in Donbass has waned - due largely, experts say, to some $1.5
billion in U.S. military aid in the last five years. So has press coverage of the conflict. But lives are still
lost on a weekly, and sometimes daily, basis.
The deaths of Pryhlo and Oleksiuk came at a critical time and highlighted a key battlefield
vulnerability. Less than two weeks after they were killed, the Pentagon announced that $250 million
in new U.S. military aid - weapons, training, medical supplies and more - would arrive soon in
Ukraine, part of a roughly $391 million fiscal 2019 aid package.
Significantly, the new aid included not just weapons like grenade launchers and rifles but also
counter-artillery radars and other defensive systems that, though they would arrive too late to have
detected and defended against the shelling in Novoluhanske, might very well help Ukraine see and
defend against similar artillery attacks in the future, experts said.
Moreover, the delay in delivering those radars and other aid deferred the Ukrainian military's ability to
upgrade its capabilities.
Much more important than its operational benefits, these observers say, the aid has conveyed the
message to Ukraine - and above all, to Russia - that the United States stands with Ukraine.
The White House's withholding of this support - which administration officials, including the
president, had directly or indirectly told top Ukrainian government officials about last summer -

sent

the opposite message.
"It is a significant mistake to withhold this aid for any reason, and particularly for domestic
considerations," said retired Adm. James Stavridis, who commanded U.S. forces in Europe from
2009 to 2013. "Doing so is a gift to Vladimir Putin."

Psychological, operational effect
Trump's monthslong freeze on the money, which he dropped in September, is a key basis for the
House impeachment inquiry. But the support to Ukraine is usually discussed in almost clinical terms
- as an "aid package" or "security assistance" or similarly abstract terms.
To the contrary, however, Trump's apparent decision to use the aid money to coerce a partner nation
into helping his political fortunes posed life-and-death risks to Ukrainian families like Pryhlo's and
Oleksiuk's, according to lawmakers from both parties, U.S. military officers and analysts who focus
on Ukraine.
(Mulvaney acknowledges 2016 election investigation was tied to Ukraine aid freeze]
Americans have mostly forgotten about the simmering conflict in Ukraine, but the war is still a lethal
reality for those in the middle of it. And to Ukrainians, U.S. support for their military against Russia's
much larger force is an existential issue.
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"There is no doubt the U.S. assistance plays a very significant role in the Ukrainian military's ability to
fight the war in Donbass," said Mariya Omelicheva, a professor of strategy at the National War
College in Washington. "The delay has a profound impact on the tactical and operational
preparedness and, more importantly, psychological preparedness and trust in the ally."
Congressional proponents of Ukraine aid told CQ Roll Call that the American weapons and training
are critical to saving lives.
"Ukraine's ability to defend itself is directly linked to the unimpeded flow of U.S. military assistance,"
said Democratic Sen. Jeanne Shaheen of New Hampshire, a member of the Armed Services
Committee. "For this reason, Congress - on a bipartisan basis - demanded that the administration
lift its hold before more people died. It was a grim realization to learn that these lives were being
threatened because of political interference from the White House."
Sen. Rob Portman, an Ohio Republican and member of the Foreign Relations Committee, was
among the lawmakers who pressed the administration to free the money for Ukraine after the hold
became public in late August. Trump, in fact, cited Portman's entreaties in September as being
critical in the decision to belatedly release the aid money, which Trump had claimed was being
withheld to try to get other countries to contribute more and because Ukraine was too corrupt to
properly handle the money.
Portman said the aid makes a real tactical and strategic difference in Ukraine.
"With this recent funding, we have provided vital assistance to help the Ukrainian military continue on
their path of reform and implement improved training and readiness to be able to defend their
homeland against Russian aggression," he said.

'Undoubtedly' more deaths
Less than two months after the attack in Novoluhanske, the now well-known Trump administration
campaign to coerce Ukraine into investigating unfounded allegations into one of Trump's top political
opponents crested, a growing number of U.S. government officials have told Congress in testimony
and whistleblower complaints.
A centerpiece of the pressure campaign was withholding the latest tranche of military aid, a threat
that was communicated directly and indirectly by multiple administration officials up to and including
the president last summer, his critics have charged.
The acting U.S. ambassador to Ukraine, William Taylor, told House lawmakers behind closed doors
Tuesday about a visit he paid, apparently in late July, to Ukrainian commanders on the front lines in
the country's eastern region of Donbass.
In the testimony, Taylor recounted being able to see "the armed and hostile Russian forces on the
other side of the damaged bridge across the line of contact."
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Taylor knew by then that the aid money had been held up to coerce Ukrainian President Volodymyr
Zelenskiy -

and so did Zelenskiy and other Ukrainian officials, Taylor said.

But the commanders whom Taylor visited on the front lines did not know about it, and that made
Taylor "uncomfortable," the ambassador wrote in testimony to House impeachment investigators, a
document first made public by The Washington Post.
"Over 13,000 Ukrainians had been killed in the war, one or two a week," he said in his prepared
remarks.
"More Ukrainians would undoubtedly die without the U.S. assistance," he added matter-of-factly.

Russian roulette
The Trump administration's freeze on aid to Ukraine threatened, if only temporarily, to undercut a
U.S. ally suffering casualties in a shooting war and to instead serve the interests of Russia.
A similar dynamic is at play in the Middle East. Trump apparently acquiesced to Turkey's invasion of
northern Syria earlier this month and in the bargain cut off U.S. support for the Syrian Kurds, another
long-time partner ensnared in battle. There, too, Russia benefited, having stepped into the vacuum
and seen its influence grow.
Trump's Syria move has triggered GOP outrage, while Republicans have largely defended Trump in
the impeachment probe despite bipartisan support on Capitol Hill for the Ukraine aid package. The
Syria decision is still unfolding, while the Ukraine aid is back on; and the Syrian Kurds' plight is more
pressing now than a handful of Ukrainian deaths seem to be.
In any event, bipartisan congressional backing for continuing to arm Ukraine was shown this year
when the continuing resolution that the U.S. government is currently operating under was written to
extend for another year the statutory authority for the military aid for Ukraine.
Get breaking news alerts and more from Roll Call on your iPhone.

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

807
116/2020

Ukrainian lives hung in balance as Trump held up aid

(https://www.rollcall.com)

Q.

Congress

Ukrainian lives hung in balance as
Trump held up aid
Critical weapons, training held hostage by monthslong freeze on funds

https://www.rollcall.com/news/congress/ukrainian-lives--hung,.in-balance-as-trump-held-up-aid
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Ukrainian soldiers on the front line in the eastern Donbass region in June 2018. (O!eksandr Rupeta/NurPhoto via Getty Images)

John M. Donnelly (/author/jdonnellycq•com)
@johnmdonnelly (//www.twitter.com/johnmdonnelly)

Posted Oct 24, 2019 5:00 AM

On June 6, Russian-allied forces in Ukraine's eastern Donbass region fired a volley of
artillery shells on Ukrainian soldiers based in a rural area, even though Moscow had signed
a ceasefire agreement the day before.
Two young Ukrainian soldiers - 28-year-old Dmytro Pryhlo and 23-year-old Maksym
Oleksiuk -were killed in their dugout by that shelling in the settlement ofNovoluhanske,
Ukrainian commanders said at the time. Eight other Ukrainian soldiers suffered
hUps:/lwww.rol!cal!.com/news/congress/ukrainian-!ives-hung-in-ba!ance-as-trump-held-up-aid
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Pryhlo and Oleksiuk were just two men. But the day before, the Russians had killed another
Ukrainian soldier. The day before that, they had killed two others. And in the nearly fiveplus years before that, thousands more had fallen.

In total, upward of13,ooo people, at least a quarter of them civilians, have been killed since
2014, when Russia annexed Ukraine's Crimea region and started a separatist uprising in
Donbass, where some 35,000 Russian-backed fighters are said to still be stationed.

Mulvaney acknowledges 2016 election investigation was tied to Ukraine aid freeze

►

https://www.rollcall.com/news/congress/ukrainian-lives-hung-in-balance-as-trump-held-up-aid

AB

39-405

3/12

01/18/2020

810
1/6/2020

Ukrainian lives hung in balance as Trump held up aid

:!he pace of casualties in the war in ™1ffli~S>~~ due largely, experts say, to some Q.
$1.5 billion in U.S. military aid in the last five years. So has press coverage of the conflict. But
lives are still lost on a weekly, and sometimes daily, basis.
The deaths of Pryhlo and Oleksiuk came at a critical time and highlighted a key battlefield
vulnerability. Less than two weeks after they were killed, the Pentagon announced that $250
million in new U.S. military aid -weapons, training, medical supplies and more - would
arrive soon in Ukraine, part of a roughly $391 million fiscal 2019 aid package.

Significantly, the new aid included not just weapons like grenade launchers and rifles but
also counter-artillery radars and other defensive systems that, though they would arrive too
late to have detected and defended against the shelling in Novoluhanske, might very well
help Ukraine see and defend against similar artillery attacks in the future, experts said.
Moreover, the delay in delivering those radars and other aid deferred the Ukrainian
military's ability to upgrade its capabilities.
Much more important than its operational benefits, these observers say, the aid has
conveyed the message to Ukraine - and above all, to Russia - that the United States stands
with Ukraine.

Want insight more often?

Get Roll Call in your inbox
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The White House's withholding of this support -which administration officials, including
the president, had directly or indirectly told top Ukrainian government officials about last
summer - sent the opposite message.
https://www.rollcall.com/news/congress/ukrainian-lives--hung-in-balance-as-trump-held-up-aid
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=1Eit is a significant mistake to withhol~ttm#~~1'fflson, and particularly for domesticQ.
considerations," said retired Adm. James Stavridis, who commanded U.S. forces in Europe
from 2009 to 2013. "Doing so is a gift to Vladimir Putin."

Psychological, operational effect
Trump's monthslong freeze on the money, which he dropped in September, is a key basis for
the House impeachment inquiry. But the support to Ukraine is usually discussed in almost
clinical terms - as an "aid package" or "security assistance" or similarly abstract terms.
To the contrary, however, Trump's apparent decision to use the aid money to coerce a
partner nation into helping his political fortunes posed life-and-death risks to Ukrainian
families like Pryhlo's and Oleksiuk's, according to lawmakers from both parties, U.S.
military officers and analysts who focus on Ukraine.

[Mulvaney acknowledges 2016 election investigation was tied to Ukraine aid freeze
(http:/jwww.rollcaH.com/news/whitehousejwhite-house-chief-of-staffacknowledges-2016-election-was-tied-to-ukraine-aid-freeze)]
Americans have mostly forgotten about the simmering conflict in Ukraine, but the war is
still a lethal reality for those in the middle of it. And to Ukrainians, U.S. support for their
military against Russia's much larger force is an existential issue.
"There is no doubt the U.S. assistance plays a very significant role in the Ukrainian military's
ability to fight the war in Donbass," said Mariya Omelicheva, a professor of strategy at the
National War College in Washington. "The delay has a profound impact on the tactical and
operational preparedness and, more importantly, psychological preparedness and trust in
the ally."
Congressional proponents of Ukraine aid told CQRoll Call that the American weapons and
training are critical to saving lives.
"Ukraine's ability to defend itselfis directly linked to the unimpeded flow of U.S. military
assistance," said Democratic Sen. Jeanne Shaheen (https://www.rollcall.com/members?
1444&utm_source=memberLink?utm_source=memberLink) of New Hampshire, a member
of the Armed Services Committee. "For this reason, Congress -on a bipartisan basisdemanded that the administration lift its hold before more people died. It was a grim
realization to learn that these lives were being threatened because of political interference
from the White House."
https://www.rollcall.com/news/congress/ukrainian#lives-.hung.in--balance-as~trump-held-up-aid
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Sen. Rob Portman (https://www.rollcall.com/members?373&utm_source=memberLink?
utm_source=memberLink), an Ohio Republican and member of the Foreign Relations
Committee, was among the lawmakers who pressed the administration to free the money
for Ukraine after the hold became public in late August. Trump, in fact, cited Portman's
entreaties in September as being critical in the decision to belatedly release the aid money,
which Trump had claimed was being withheld to try to get other countries to contribute
more and because Ukraine was too corrupt to properly handle the money.
Portman said the aid makes a real tactical and strategic difference in Ukraine.
"With this recent funding, we have provided vital assistance to help the Ukrainian military
continue on their path of reform and implement improved training and readiness to be able
to defend their homeland against Russian aggression," he said.

'Undoubtedly' more deaths
Less than two months after the attack in Novoluhanske, the now well-known Trump
administration campaign to coerce Ukraine into investigating unfounded allegations into
one of Trump's top political opponents crested, a growing number of U.S. government
officials have told Congress in testimony and whistleblower complaints.

https:/lwww.rollcall.com/news/congress/ukrainian-lives-hung~in--balance--as-trump-held--up-aid

AB

39-405

®

6/12

01/18/2020

813
1/6/2020

Ukrainian lives hung in balance as Trump held up aid

~ centerpiece of the

pressure campaI~rll~dMg the latest tranche of military aid, ~
threat that was communicated directly and indirectly by multiple administration officials up
to and including the president last summer, his critics have charged.

The acting U.S. ambassador to Ukraine, William Taylor, told House lawmakers behind
closed doors Tuesday about a visit he paid, apparently in late July, to Ukrainian
commanders on the front lines in the country's eastern region ofDonbass.
In the testimony, Taylor recounted being able to see "the armed and hostile Russian forces
on the other side of the damaged bridge across the line of contact."
Taylor knew by then that the aid money had been held up to coerce Ukrainian President
Volodymyr Zelenskiy- and so did Zelenskiy and other Ukrainian officials, Taylor said.
But the commanders whom Taylor visited on the front lines did not know about it, and that
made Taylor "uncomfortable," the ambassador wrote in testimony to House impeachment
investigators, a document first made public by The Washington Post.
"Over 13,000 Ukrainians had been killed in the war, one or two a week," he said in his
prepared remarks.
"More Ukrainians would undoubtedly die without the U.S. assistance," he added matter-offactly.

Russian roulette
The Trump administration's freeze on aid to Ukraine threatened, if only temporarily, to
undercut a U.S. ally suffering casualties in a shooting war and to instead serve the interests
of Russia.
A similar dynamic is at play in the Middle East. Trump apparently acquiesced to Turkey's
invasion of northern Syria earlier this month and in the bargain cut off U.S. support for the
Syrian Kurds, another long-time partner ensnared in battle. There, too, Russia benefited,
having stepped into the vacuum and seen its influence grow.
Trump's Syria move has triggered GOP outrage, while Republicans have largely defended
Trump in the impeachment probe despite bipartisan support on Capitol Hill for the Ukraine®
aid package_. The Syria decision is still unfolding, while the Ukraine aid is back on; and the
Syrian Kurds' plight is more pressing now than a handful of Ukrainian deaths seem to be.
https:/twww.rotlcall.com/news/congress/ukrainian-lives-hung-in-balance-as-trump-held-up-aid
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:!1 any event, bipartisan congressionii!IDJ§tiMYfg.~~uing to arm Ukraine was shown 0.
this year when the continuing resolution (https://www.rollcall.com/decoder?
utm_source=decoderLink&term=continuing-resolution) that the U.S. government is
currently operating under was written to extend for another year the statutory authority for
the military aid for Ukraine.
Get breaking news alerts and morefrom Roll GallonyouriPhone {https:l/itunes.apple.comjus/app/rollcall-news1"'43375J469rmt=8).
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Preet Bharara:

George Conway, welcome to the show.

George Conway:

Thank you for having me.

https:l/r:,ile.com'stay-tuned-transcript-diagnosing-tr!Jll1)-v.ith-george-cc,ma,/
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George Conway:
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Well, traffic was better to get into the city, I can

say that.

Preet Bharara:

Are you prepared to unburden yourself, sir?

George Conway:

I think I've unburdened myself a lot already.

Preet Bharara:

Yes. With 11,300 words?

George Conway:

No, 11,427.

Preet Bharara:

Not that you're counting.

George Conway:

No, not counting.

Preet Bharara:

How many words did you edit out?

George Conway:

Probably about 6,000.

Preet Bharara:

Whoa.

Actually, most of that was done by a wonderful
George Conway:
editor at The Atlantic, Yoni Appelbaum.

Preet Bharara:

So congratulations on your article.

George Conway:

Thank you.

Preet Bharara:

Published in The Atlantic?
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George Conway:

I don't know if that's a good thing.

Preet Bharara:

Well, I read every word of it. So let's talk about

the thesis of the article. It's what?

George Conway:

The thesis of the article is that, if you look at the
ingrained personality characteristics of Donald Trump, and you use

some of the knowledge that's in the psychological literature and use the
diagnostic criteria of the DSM, the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of
Mental Disorders, and focus on the criteria for narcissistic personality
disorder and antisocial personality disorder, which you can also call
pathological narcissism and sociopathy, you'll find that his behavioral
characteristics are simply inconsistent with what you need for someone
to carry out the duties of the President of the United States. And in
particular, that's true about his narcissism. His narcissism, his extreme
narcissism, is really his focus on himself above everything else in the
world.

Preet Bharara:

But other people are narcissistic.

George Conway:

There are. In fact, narcissism is a continuum.

Preet Bharara:

Can be good.

George Conway:

It can be good. You need a certain amount of

narcissism to be a healthy human being. You need that kind of
confidence to go out in the world and accomplish things. It can become
dangerous when it becomes excessive. And in the case of somebody
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duties, and he puts his self, his own interests, above the country's in
almost any circumstance.
And that's exemplified by the most recent
George Conway:
scandal, the Ukraine scandal, where he's essentially using his office. He
is using his office, using the power of potentially withholding funds or
even simply the power of the presidency to extort a smaller nation, to
try to get that nation to issue some kind of a statement against Trump's
prineiple political rival.
And you also saw it in connection with the
George Conway:
Mueller investigation. The Mueller investigation, he made that
investigation all about himself in the end.

Preet Bharara:

Well, it kind of was.

George Conway:

Well,well ...

Preet Bharara:

That's a little bit more fair, no?

Well, no. I mean, look, it was an investigation
George Conway:
about what happened in the 2016 election. It Was about what the
Russians did as much as anything. It was about whether the campaign
had contacts and did anything and colluded ... well, not colluded really,
but conspired with any Russians, and to some extent, that implicated
his conduct. But at the end of the day, there wasn't evidence of his
direct involvement in anything. There wasn't any evidence of a criminal
conspiracy that was chargeable that Mueller found.
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He made it all about him. Then, by trying to obstruct the investigation,
when his duty as President should be, "While the Russians did try to
interfere, maybe they tried to help me, but they shouldn't do this. I'm the
President of the United States. My duty is to protect the country, and I
shouldn't be interfering with this investigation."
And instead, he did interfere with the
George Conway:
investigation. He attempted to obstruct it in multiple ways. He even
obstructed justice about obstructing justice when he tried to get Don
McGahn to write a false memo about things he told McGahn to do. And
because he did that, he created out of nothing volume two of the Muller
Report. He made the thing about himself. It didn't have to be.

Preet Bharara:

I want to talk more about the diagnosis.

George Conway:

Right.

Preet Bharara:
Because it goes on at some length. But before
we do that, some people would ask the question, why are you writing
this article? You're a lawyer, a very accomplished one. I looked up your
background. You went to some pretty good schools, but you don't have a
psychology degree.

George Conway:

Right.

Why did you decide to write this and explore it? I
Preet Bharara:
mean, it's very compelling, but I'm not a doctor, I'm not a psychologist,
so I don't know quite how to evaluate it.
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one reason.

George Conway:

The second reason is it does tie directly into his

ability to carry out his duties as President. Can he subordinate his
interests to those of the nation? A pathological narcissist can't do that.
That's the essence of the problem. And it's funny, you watch all the
press coverage over the last three years, and you see a lot of
commentary to the effect that "What's the strategy? Why is he doing
that? Is he playing 15-dimensional chess?" And the answer is he isn't.

Preet Bharara:

Someone once put it, I think, this way: He's

actually trying to eat the pieces.
That's right. No, no, yes. That was an unnamed
former senior administration official in I think it was Buzzfeed. But this
is the way he behaves. There's no plan behind it.

George Conway:

Preet Bharara:

But has he always been this way?

Yes. That's one of the things, we could go back
through his history. He's always been narcissistic.

George Conway:

Preet Bharara:

Right.

George Conway:

Extremely narcissistic. And he's always been a

pathological liar.
But you point out, and I think this is correct
because I've seen older videos too, that separate from any personality

Preet Bharara:
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clear, if you look at the videos. For example, there's one video that is out
there from a Today Show interview with Tom Brokaw from I think the
late '80s, and it's very striking. You watch Donald Trump speaking
coherently in complete sentences and very smoothly. It's a marked
contrast to him today.
If you look at videos from three or four years ago,
George Conway:
there seems to be a difference. All that said, the experts say that you
cannot make a determination that he is suffering some kind of an
unusual cognitive decline on the basis of just that. It requires a full
battery of testing of the sort that he has not had.

George Conway:
But, if it were the case that it is something more
significant than just age-related decline, it could aggravate the
situation, and you can make a strong argument that a ...
Preet Bharara:

In combination, they're bad.

The combination would be very bad, and you
George Conway:
could make a strong argument, I think he should be tested. I think,
frankly, we might want to consider testing anybody who runs for the
presidency who has a significant ...
Well, he has that doctor who says he's the
Preet Bharara:
healthiest President ever.

George Conway:

Right.

Preet Bharara:

You don't think that's enough, George?
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not completely lost it at this precise moment. It doesn't tell you whether
or not there's some kind of an onset of Alzheimer's, for example, that
could come into play in a year or two.
If you showed him a picture of a sheep, and he
Preet Bharara:
said, "That's Greenland" ...

George Conway:

He'd say it's fake news.

That would be different. But have you had an
Preet Bharara:
evolution in your thinking about this? Because ...

George Conway:

Yes.

If he's always been this way, you've only been
Preet Bharara:
outspoken about it fairly recently.
Yeah, I can give you a rough [inaudible 00:09:12]
George Conway:
of the history of my thinking on this. First of all, I just assumed that ... I
assumed he was a jerk as a New Yorker and a consumer of New York
news, tabloid news.

Preet Bharara:

I see, I see, okay.

I assumed, yeah, he's a jerk. He can be a jerk. And
George Conway:
there was actually a point during the primaries where I resolved I could
never support him. And that was when he said whatever he said about
Heidi Cruz, I just found that so deeply offensive.
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Right.

At some point, I relented when he was the last
George Conway:
person standing, and at that point he was all we had. As a conservative
Republican, he was all we had. And people said he was awful. He was
the worst thing in the world. It's hard to believe people saying all those
things about him. Nobody could be that bad. It turned out he was worse.
And I just thought, in terms of his ignorance of issues, I thought he'd
learn more over time. And in terms of his popping off in saying things
that were inappropriate, it would get better over time, and you'd wince
every so often at something he'd do or say, but it would be manageable.

Preet Bharara:

And you would get your tax break.

George Conway:

And the judges and whatnot, right?

Preet Bharara:

Right.

George Conway:
And when he became President, I thought he's a
man with a big ego, and he'd be in awe of the office, and he'd
understand that if he wanted to earn his place in history, he had to
consider the office and consider the importance of upholding the values
of the country. And he'd understand that there's something greater than
him.

Preet Bharara:

You thought he'd grow into it

George Conway:

Correct.
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was the most idealized version of what the future might hold.
Right, and he would start to be more presidential.
George Conway:
He'd start to be dignified. He'd learn the job, and he'd play the role. And it
never happened. And you scratch your head. Why? Why does he keep
doing this? It was a frustrating and aggravating thing to watch.
And one day, I came across an article from
George Conway:
Rolling Stone that had been published months before, and it was about
Donald Trump being a pathological narcissist. It was written by a writer
named Alex Morris who went through the diagnostic criteria for
narcissistic personality disorder, interviewed many experts, and she
basically lined up his behavior with those diagnostic criteria. And it was
a very compelling piece. And when I finished reading it, it was like a light
bulb went off.
And at that point, I started reading more and
George Conway:
more about it. I even bought a copy of the DSM, which is, I must say,
extremely expensive. It's like $125 for this manual. It's the Diagnostic
and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, and it's in its fifth edition. So
DSM is what they call it, and because it's the fifth edition, they call it the
DSM-5.
And with respect to narcissistic personality
Preet Bharara:
disorder, which you spend the most time on, there are how many
factors?

George Conway:
There are nine diagnostic principle diagnostic
criteria, and you have to satisfy seven of them for a diagnosis.
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nine for nine.

Preet Bharara:

Nine for nine.

The only argument that has ever been made that
George Conway:
Donald Trump does not flt the criteria for narcissistic personality
disorder has been made by a gentleman named Allen Frances who
participated in the drafting of the DSM-5's diagnostic criteria for
narcissistic personality disorder. And his argument is that, for all of
these personality disorders in this section of the DSM. in order to
separate minor issues from true mental disorders or mental illnesses,
there is a question of degree. And what the DSM says is that, in order
for something to qualify as a disorder, the person has to be impaired in
some manner, socially or occupationally or in some other major aspect
of their life or be in distress in some manner.

Preet Bharara:

Right.

George Conway:

He says ...

Preet Bharara:

Actually, Trump causes distress in other people.

Trump causes distress, and his narcissistic
George Conway:
behavior, Frances says, actually has helped him, and he's been richly
rewarded for it. So therefore he's neither impaired nor distressed.

George Conway:

And I think that's just factually wrong, particularly

with regard to impairment.
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but their performance can be limited or harmed by their reaction to
criticism.

Preet Bharara:

Right

So that's one point The other point is I don't
George Conway:
know how you can't say he hasn't been impaired in his job as President.
This guy should be at 55, 57, 60% in the polls. If he had shut his mouth
and somebody had taken his phone and thrown it into the Potomac two
years ago or three years ago, he'd be at 57% in the polls.

Preet Bharara:

Right, but if you had taken away his phone and

taken away his Twitter and taken away his shamelessness and all these
other things that you rightly decry, would he have beat 15 other people
in the primary? Isn't it the case? There's an argument that, whatever you
want to call his personality, it is that force that allowed him to beat Jeb
Bush and Marco Rubio.

George Conway:
Well, there were a lot of other factors involved.
There was "The Apprentice," which created this false image of him.
There were the rules that the Republicans put into place after 2012 that
created a bias in favor of the front-runner so that, within weeks of the
primaries starting, you get into winner-take-all territory.
Preet Bharara:

Right

George Conway:
And he had this name recognition. He was
running against 15 other people or 16 other people, and it was an era, it
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second?

George Conway:

Yeah.

Because you tell the story about "The Apprentice"
Preet Bharara:
that I'm not sure everyone knows, and that is that, on occasion, on a
whim, Donald Trump would famously fire somebody, but that it made no
sense given what had happened in the show.
There's a terrific article. The anecdote comes
George Conway:
from a terrific article in the New Yorker, which wasn't really about
Donald Trump so much. It was actually a profile of Mark Burnett, who
was the producer and creator of 'The Apprentice." The author tells the
story in that article about how Trump basically was never prepared for
the show, and he basically frequently didn't know what was going, on
and he just arbitrarily fired people on whims. Frequently, they were the
best. Sometimes they were the best candidates.

George Conway:
And this would cause a great deal of trouble for
the writers and editors and the staff of "The Apprentice" because it just
didn't make sense. The storyline didn't make sense. This guy was clearly
the best one, and he gets canned.
Preet Bharara:

Yeah, I know the feeling.

George Conway:
your biases.

Right. Oh, yeah, okay. At least you're disclosing
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with a comment from one of the editors on "The Apprentice" saying, "I
find it strangely satisfying that;' I'm paraphrasing, "that is what they
seem to be doing now at the White House:·

Preet Bharara:

Yeah, you're creating an alternative reality.

George Conway:
Well, you're basically trying to ... he does these
things. You don't want him to do them, and then you have to go back
and try to make sense of them.

Preet Bharara:

I kept expecting you to say something about the

following personality trait of the President. I remember reading an
article about this once. The President clearly has a sense of humor in
the sense that he tells jokes.

George Conway:

He's funny.

Preet Bharara:

He makes people laugh.

George Conway:

Actually, it's one ...

Preet Bharara:

It's a scale. It's a strength he has.

George Conway:

Right.

Preet Bharara:

But he does not himself ever laugh.

George Conway:

I know.
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single time that he's funny, he's intentionally funny. But, yes, he is
intentionally funny sometimes. He has the ability to charm. There's no
question. He has the ability to flatter and charm.

Preet Bharara:

Just ask the dictators of the world.

Oh, absolutely. Well, and that's how he ... If he
George Conway:
thinks you're useful to him, and if you've been complimentary to him, he
thinks you're on his side, he can be very, very flattering. And it's helped
him in his political career.
So this is the question l have when I read your
Preet Bharara:
article and when I see your tweets about personality disorder, and the
question is, if his behavior and conduct is a result of a disorder, can we
then not judge him?

George Conway:

No, because ...

Because we're not talking about character. What
Preet Bharara:
about his character gets excused by this analysis?
There's no excuse for it. This is not like an
George Conway:
insanity defense. This does not excuse moral failings. This would not be
a defense to a criminal act, for example. These personality traits and
defects actually do coincide with moral defects. There's no question
about it.

George Conway:
In fact, one of the descriptive terms in the
psychological literature for narcissistic sociopaths such as Trump,
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explains these tyrants like Hitler. What is it about their personality traits
that is common?
The point is that, if there was a psychological
George Conway:
designation for evil, it would be malignant narcissism. It coincides with
moral failings. So there's nothing, in any of these psychological terms,
even if you had a full-out actual diagnosis of the parallels, what I wrote
in the article, that would not excuse his moral failings. Not at all. Not for
a moment.
So you're a conservative, you remain a
Preet Bharara:
conservative, and yet you speak out. And you said the following recently,
in the last few days, I think on the great platform of Twitter.

George Conway:

Where else?

You said, "I just don't get it Why not just do the
Preet Bharara:
right thing? Worst thing that could happen to you is that you have to get
a real job, but you'd always be able to say you did the right thing."
Yeah, it's one of the mysteries to me about this
George Conway:
era. Now, I get there are people who are not in a position to say or do
anything there because they're junior ...
PART 1 OF 3 ENDS [00:22:04]
... to say or do anything there because they're
George Conway:
financial position of comfort. They're vulnerable
a
in
not
they're
junior or
in some fashion. But there are people whose livelihoods don't depend
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uncomfortably in their seats when they're faced with the things that
Donald Trump says and does.

George Conway:

I think the most recent example is, I don't know if

you saw this or your listeners saw it, but there was this video that made
the rounds a few days ago of Senator Joni Ernst, a veteran, who was
sitting uncomfortably at a town hall in her home state and being raked
over the coals by a Republican voter who's saying, "What are you doing?
This guy is selling out the country, in essence." And she's shifting
uncomfortably, and basically her answer was, 'Well, we're trying to do
the best we can in the Senate to do things for the country. I can say
stuff about the president, but he's just going to do what he's going to
do."

George Conway:
And, and for the life of me, I think that all these
politicians, I can't see why they're doing it, but they're trying to figure out
what's the safest course? If I go out and criticize him, some people will
attack me, if I don't, some people are attacking me. They're trying to
chart some kind of a middle ground and they're trying to squeeze by and
instead of making [crosstalk 00:23:49] politicalPreet Bharara:

I hope it's over.

George Conway:
tomorrow.

Hope it's over. Like maybe he'll just disappear

Preet Bharara:

Get it to be over.
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George Conway:
But that said, even if you don't believe in that, it's
clear that they're not sure which way to go. If you're not sure which way
to go, why not just do the right thing?
Preet Bharara:

Is your advice to people in his inner circle to quit?

George Conway:
If you can't have a positive effect on him and I
don't think anybody can, yeah. The only people I think who should ... who
may have to stay, would be people in the national security area, who can
at least have some moderating or blunting effect. And particularly the
lawyers. From what accounts have been appearing in the press, it looks
like that when officials became alarmed at what Trump had done on the
July 25th call with Zelensky, they became alarmed that Trump had
committed a crime. And in fact, it appears that the CIA general counsel
may have issued a criminal referral.
There was a story yesterday, I think it might've
George Conway:
been in the times or the post, that a senior official who heard that call,
according to the whistleblower, viewed the call as criminal. That's why
they went and consulted the lawyers. What do the lawyers do? The
lawyers tried to protect Trump.

Preet Bharara:

Enable further.

George Conway:
Right. These are people who work for the United
States of America. They don't work for Donald Trump. And then
yesterday's letter, the White House letter Cipollone's letter last night,
was a disgrace. It was an absolute disgrace.
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Preet Bharara:
Going back to what you said a second ago about
people around the president, how they should leave, at the risk of
getting into a delicate area ...
George Conway:

Not going there. But I think my position is clear.

Preet Bharara:
Let's talk about impeachment, past and present.
So this article you've written, the analysis you've done, what is the
relevance of that directly to the impeachment inquiry that's unfolding?
Because it seems to me that's all about legal issues and factual
matters. Is it your view that the house members should be taking into
account the personality disorder?
Yeah, I do think that. And I think when you're
George Conway:
considering whether or not to impeach and remove a President of the
United States, I think it's fairly clear, and a lot has been written on this,
that you have to look at the number and significance of the
impeachable acts. You don't want to impeach somebody for one
isolated incident that wasn't so bad. I think particularly when you've got
an election coming up, and there's a bit of judgment involved in
weighing the seriousness of what I call a breach of fiduciary duty that
amounts to a high crime and misdemeanor. Part of that is looking to
patterns of behavior. And in the case of Trump, there is a pattern of
behavior. He does tend to use his office for personal gain in many
respects.
I mean, you can point to his threats to Amazon
George Conway:
and you can point to his parent determination to have the next G7
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individually would amount to an impeachable offense, but they do fit a
pattern. The reason why they fit a pattern is because that's who he is,
and the reason why that's who he is is because of these personality
disorders.

Preet Bharara:

But do you think they should call doctors? Do you

think they should call psychologists?

George Conway:
I do think so, because I think that it's sort of like
the reverse of a criminal trial where you have an insanity defense,
where the defense can put on experts to say that the defendant wasn't
culpable because he lacked the ability to understand the significance of
his actions. Here, I think, in making the case that these impeachable
acts such as Ukraine are symptomatic of a fundamental problem that
he simply is not capable of carrying out his duties, I think it's worth
putting on this evidence of his personality disorders.
I think it would help explain to the public the
George Conway:
nature of the problem, which is the president is supposed to act on
behalf of the nation and is supposed to subordinate his personal
interests to those of the nation. That is the duty that he assumes when
he raises his right hand and says he is ... he swears that he's going to
faithfully execute the Office of the President, and that's what he is
required to do under Article II of the Constitution, which requires him to
faithfully execute the Constitution and laws of the United States. And
faithfully execute is a term of art under the law, which requires him to
execute the law without fear or favor and follow the law and to exercise
the power of his office in the nation's best interest and not for his own
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little less political and less partisan? Because it's not about policy
[crosstalk 00:30:00] ideology?

George Conway:
Yeah, that's exactly right and that's ... You asked
me why I wrote this Atlantic piece and that's one of the reasons. It's not
about politics. It's not about judges or tax cuts or whether you're for or
against the Affordable Care Act. It's about none of that. This is about
fundamental, the basics of what a President of the United States is
supposed to do, whether he's from the right or the left or she is from the
right or the left. There are obligations that the president has to obey the
law and to enforce the law and to act according to law and to act in the
nation's best interest. We may differ in how we see those interests. A
President Warren or a President Obama may differ from a President
Trump or a President Pence or whoever, as to what's in the best interest
of the nation, but we know that it's not supposed to be your personal
interest. It has to be good faith involved and Trump is the paragon of
bad faith.
Preet Bharara:
I want to get into the current impeachment
strategy legality, and one reason I think you can speak to this issue is
that you're not a stranger to the phenomenon of impeachment. And
maybe not everyone knows this, but you once upon a time, back in the
90s, represented I believe for a time secretly ...
George Conway:

Well, I didn't [crosstalk 00:31 :20].

Preet Bharara:

Paula Jones.

George Conway:

But I did provide ...
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For the young folks, Paula Jones was who?

George Conway:
Paula Jones was a Arkansas state worker, a
clerical worker, and apparently, according to the allegations of the
complaint, which was confirmed by ... admitted by Clinton's codefendant in the case, Clinton saw Ms. Jones and then told his state
trooper, Danny Ferguson, who was also a defendant, to bring Paula
Jones up to his hotel suite at the Excelsior hotel. Paula Jones walks in
and according to Jones, there was some small talk and then Clinton
dropped his pants, exposing himself to her and essentially proposing
that she perform a sexual act on him. Three years later, Jones brought
a sexual harassment suit.
Preet Bharara:
of usual practice.

You're a corporate litigator, this is not your area

George Conway:

No, it's not. How did I get involved?

Preet Bharara:

Yeah, and why?

George Conway:

Okay, here's what happened.

Preet Bharara:

What was going on?

George Conway:
Well, the thing that got me involved was I opened
up my New York Times one morning, I guess it must've been in May '94,
and the Clinton ... The White House had floated some kind of a trial
balloon and the trial balloon was that Clinton was thinking of invoking
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right now.
Very contorted. I just went, 'That can't be right."
George Conway:
And so I did a few minutes, not that much research, and I came up with
the leading authority on presidential immunity, which was a Supreme
Court case called Nixon against Fitzgerald. Basically, the rule of law as
expressed by the Supreme Court is that yes, presidents do have
immunity from civil litigation and liability, absolute immunity, but that
that immunity only extends to the quote unquote "outer perimeter" of
their official responsibilities. I was sufficiently offended by the
suggestion of the immunity that I wrote ... The first time I ever wrote an
op-ed piece.

Preet Bharara:

Back in 1994.

George Conway:
Times took it.

It was 1994 and I wrote an op-ed piece. The LA

Preet Bharara:

Ultimately, you prevailed on this legal principle.

George Conway:

Right

Which has also paved the way for some of the
Preet Bharara:
lawsuits [crosstalk 00:34:17].
Oh, by the way, [crosstalk 00:34:17]. The title that
George Conway:
they put on the piece in the LA Times was No Man in This Country is
Above the Law.
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And has paved the way for some of these
Preet Bharara:
lawsuits continuing with respect to Donald Trump.

George Conway:

Yes.

Now, with respect to impeachment of Bill Clinton,
Preet Bharara:
because ultimately he ended up telling a lie under oath, with respect his
relationship with Monica Lewinsky. You supported impeachment at that
time?

George Conway:

I did.

Preet Bharara:

Do you still?

I think I have a much more sophisticated or
George Conway:
nuanced view of impeachment now. I mean, my view then was if you
commit a crime, it's clearly an impeachable act, and particularly one
involving the enforcement of the law. and he committed perjury and
obstruction, I think. That to me was automatic. Today, I think it's a much
closer case than I thought it was then because there's some judgment,
as I mentioned earlier, about what it is that Congress should exercise its
judgment to impeach and remove a president or any federal officer, but
especially the president because of the ramifications of removing the
President of the United States. They have to exercise judgment as to
whether it's something that's not just a one off, I think.

George Conway:
You have to judge the seriousness of the offense
with, "Is this something that's going to recur?" I think the strong case,
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defenses I think in retrospect were the strongest. I'm much more
persuadable today that that was something that Congress could ... that
Congress may have reached the right judgment.
Right. So there are two differences, it seems to
Preet Bharara:
me, based on what you just said.

George Conway:

Right.

Between then and now. One is Donald Trump
Preet Bharara:
looks like he's a recidivist. In fact, this whole current scandal ...

George Conway:

Correct.

... arose one day after Bob Mueller testified. I still
Preet Bharara:
can't get over that. He testified July 24th, July 25th he makes this call,
which means he has learned nothing.
George Conway:

Correct.

Preet Bharara:

Right?

George Conway:
anything to him.

He's incapable of learning, it doesn't mean

Preet Bharara:
certain.

So recurrence is not only likely, but almost

George Conway:

Certainly. Correct.
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You know, back then, and I don't have a perfect

recollection, and I was relatively young, lots and lots of Democrats ...

George Conway:

How old were you then? I'm afraid to ask this

question.

Preet Bharara:

I was 30. I was 30.

George Conway:

Oh, okay. [crosstalk 00:37:21}

Preet Bharara:

You look younger than I am, but I [crosstalk

00:37:23].

George Conway:

I was worried you going to say 16, and I was

going to put my head on this table and you would hear a big clunk.

Preet Bharara:

No, no, no. Look at these lines on my face, as

Brandi Carlile would say. But the other difference is a lot of Democrats
said, "Look, this conduct was bad, he should not have lied. This was not
good." And they decried it, but said it doesn't rise to the level of an
impeachable offense. And here, I think there would be more support for
Trump and for Republicans if they said, "Look;' more of them said, "This
conduct, this phone call, this is all terrible, but I don't think it rises to the
level of impeachment;' which is something that Tucker Carlson I think,
recently said. That's sort of interesting.

George Conway:

Yeah. And I think their tendency is to overreach

and I think you and I as litigators understand that the more ridiculous
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... in order to be persuasive because you have to

preserve your credibility. And this White House is absolutely incapable
of doing that.

Preet Bharara:

I mean, they keep saying-

George Conway:

Because he's incapable of doing that.

Preet Bharara:

The power of concession is gigantic.

George Conway:

Oh, gosh.

Preet Bharara:

And you don't have to say it was a beautiful and

perfect call.

George Conway:

No.

Preet Bharara:

You don't have to say that everything the

whistleblower said is wrong.

George Conway:

Take the sting out of it.

Preet Bharara:

Yeah, it's all there.

George Conway:

You guys, as a prosecutor, your people did that all

the time.

Preet Bharara:

[crosstalk 00:38:41]
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Yeah. Right. Because you want it to come from

you.

George Conway:

[crosstalk 00:38:56} and see, we're being

forthright about it And this guy is never forthright about it

Preet Bharara:

I don't understand this on a strategic level, forget

about moral and character-

George Conway:

Because Trump's, his theory is never to give

ground on anything and he never shows remorse for anything.

Preet Bharara:

ls that part of his personality disorder or is that

just, he's a tactical genius?

George Conway:

It's part of his personality disorder, and it relates

to both his narcissism and his sociopathy. As a narcissist, he completely
lacks empathy. He can't see the world the way other people see it. It's
not just, "I feel your pain," kind of empathy, but it's also he can't put
himself in the position of how other people see him or see the world.
Then there's the complete lack of remorse. He's not capable of remorse
in any way. You don't see him apologize or feel guilty about anything.
The only time you ever saw him apologize was for the Billy Bush tape.

Preet Bharara:

The Access Hollywood, right.

George Conway:

Right. And that was within weeks, he was telling

people, according to Maggie Haberman of the New York Times, he was
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senators that the thing was doctored, which is just completely insane.

Preet Bharara:

So the polls have been shifting a little bit.

George Conway:

Right. A lot, actually.

Preet Bharara:
What is the significance and what weight should
be put on public sentiment in connection with impeachment?
George Conway:
Well, I think it's ... it is very significant and I think a
bunch of different things are going on here. One is obviously there's
movement because I think some people are following Nancy Pelosi's
lead, but I also think people are influenced by the brazenness of the
conduct that they see, that he engaged in with respect to Zelensky. l
also think the bizarreness and the extremeness of his response has
triggered a reaction, particularly with those press conferences, with the
Finnish prime minister or president or whatever.
Preet Bharara:

I always feel bad for those guys.

George Conway:
It's just incredible. I mean, I guess ... I hope they
get a warning before they go in there. And then finally I think, and I don't
think ... I think you can't underestimate this, there's an exhaustion factor
that's starting to set in among the marginal Trump supporters, I think.
That like, "When is this going to end? What is it with this guy? He
continually does this. It's just, I can't take it anymore. It's like the
volume's up at 11 all the time." He keeps digging himself ... It's not the
fake news. He did this to himself. He does it to himself. He's his own
worst enemy.
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George Conway:
And I think that the other thing to understand
about it, too is, I mean, first of all, you have the independent voters,
some of whom I think are probably former Republicans, he needed in
2016, remember, he ... I mean, the two most important numbers in
American politics today are 20, which is the number of Republican
senators it would take to remove him from office, and the other number
is 77,744, which is the aggregate number of votes by which he won
Pennsylvania, Michigan, and Wisconsin.
Preet Bharara:
conviction ...

If there was a secret ballot in the Senate on

George Conway:

Absolutely.

Preet Bharara:

... how many Senate votes would then be

Republicans.

George Conway:
I think they ... [inaudible 00:42:33] push a button
secretly and just sort of like, it would be a trap door and he'd just fall in
and you wouldn't hear from again, absolutely.
Preet Bharara:

How many?

George Conway:
good vote counter.

I don't know, but probably 20 at least. I'm not a

Preet Bharara:

You're not a whip?
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George Conway:
Who knows? He's so inscrutable, but he can't, like
this stuff. It makes his life miserable.
Preet Bharara:
Do you think Nancy Pelosi should have a full vote
in the House on formally proceeding with an impeachment inquiry?
Because people are making a lot of noise about that.
George Conway:
Well, I mean, I think as a legal and constitutional
matter, it's completely irrelevant and meaningless. I mean, this letter,
which goes back to the Cipollone letter yesterday, I mean, the absurdity
of the letter.
Preet Bharara:

Let's go back to that, because you had strong

feelings about it.

George Conway:

I mean, what [crosstalk 00:43:25]-

Preet Bharara:

It's nine pages.

George Conway:

It's just garbage.

Preet Bharara:

It's one of the worst letters I've seen from the

White House counsel's office, and they write very well and they make
good legal arguments when they [crosstalk 00:43:33].

George Conway:
This was trash. I mean, this was trash. I mean,
basically the thrust of it is that there are some kind of constitutional
obligations that the House has failed to meet that therefore render its
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PART 2 OF 3 ENDS [00:44:04]

George Conway:

... the power of impeachment in the House, and
the House gets to decide how to go about doing that. All the House has

to do at the end of the day is, by majority vote, vote out a bill of
impeachment, which is essentially an indictment. Because it's just
essentially an indictment, they don't have to conduct hearings at all.
They don't have to hear witnesses at all, and they don't have to give
anybody the right to cross-examine those witnesses. It's garbage.

Preet Bharara:

Right, but it's prudential. Prudentially to bring the

country along.

George Conway:
Right. Prudentially, I mean, it wouldn't be wise for
them not to conduct hearings, but they are under no obligation to allow
the president to participate, and there are Republican members of
these committees who can ask questions if they do have witnesses,
and there's no question that those Republican members are going to be
carrying the president's water. It's just an excuse to prevent evidence,
damning evidence, from reaching the public.

Preet Bharara:
How is that going to play out? They basically said,
"We're not going to cooperate," and the House side will reach adverse
inferences on various things.
George Conway:

Right. My long-time law partner, Bernie
Nussbaum, one of his proudest accomplishments was writing the
article in the Nixon impeachment resolutions that were voted out of the
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was triggered by, apparently, the fact that these texts that came out
were so damning.

Preet Bharara:

Between and among these diplomats.

George Conway:

Correct, these diplomats.

Preet Bharara:

Who were involved with Ukraine.

George Conway:

Right.

Preet Bharara:
Were you shocked that the President of the
United States, the White House put out the readout of the call between
him and Ukrainian President Zelensky and the whistleblower complaint
so quickly?
George Conway:

Yes and no. Yes, in the sense that I'm amazed

that they clearly did not realize or he didn't realize how incriminating it
was.

Preet Bharara:

Is that part of the personality disorder?

George Conway:
It may be. It may also be that people around him
realize that it was a political non-starter, and this is speculation, it's not
based upon any knowledge, to withhold the memo, and they made the
argument to him that, "Don't worry, boss." Maybe they misled him or
maybe they sugarcoated it for him. I just don't know.
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wrong. He thinks in terms of me. No, seriously. That's how he thinks.
Now, in the sense of applying the McNaughton rule or whatever
standard of insanity defense, he's capable of understanding the
difference between right and wrong, which means he's culpable, but ...

Preet Bharara:

And he can be held accountable.

George Conway:

And he can be held accountable for his

misconduct, but right and wrong, concepts of justice, when you hear him
reading things about freedom and democracy and justice off a
teleprompter, the affect is typically flat.

Preet Bharara:

There's a reason for that.

George Conway:

There's a reason for that. Those words mean

absolutely ... He can't articulate those things if you took it away from
him, if he's not reading them. They don't mean anything to him.

Preet Bharara:

At this point, what should the articles of
impeachment be? Do you think they should focus only on Ukraine so
far?

George Conway:

That's a tough question. I think Ukraine has to be
front and center. I personally think that the obstruction of the Mueller
investigation should be there.

Preet Bharara:

Is that additive, or does that dilute?
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investigation to find out what the Russians did to us, how they
interfered with our electoral process. There is no dispute that they did a
lot of stuff, and all he wanted to do was to stop that investigation,
because he found it personally embarrassing because he didn't want
people to think that his losing by 3 million votes wasn't a great victory.

Preet Bharara:

Right. The other reason maybe you want to have

it in there is it tells the story.

George Conway:

It tells the story, and frankly ...

Preet Bharara:

He did all that. I mean, look, the reason people

are so up in arms now, and I think you've said this, is because of all that
went before. If nothing had happened before and we found out about
Ukraine, people wouldn't be as fed up as they are.

George Conway:

That's right. It also combats the notion ... I mean,

Ukraine wasn't just a phone call, but even if it were just a phone call, it
wouldn't be just a phone call because of all the other stuff he's done,
including the obstruction of the Mueller investigation, which is just
remarkable. Not only did he try to figure out ways to stop the
investigation, illegitimate ways. He was using a cutout like Corey
Lewandowski, right? There's no difference fundamentally between that
and Nixon trying to use a lie to shut down the FBI by saying, "Oh, there's
a national security issue." He's using bogus methods, and bogus means
it wasn't in good faith. Then he tries to get McGahn to tell Rosenstein to
shut it down on the basis of a bogus conflict, and McGahn basically
packs up his office and says, 'Tm ready to quit." Then Trump relents, but
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George Conway:

Who was saved by all these people.

Preet Bharara:

... who are not otherwise Boy Scouts.

George Conway:
Then it gets worse. The story comes out in The
New York Times, and Trump goes to McGahn and says, "I want you to
write a memo to the file saying it didn't happen." That's asking
somebody to create a false document, a false government record.
That's obstruction of justice. It's obstruction of justice about obstruction
of justice. It's meta obstruction. It's unbelievable. [crosstalk
00:00:50:37}.
Preet Bharara:

Should there be an article on meta obstruction?

Only Donald Trump could commit meta
George Conway:
obstruction. It's like if anybody else had done this, they'd be indicted.
Right? But the OLC says you can't. So just to
Preet Bharara:
summarize, George Conway to the committee: "Call psychologists, add
the Mueller stuff." Third question, how fast should all this go?

George Conway:
As fast as reasonably possible. I think they need
to do it in the next several weeks. I don't think ... Now, the problem is the
White House is clearly engaging in obstructionist tactics, not allowing
these diplomats to testify, including and especially Taylor. Taylor's story
would be fascinating to hear it. That's [crosstalk 00:07:28}.
Preet Bharara:

Taylor, the interim ambassador to Ukraine?
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George Conway:

Exactly.

Preet Bharara:

He knew what he was doing.

George Conway:

He knew what he was doing, and then Sondheim

had to go back to ... What's his name? Sondheim, yeah. He had to go
back and talk to Trump to figure out how to respond to that. "Oh, there
is no quid .. :· And by that time the whistleblower had surfaced. They
knew they were in crosshairs already, right?

Preet Bharara:

Should the articles make it a point to set forth

the quid pro quo, or is that not?

George Conway:
I don't think a quid pro quo is necessary to
establish an impeachable offense. I think the quid pro quo is pretty
much apparent, at least by circumstantially.
Preet Bharara:

So put it in.

I'd put it in, but I think you want to make clear
George Conway:
that it's not essential. I mean, merely raising Biden in the attempt to
pressure a foreign government into investigating a conspiracy theory
against Joe Biden and Hunter Biden is, in and of itself, impeachable.
And, conditioning, which is pretty clear, conditioning a White House
meeting on that, and then the evidence of the quid pro quo for the
money. I mean, you have Taylor's texts, and you actually have Senator
Johnson saying that there was an admission made to him, I believe.
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Preet Bharara:

Virtually guarantees it.

George Conway:

Virtually guarantees it.

Preet Bharara:

What grade would you give to Adam Schiff in his

performance so far?

George Conway:

I don't want to lend credence to ... I think he's

doing fine. I don't want to lend credence to this notion that he ... I don't
know that I would have done the dramatization that he did. It wasn't
meant to be deceptive in any way.

Preet Bharara:

He had a disclaimer, but ...

George Conway:

He had a disclaimer.

Preet Bharara:

It was not a good move.

George Conway:

I just think when you've got the facts on your
side, there's no need to dramatize them, so I think that's more of a
lesson learned kind of thing.

Preet Bharara:

You don't think it was treason?

George Conway:

No, I don't think it was treason. It's easy to be

critical.
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you've given advice to Donald Trump.

Preet Bharara:

Oh, jeez. Oh no.

George Conway:

I've waited an entire hour to ask you this

question.

Preet Bharara:

You've worn me down.

George Conway:

Giving advice to him is a futile task.

Well, I guess that's true, but there was an article
in The Washington Post back in March ...

Preet Bharara:

George Conway:

Fake news.

Preet Bharara:

... that says the following: 'Trump quizzed

Conway ..." This is on an airplane flight.

George Conway:

Oh.

Preet Bharara:

You were on a plane. You didn't think I was going

to ask you this?

George Conway:

Oh, yeah.

Preet Bharara:

Ladies and gentlemen, you're going to hear it

now.
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It was at night

Preet Bharara:
He called me two days before the inauguration,
and I spoke to him and he made nice. But The Washington Post claims
that on a flight, I guess that evening, 'Trump quizzed Conway about
whether he should fire Preet Bharara, then the U.S. Attorney in
Manhattan. Conway said, 'I said in general it's better to have your people
in terms of important positions."
George Conway:

Yeah, that's essential.

Preet Bharara:

"'And others, and he said ..."

George Conway:

No offense, Preet.

Preet Bharara:

So did you get me fired, man?

George Conway:
I didn't mean to. The question was, it took me a
little off guard. I didn't know why he was asking the question, and I still
don't know why he was asking me the question.
Preet Bharara:

But he asked specifically about me.

George Conway:
He asked specifically about you, and it came out
of the blue. It was on his Trump 757, which we flew from LaGuardia to
DCA.
Preet Bharara:

The best plane.

https:/lcafe.com'stay.tuned-transcript-diagnosirg-trun-.,.wth-george-ww,/

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

855
12!20/2019

Stay Tuned Transcript: Diagnosing TrUl'll)('Mth Ge<xgeCorwty) · CAFE

The perfect plane. We were sitting there, and it
George Conway:
was me and there was Hope Hicks and there was my wife and I and the
congressman. For some reason, that question just popped out. I didn't
know what he had in mind, so I kind of gave a responsive of nonresponse. It's like, "Yeah, if you want to have your own person in there, I
guess that makes sense." Essentially, that's what that was meant to
convey. The language I used was pretty much what I just said to The
Post.

Preet Bharara:

Did anyone else chime in?

George Conway:
No, but I didn't attach any nefarious significance
to it at that time, and I still don't, I just don't know what he was thinking
at that time.

Preet Bharara:

So we've spent a lot of time talking about-

George Conway:

But I don't think I got your fire, Preet.

Preet Bharara:
Well, it would be fine because now we get to
have this relationship, which just means a lot to me, George. We spent
a lot of time talking about Trump's narcissistic personality disorder.
What personality disorder does Rudy Giuliani have?
George Conway:

I have no idea. I don't dare.

Preet Bharara:
your limit?

That's too much for you? That's where you reach
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know. But he's been wacky. Oh my gosh.

Preet Bharara:

Did you know Bill Barr, the attorney general,

personally?

George Conway:

No.

Preet Bharara:

What grade do you give him?

George Conway:

F.

Preet Bharara:

F? That's an easy F. You gave advice to Donald

Trump about what lawyers he should hire?

George Conway:

I was asked right after. I think it was the week

that Rod Rosenstein appointed Mueller, and it was the day that Trump
went off to Saudi Arabia. It was within a couple of hours of him leaving.
I basically got a call saying that the president wanted to talk to me
about lawyers and who he should hire, and I knew that he was
considering some people that I knew, in particular, a close friend of
mine. So I did the White House switchboard call, and it was the
president and about ten people in the room. It was crazy. There were so
many people. There was the vice president, there was the chief of staff,
Reince Priebus. Jared was in the room. There were a slew of other
peoples. He went through the whole thing, and he basically went
through a list of people and asked me my thoughts about each of them,
and I did the best I could to say what their merits were.

Preet Bharara:

Did he follow your advice?
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Do the job.

George Conway:

Would do the job, because he has this ... First of
all, everybody thinks he's nuts, and secondly, he doesn't pay his bills.
He's stiffed every law firm. Not every law firm company.

Preet Bharara:

Including bankers and contractors.

George Conway:

He's stiffed a lot of law firms in this town.

Preet Bharara:

Can we talk about 2020?

George Conway:

Yeah, 2020.

Preet Bharara:

Should Mitt Romney get in the race? Primary with

the president?

George Conway:

That would be a great thing. I don't think he's

going to do it. I've heard-

Preet Bharara:

Would you support him?

George Conway:

Yeah, sure. Absolutely.

Preet Bharara:

Do you support Joe Walsh getting in the race,

Congressman?

George Conway:

I support basically anybody who's in the race

who's going to take it to him and point out his unfitness.
htt!>':llcale.c,mstay-tt,,ed.transcript-clagnosing-tr~wth-george-coo,;;,/
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It's not really my cup of tea. I don't think I'd be good at it, and it's not
something I think I would do. I thought about it for a New York minute.

Preet Bharara:

Right. I ask about Joe Walsh only because I

wonder how far afield one has to go [crosstalk 00:59:14].

George Conway:

He's a great guitarist.

Preet Bharara:

He also said of the Sandy Hook parents, he's sick

and tired of them.

George Conway:

Yeah. I'm not going to defend things that he said

in the past, but I will say that he's right on target with regard to Donald
Trump today.

Preet Bharara:

Who do you think in the Republican Party is the

voice of reason?

George Conway:

I don't think there really is, and this is a sad thing.
I don't think there is a voice of moral clarity of any weight in the
Republican Party today, and I think that's just terribly sad.

Preet Bharara:

Are there people you're most disappointed in in

this regard?

George Conway:

I just think that the disappointment runs very

broadly. I think it's just amazing to me that there really isn't anyone. I
don't mean to be ... It's just disappointing to me that there isn't
somebody of some stature who's willing to just say "this man is unfit;'
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he just comes to pass. I mean, I understand early on you could say,
"Well, let's hope he gets better. Let's see if we can work with him," but
we've seen so much now. It's just-

Preet Bharara:
What about the generals who are now gone, like
Mattis and McMaster and Kelly? Do you hold any hope that they'll
speak?
George Conway:
No, I don't, because I think they would have by
now, and I think there's another ... I wish they would speak out. I guess
I'm a little less critical of them, because I think it's hard for them to lose.
There's an ethos there of not politicizing the military, and I think they
don't want to go out and be openly critical of a Commander-in-Chief,
especially when the Commander-in-Chief is Commander-in-Chief. I
think that's just ingrained in them.
Preet Bharara:
norms.

Right. It seems to be that there's a devotion to

George Conway:
But the thing is about this, but they're civilians
now is sort of my response to that. But I just think they're just not going
to do it.
Preet Bharara:

Yeah.

George Conway:

I wish they would. We saw that article in The

Atlantic two days ago where active duty general officers are, at least on
background, saying the man's unfit and he's a disaster.
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George Conway:

Yeah.

Preet Bharara:

On the democratic side, I don't know if you've

weighed in on the assortment of candidates available, and I don't know
if you talk about your future voting preferences. Are there Democrats
that you would vote for over Donald Trump?
Look, I've said previously that I will vote for any
have a significant personality disorder who has
not
candidate who does

George Conway:

a chance of beating Donald Trump.

Preet Bharara:

Including Elizabeth Warren?

George Conway:

Yeah. If she fits that bill, yes.

Preet Bharara:

Does she flt that bill?

George Conway:

I would assume so, yes.

Preet Bharara:

You haven't done the analysis?

I haven't done the analysis, but I will tell you this.
There is no way that I will ever cast a vote for Donald Trump. I'll stay

George Conway:

home. I'll write you in, Preet.

Preet Bharara:

Even though I wasn't born here? It could be one

way to make amends though.

George Conway:

Oh, well. Do you have a dog? I'll write in your dog.
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George Conway:

That's a hard question. I mean, I'd like to think

that any of them would. I hope that they, whoever it is, will, but I haven't
done the comparative thinking about it.

Preet Bharara:

If Donald Trump is impeached, in the rare

likelihood that he gets removed from office, do you think he actually will
leave?

George Conway:

I think he'll have no choice.

Preet Bharara:

You think so?

George Conway:

Right. Because I think that basically the rest of

the system will ... I mean, if there's a Senate judgment of conviction that
is signed sealed, and delivered.

Preet Bharara:

Some people have that worry.

George Conway:
I guess the Chief Justice would sign the
judgment, I guess. I don't know. It would have legal effect, and I think
everyone would obey that. I think that his actions would become null
and void as of that moment, and I think everybody would obey that
judgment. We're still a nation of laws, and I think people would obey that
judgment, yes. Even if he asserted that it was invalid, I don't think that
would carry any weight

Preet Bharara:

So one of the things you've done is you have

helped to create an organization called Checks and Balances.
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George Conway:

Right. On Thursday, it's our plan to issue a

statement in support of the impeachment inquiry and making a strong
statement about how the president's conduct with respect to Ukraine is
a violation of his solemn duties to the nation, and in support of holding
an impeachment vote on the House floor and a potential trial in the
Senate.

Preet Bharara:

George Conway, thank you for being on the show.

George Conway:

Thank you for having me, Preet. It was a

pleasure.

Preet Bharara:

Great.

George Conway:

It was fun.

PART 3 OF 3 ENDS [01:05:12]
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TAKE CARE
Ensuring the President "shall take Care that the Laws be faithfully
executed"

Risk-Risk Tradeoffs in Presidential Impeachment
David Pozen II 616118 II In-Depth Analysis

Take Care is pleased to host a sy.mposjum (lbJ.Q.g/to-end-a-presidency:) on To End A
Presidency: The Power of Impeachment (b.llps· //www amazon com/End-Presidency-Power!mpeachment/dp/1541644883)-a new book by Larry Tribe &Joshua Matz.

Laurence Tribe and Joshua Matz's To End a Presidency is not quite what it seems.
Initially billed as "a helpful how-to for impeaching the president," the book offers little
in the way of practical pointers. Described by its publisher as advancing "a bold
argument about [impeachment's] proper role today," the book for the most part
eschews confident claims in favor of highly qualified, ambivalent assessments.~
Written by prominent constitutional scholars, the book devotes greater attention to
issues of political sociology than to constitutional law proper. To End a Presidency is
neither a user's guide to the impeachment process nor a polemic against President
Trump nor a novel reinterpretation of the Constitution, but is instead something even
rarer: an exceptionally balanced, wise, and wide-ranging exploration of the dynamics
that shape presidential impeachment.
One theme that emerges is that, across many aspects of presidential impeachment,
the law allows for a great deal of play in the joints. The relevant constitutional clauses
are spare, and the key substantive phrase ("Treason, Bribery, or other high Crimes and
Misdemeanors") was deliberately left open-ended. The historical record of
presidential impeachment is thin and dismal; lived experience has largely failed to fill
in, or liquidate, what the text leaves open. Both chambers of Congress enjoy vast
discretion in how they run impeachment proceedings. The House enjoys complete
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discretion over whether to initiate them. Within broad legal limits, presidential
impeachment is a fluid and ad hoc affair-a game with high stakes and few rules.
Playing this sort of game well demands practical political judgment.
And yet, as Tribe and Matz emphasize, the strategic calculations that must inform
such judgment will often be enormously challenging. A second major theme of To
End a Presidency, and a subject on which the book is especially insightful, is that
presidential impeachment decisions are made under conditions of extreme
uncertainty and danger. On the one hand, efforts to impeach a wayward President run
the risk of inflaming her and her supporters, unleashing social conflict, undercutting
alternative accountability mechanisms, and normalizing what ought to be a tool of
last resort. On the other hand, the failure to pursue a justified impeachment, or the
failure to pursue it quickly or vigorously enough, runs the risk of legitimating
presidential abuses and enabling grave damage to the constitutional system. It is
perilous to impeach a demagogue, and it is perilous not to.
Presidential impeachment, in other words, involves risk-risk trodeoffs. There are
serious risks on all sides of the situation. While some of these risks might be
mitigated, and while all deserve to be identified and weighed, the basic dilemma is
inescapable.
Open-ended as it is, the constitutional structure of impeachment-in particular, the
two-stage decision procedure and the two-thirds requirement for Senate convictionaffects these tradeoffs. In some cases, for example, House leadership may feel all but
certain that the Senate will acquit an individual, given partisan pressures and the
supermajority voting rule in that body. Such cases present a very different risk profile,
both for the House and for the nation as a whole, from scenarios where there is a
reasonable chance of Senate conviction and removal from office.
When decisionmakers are confronted with risk-risk tradeoffs, policy theorists
generally urge that they assess the probability, magnitude, and reversibility of the full
range of potential adverse outcomes in search of "risk-superior" moves. But in the
context of presidential impeachment, Tribe and Matz suggest, such predictions are
not only empirically vexed but also normatively vexed-with any number of
incommensurable values on the line and, in many cases, with deep disagreement over
what constitutes an adverse outcome in the first place. Other theorists of risk
management have proposed that special government committees be tasked with
formulating responses to particular risk-risk tradeoffs. That proposal seems ill-suited
to the politically supercharged field of presidential impeachment. Still other theorists
defend the precautionary principle as the north star of risk regulation. While certain
versions of the precautionary principle that would presumptively prohibit risk-
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generating activities might be thought to counsel against impeachment, that way of
thinking is unhelpful when risks are going to be generated regardless of what is done,
as Cass Sunstein has observed in another context.
Add this all up, and the absence of a "bold" argument about impeachment's proper
role today turns out to be a virtue, not a vice, of To End a Presidency, as the
complexities and contingencies of the phenomenon are apt to overwhelm general
prescriptions. Tribe and Matz have provided an important service by illuminating the
nature of the risk-risk tradeoffs that may be involved in presidential impeachment.
When it comes to resolving such tradeoffs, however, analytical progress is going to
prove much more difficult. If and when Robert Mueller issues a damning report on
President Trump, let us hope that Trump's congressional opponents carefully and
conscientiously consider all the risks associated with impeaching and not impeaching
him-and that they do something politically savvy when the experts' understanding of
those risks runs out.

'' The book's concluding argument is not just ambivalent but gnomic, with shades of
Justice Kennedy. "Maybe impeachment should play a role in [the effort to save our
democracy]; maybe it will only make things worse," the authors reflect. "Either way,
reversing the rot in our political system will require creative and heroic efforts
throughout American life. And at the heart of those efforts will be the struggle to
transcend our deepest divisions in search of common purpose and mutual
understanding."

Tags:
Removal from Office
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~ i p t of David Frost's Interview with Richard Nixon
(btt~gamericanhistory...ruglJ.ib.rary/document/transcriR.k:Q.f.::
david-frosts-interview-with-richard-oixonl)

TEACIIING
AMERICAN
HISTORY

DOCUMENT:

Transcript of David Frost's Interview with Richard Nixon
Richard Nixon j 1977

Introduction
In 1977, former president Richard Nixon agreed to be intervlewed by British journalist David
Frost for recordings broadcast on television. The interview tapes went over twenty-eight hours,
and were produced as four television episodes, viewed by millions of people wortdwide. In this
selection, Nixon defends the Huston Plan, which included illegal efforts to monitor anti-war and
countercultural activists.
In doing so, Nixon offers a theory of executive prerogative that goes beyond that offered by

Jefferson and Lincoln (Letter to John B Colvin
.(hll~gamericanhistory.&rglilllcary/document/fetter-to:john-b-colvinO and .L.etmrJo
Albert G Hodges..Jbtt~garnericanhistory&gilibr.ary/document/letteH0:albe~hQdg~)). Unlike Jefferson, Nixon argues that the Constitution itself allows the president to
break the law. Unlike Lincoln, Nixon assumes that this power can be used even when the
Union is not at stake.

Source: Sir David Frost, Frost/Nixon: Behind the Scenes of the Nixon
Interviews (New York: Harper Perennial, 2007), 254-6, 266-71.

Frost: You called a meeting on June the fifth, 1970, about the Huston plan and eventually
approved it in July. It got your okay on July the fourteenth, didn't it? And in the Huston plan it
stated very clearly, with reference to the entry that was being proposed, it said very clearly,
use of this technique is clearly illegal, it amounts to burglary ... however, it is also one of the
most fruitful tools and it can produce the type of intelligence which cannot be obtained in any
other fashion. Why did you approve a plan that included an element like that ... that was

clear1y illegal?
Nixon: Because as president of the United States ... ah ... I had to make a decision, as has
faced most presidents, in fact, all of them, ah .. in which, ah ... the national security in terms
of a threat from abroad, ah , . and the security of the individual ... individual violence at home
had to be put first. f1l Ah ... I think Abraham Lincoln has stated it better than anybody else, as
he does in so many cases. When he said, aMust a government be too strong for the liberties of
its people? Or too weak to defend or maintain its own existence?"l2l That's the dilemma that
presidents have had to face, ah ... Roosevelt had to face it in World War IL Truman and
Eisenhower in the Cold War period. Kennedy and Johnson as Vietnam began to come in. And
Kennedy, of course, even before Vietnam began to escalate, had the beginning of the violent
racial disturbances . " ah ... which led to some activities in this category. Now let's first, let's
second understand what the surreptitious entry is limited to. You will note that a surreptitious
entry in cases involving national security and specifically mentions, ah ... two, ah ... groups of,
ah ... internal organizations who had no foreign connections as far as we know. Ah ... the
Weathermen and the Black Panthers)~!
Now, why we're we concerned? Let's look at the year, 1970. We had a situation where thirty~
five thousand people, ah ... had been victims of assaults. A number of them had been killed. It
was a year In which we had, ah ... sixteen airplane hijackings. There had been about eleven
the year before. Ah

but most significantly, it was a year in which there had been thirty

thousand bombings and fifty thousand . , .I mean, sorry, three thousands bombings, three
thousand bombings and fifty thousand bomb threats ... which caused, ah

the evacuation of

buildings. Ah ... it was a year of turbulence in American society. Ah ... "68 .,. '69 ... '70 ... the
residue of the terrible period of '68. Washing over into '69 and continued through '70 and then,
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thank God, began to go down in '71 and '72, when calm was restored to the campuses. The
cities did cease to be burned, and bombings did go down. And while we've argued about our
crime statistics, where at least in '72 there was a decrease rather than an increase. Alright,
now, now in 1970, in the middle of 1970, ah .. we were faced with a situation here, first,
where the intelligence agencies weren't working together. Ah ... there were CIA .. was not
speaking to the FBI .. the NSA, the National Security Agency, which of course does all of our

[c,yptographic} work. That's the highly sensitive, technical work, you know, to break codes and
that sort of thing ... had very little communication with the other two. Ah ... under the
circumstances I felt that we had to coordinate these activities and get a more effective
program for dealing with, first, foreign--directed, ah ... espionage, ah ... or foreign-supported,
ah ... subversion. And in addition with domestic groups that used and advocated violence ..
Frost So, what in a sense you're saying is that there are certain situations and the Huston
plan or that part of it was one of them where the president can decide that it's in the best
interest of the nation or something and do something illegal.
Nixon: Well, when the president does it ... that means that it is not illegatl4l
Frost: By definition Nixon: Exactly ., . exactly , . if the president ... if, for example, the president approves
something .. approves an action, ah ... because of the national security or in this case
because of a threat to internal peace and order of, ah ... ah , .. significant magnitude ... then
. the president's decision in that instance is one, ah ... that enables those who carry it out to
carry it out without violating a law. Otherwise they're in an impossible position.

Frost: So that the black-bag jobs that were authorized in the Huston plan .. if they'd gone
ahead, would have been made legal by your action?
Nixon: Well ... I think that we would

I think that we're splitting hairs here. Burglaries per se

are illegal. Let's begin with that proposition. Second, when a burglary, as you have described a
black-bag job, ah ... when a burglary, ah ... is one that is undertaken because of an expressed
policy decided by the president, ah ... in the interests of the national security ... or in the
interests of domestic tranquility ... ah .. when those interests are very, very high .. and when
the device will be used in a very limited and cautious manner and responsible manner ...
when it is undertaken, then, then that means that what would otherwise be technically illegal
does not subject those who engage in such activity to criminal prosecution. That's the way

I

would put it. Now, that isn't trying to split hairs .. but I do not mean to suggest the president is
above the law ... what I am suggesting, however, what we have to understand, is, in wartime
particular1y, war abroad, and virtually revolution in certain concentrated areas at home, that a
president does have under the Constitution extraordinary powers and must exert them with ..
as little as possible,

Study Questions
A. Does it matter whether the Huston Plan was designed to counteract foreign espionage or
domestic opposition? Could Nixon have sought approval from Congress for this operation?

8. Nixon's assertion of executive prerogative clearly goes beyond that of Thomas Jefferson (in
his letter to

John Colvin (htt~gamericanhistory...rugl.lib.ra[yfdocument/letter-to-j9.bn:tt:

!.ll!YinL)) and Abraham Lincoln (in his ~ g ~ g =
(hn~gamericanhistory..mglll.br.ary/docu ment/messag~g~Reciai::
~ ) or his letter to Albert Hodges.
(bil~gamericanhistory...Qfglti.brfilY/document/lett er-to-albert-hodge.fil)). But the more
interesting question is whether Lincoln and Jefferson's arguments necessarily lead to
something like Nixon's claim. Is there a way to make their arguments without leading to what
Nixon says? Or, does either Jefferson or Lincoln offer the safer path for constitutional
government?

Footnotes

1. Frost indicates the pauses characteristic of Nixon's spfil!king..s..tyJeJ:w means of em~
~ . in this document excerp!, we indicate omitted text by means of footnotes
2. Nimn.P.aCaPhrases a sentence from Lincoln's S~g~g™-M.Jyjy-4,

1Jlfil_{Document 16).
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3. The Black Panther Party was founded in Oakland. California in 1966,Joillally-1Q..mQoltQI
police treatment of black citizens: k.m:m1.~poused a Marxist black nationalist ideology
and became involved in violent conflicts with police The Weathermen, also known as the
Weather Underg!:9Y.!1Q. formed in 1969 as a militant faction of the campus~based socialist
mganization Students for a Democratic Sodety~g themselves as leaders of a
~ movement that would P-Ut an end to US "inmeria!lsm.:Jll1y_fillgagfilLln
domestic terrorism
4. ~ point in Frost's published transcrtpt of the interview,..b.e.J.ojects an editorial comment.
which we omit
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Rudy Giuliani Is in Europe 'Interviewing' Ukrainians Tied to
Trump Impeachment Hearings: Report
,, , thedailybeast.com/rudy-giuliani-is-in-europe-to-interview-yuriy-lutsenko-ukrainians-tied-to-trump-impeachment-probeUpdated Dec. 04, 2019 6:39PM ET

While all eyes are on the House Judiciary Committee's hearings in Washington about possibly
impeaching his personal client, Rudy Giuliani is in Europe meeting with former Ukrainian prosecutors
who are key figures in the impeachment inquiry against President Trump. The New York Times
reports Trump's personal lawyer went to Budapest on Tuesday to interview former Ukrainian
prosecutor Yuriy Lutsenko-who is also a key figure in the impeachment inquiry-for a series on the
right-wing One America News TV channel. On Wednesday, Giuliani reportedly went to Kyiv to meet
with former Ukrainian prosecutors Viktor Shakin and Kostiantyn Kulyk, who have promoted baseless
claims of corruption about Joe Biden and his son Hunter. Those disputed claims were the foundation
of Trump's push to get the new Ukrainian government to open an investigation into the Bidenswhich led to the current impeachment proceeding in the House. Both trips, according to the Times,
were made to help prepare episodes for a documentary series to debunk the impeachment
proceedings for the outlet.
Read it at The New York Times
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Rudy's New Ukraine Jaunt Is Freaking Out Trump's Lieutenants
-and He Doesn't Care
thedailybeast.comlrudy-giuliani-new-ukraine-jaunt-is-freaking-ouHrump-lieutenants-and-he-doesnt-care
Updated Dec. 06, 2019 4:15AM ET

Rudy Giuliani's decision to travel to multiple European countries this week, during the height of an
impeachment probe involving his client President Trump, was so startling to senior administration
officials and national security brass that they began tracking his movements in an effort to get a read
on his objectives abroad.
Other officials in the West Wing and numerous Trump associates learned about his latest foreign
adventure, which included a stop in Ukraine, by reading the news. Many of them expressed
exasperation at the thought of Giuliani-himself reportedly in the crosshairs of federal investigatorscontinuing to cause headaches for the White House. Others feared he would cause tangible damage
to U.S. foreign policy.
"I do not see why [any] lawyer would see this as serving the best interests of their client," said a
senior White House official. "Especially now."
Senior U.S. officials in the State Department and in the national security apparatus were concerned
that Giuliani was speaking with politicians in both Budapest and Kiev who have interests in domestic
American politics. According to five sources with knowledge of the situation, there is renewed fear
that the president's lawyer is still shopping for dirt about former Vice President Joe Biden and his son
Hunter as well as speaking with foreign officials who, against all evidence, have promoted the idea
that Ukraine, not Russia, interfered in the 2016 presidential election.
The concerns about Giuliani's trip to Kiev were so pronounced that they reached officials close to
President Volodymyr Zelensky, who were advised by Americans and politicians in Ukraine not to
meet with Giuliani when he was in town, according to an individual familiar with those conversations.
The president's attorney, who has been defiant in the face of criticism for his prior efforts to target the
Bidens, was similarly unmoved by the idea that his current expedition was both unseemly and
unwise.
"I would hope they have more important things to do than intrude on the work being done by a lawyer
defending his client against another set of false and contrived charges," Giuliani told The Daily Beast
on Wednesday, while still overseas.
Giuliani's trip comes at a time when many in Trump's circle put blame squarely at his feet for the
president's impending impeachment. But some have not bothered intervening or even reaching out
directly to Giuliani about his current travel plans, in part out of concern that he would complain about
them to Trump, thus prompting the president's ire, according to a senior administration official.
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This official also noted that it could be "unwise" to contact the president's lawyer at this time, given
how Giuliani's text messages and phone records have become a topic of congressional investigation
and public scandal.
In addition to meeting with foreign officials, Giuliani also appears to be conducting a public relations
venture on behalf of the president. As The New York Times first reported, he flew to Europe, in part,
to participate in a pro-Trump documentary series produced by One America News Network.
"Mr. Giuliani has occasionally appeared on OAN programs, thus we have had a relationship with
America's Mayor," One America News president Charles Herring said in an email on Wednesday.
"Mr. Giuliani, along with other individuals, have been helpful to OAN's investigative efforts."
When asked for more details on the trip and who he was meeting with, Giuliani demurred. When
asked by The Daily Beast if he had gotten President Trump's blessing for this excursion or had given
his client a heads-up before he flew out, he replied: "I don't tell you or [the White House] what I tell
my client or he tells me."
While it's unclear if the president has been made aware of Giuliani's ventures, sources did say that
other top administration officials were not in the loop right up until the moment The New York Times
story broke.
According to the Times, Giuliani did meet with former Ukrainian prosecutor Yuriy Lutsenko, who
pushed Giuliani and his associates Lev Parnas and Igor Fruman to push for the ouster of former U.S.
Ambassador to Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch. Giuliani also reportedly Spoke with Andriy Derkach, a
Ukrainian member of parliament who has publicly pushed for a probe into meddling by former
President Petro Poroshenko in the U.S. 2016 elections. Derkach is also known for peddling
allegations that Ukrainian government bodies misused U.S. taxpayer money, according to a former
U.S. official.
On Thursday evening, Andrii Telizhenko, a former Ukrainian diplomat, posted on his Twitter account
that he too had met with Giuliani to prepare for "another hard working day in meetings with Mr.
Shakin and Mr. Lutcenko."
"To all conspiracy theorist there is no secret on what we are doing. The truth will come out," he
posted on Twitter alongside a photo of him with Giuliani. Telizhenko sits at the center of allegations
that Kiev meddled in the 2016 presidential election. The Daily Beast previously reported that
Telizhenko met with Rep. Devin Nunes (R-CA).
When asked by The Daily Beast about who else he met with in Europe this week and what they
discussed, Giuliani responded, "I will have plenty to say soon."
On Thursday, he gave some hints of what he has in store. "The American people will learn that Biden
& other Obama administration officials, contributed to the increased level of corruption in Ukraine
between 2014 to 2016," Giuliani posted to Twitter. "This evidence will all be released very soon."

-With additional reporting by Will Sommer
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Trump Tells Rudy to Keep Pushing the Biden Conspiracies
thedailybeast.com/trump-tells-rudy-giuliani-to-keep-pushing-biden-dirt

Updated Dec. 18, 2019 9:16AM ET

Rudy Giuliani's investigation into Ukraine-related matters is largely why his client, Donald Trump, is
hours away from becoming one of only three American presidents ever to be impeached by the
House.
Yet somehow, Trump hasn't instructed his personal lawyer to knock it off. In fact, the president has
told the former New York City mayor to kick things up a notch, even as the impeachment process
continues to bedevil his administration.
Shortly after Giuliani arrived at the White House on Friday, he met with the president and discussed
some of the findings from his recent travel to multiple European countries, where the Trump attorney
had collected documents and interviews with Ukrainian figures claiming to have dirt on Trump's
political enemies and the Bidens. During their private discussion, the president approved of the work
his lawyer had conducted, and told him to keep digging and pushing the narrative on former vice
president and 2020 Democratic contender Joe Biden and his son Hunter Biden, according to two
people with knowledge of the conversation.
One of these sources described Trump as telling Giuliani to "keep at it" and to not let up, even in the
face of intense public criticism.
In the West Wing, the president's enthusiasm puts him at odds with some of his top lieutenants. One
senior White House official told The Daily Beast this week that they go out of their way to not be
involved with, or read-in on, the ongoing Biden and Ukraine-related work between Trump and
Giuliani, out of concern that doing so could potentially drag them into the scandal.
"I do not want my name showing up in a [news] story about what Rudy and the president discuss,"
said the official. "I don't want my text messages with [Giuliani] being all over cable news," the senior
official added, a reference to how Trump's lawyer had revealed on Fox News private texts between
him and former U.S. special envoy to Ukraine Kurt Volker.
When asked on Monday about Giuliani's investigation and jaunt overseas, the president told
reporters at the White House, "He's a great person who loves our country, and he does this out of
love, believe me. He does it out of love." When asked about the material that Giuliani had shared with
Trump, the president simply said, "not too much," without elaborating.
Of course, not everybody in Trumpworld appreciates Giuliani's act of "love" as much as the president
does, apparently.
"I think [Giuliani] adds a distracting sideshow which he should postpone until the Senate is finished
with their trial," said former Rep. Jack Kingston (R-GA), a current Trump surrogate. "It's not about the
senators who are from conservative states; it's about the moderate three GOP senators. If he makes
them feel uncomfortable or detracts from their message, it's not helpful."
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Trump himself, however, has often acted as his own messaging and communications director, with
results frequently veering into flamboyant, unhinged territory. On Tuesday, the president sent a letter
to Capitol Hill trashing Democratic lawmakers and bizarrely claiming that "more due process was
afforded to those accused in the Salem Witch Trials."
"It is a terrible thing you [House speaker Nancy Pelosi] are doing, but you will have to live with it, not

I!" Trump's six-page letter reads. "You are offending Americans of faith by continually saying 'I pray
for the president' when you know this statement is not true, unless ii is meant in a negative sense."
Trump's encouragement of Giuliani's ongoing antics, which have included the trip to Ukraine earlier
this month, is the latest instance of the president continuing to egg on the very same activity and
shadow foreign policy that landed his inner circle in the middle of scandal and impeachment hearings
in the first place. Trump keeps encouraging this not only in the face of the impending impeachment
vote, but as his own senior administration officials and national-security aides are internally
expressing their horror at what the president's personal attorney has continued to do.
It got to the point earlier this month that top officials in the State Department and the national-security
apparatus began tracking Giuliani's movements abroad out of fear that his activities in Europe would
bring the administration yet more grief or disrupt American foreign policy.
Predictably, the former New York mayor remains unmoved by their concerns.
"I would hope they have more important things to do than intrude on the work being done by a lawyer
defending his client against another set of false and contrived charges," Giuliani said early this
month.
Two other knowledgeable people said that Giuliani was at the White House late last week in his
capacity as the president's outside counsel, and that Giuliani deemed the conversation covered by
attorney-client privilege. These sources added that the Trump lawyer is reviving his work on his
"counter-report," a thus-far unreleased document that Giuliani and other Trump attorneys, including
Jay Sekulow, had worked on starting last year as a rebuttal to Special Counsel Robert Mueller's
probe and to attack the very legitimacy of that two-year Russia investigation.
The "counter-report" has yet to be publicly released, even though its creation was personally
approved by the president last year-and some of its contents are highly relevant to Giuliani's
ongoing crusade.
"That outline that I gave to the State Department was originally prepared to be included in the
counter-report," Giuliani told The Daily Beast in October. "It was prepared to provide a guide for text
that could be included in the [finalized] counter-report." He continued, "I undertook the [Ukraine]
investigation" as part of a broader mission "to find out how much evidence existed that could
exonerate" Trump.
It is unclear how much of Giuliani's more recent findings would find its way into this "counter-report,"
and if Trump's lawyer has a timeline for release or distribution. White House spokespeople and
Giuliani did not provide comment for this story.
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Still, Trump's insistence that his lawyer charge forth, despite the precarious and historic impeachment
proceedings slated for this week in the Democratic-held House, is likely driven, at least in part, by the
president's desire to flood as much media as possible with his pro-Trump messaging.
"Control the agenda," Trump has privately told Giuliani on numerous occasions since the days of the
Mueller investigation, according to three people who've heard the president say this. Trump has said
this specifically while reviewing with his personal attorney the vast amount of TV hits and media
appearances that Giuliani has been willing to do to defend his embattled client.
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Ukrainians: Trump Just Sent Us 'a Terrible Signal'
thedailybeast.com/ukrainians-trump-just-sent-us-a-terrible-signal

Updated Dec. 11, 2019 6:23PM ET

Ukrainian officials spent last weekend glued to Trump's Twitter feed.
People working closely with Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky have been in contact with
Trump administration officials over the past several weeks discussing the relationship between the
two presidents, according to four people with knowledge of the talks. Based on those conversations,
Ukrainian officials came to expect that President Donald Trump would make a statement of support
before Zelensky met with Russian President Vladimir Putin in France for peace talks. A statement
might even come via Twitter, they said they were told.
"Through all the signals we got, we firmly believed there would be a statement," a senior Zelensky
administration official told The Daily Beast.
But as Saturday and Sunday ticked by, there was only silence from the White House. Even as
Ukrainian officials have publicly been loath to criticize Trump's pressure campaign on their country,
frustrations with Washington have quietly percolated. And last weekend, they were especially acute.
On Monday, Zelensky and Putin met in Normandy, France for face-to-face negotiations on the war in
eastern Ukraine. Russia had seized Ukraine's Crimean peninsula in 2014, and has ever since
backed separatists in the eastern part of the country. French President Emmanuel Macron and
German Chancellor Angela Merkel were on hand for the talks. Putin and Zelensky agreed to
exchange "all known prisoners," according to The Washington Post. Another round of talks is
expected in several months.
Words of support from the United States in the lead-up to the Normandy talks could have given the
Ukrainian president more leverage with Putin, according to the Zelensky administration official and
two additional people close to his administration. Instead, Trump spent the weekend on Twitter
tweeting about Fox News pundits, House Speaker Nancy Pelosi, and CNN. It was a particularly busy
weekend of social media for him, with more than 100 tweets and retweets by Politico's count. But no
word on Normandy.
And the next week put salt in the wound. On Tuesday, Russia's Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov held
a joint press conference with U.S. Secretary of State Mike Pompeo and made an appearance at the
White House.
One of the people close to the Zelensky administration said the silence from White Housecombined with Lavrov's photo-friendly visit to Washington-sent "a terrible signal" and was "most
unfortunate." According to a read-out of Trump's meeting with Lavrov, the president "urged Russia to
resolve the conflict with Ukraine." The Ukrainian official called the episode "frustrating." Ukrainians
say they view the coupling of Trump's pre-Normandy silence and the administration's decision to
welcome Lavrov as a signal in an of itself-and not a good one.
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Zelensky administration officials are now reconsidering their strategy on communication with and
about the Trump administration, the official said. Thus far, Zelensky administration officials have
stayed in line with the Trump administration's narrative on the president's personal attorney Rudy
Giuliani's Ukraine activity and the focuses of the impeachment inquiry. But they say they have little to
show for it, and may take a different public relations strategy in the future.
A Time interview published earlier this week captured Kyiv's willingness to publicly bolster Trump's
version of events. Andriy Yermak, a top aide to Zelensky, contradicted a key assertion that European
Union Ambassador Gordon Sondland made in congressional testimony last month. Sondland had
said he pulled Yermak aside during an event in Warsaw and urged him to have Kyiv announce
Trump-friendly investigations. Yermak, meanwhile, told Time that no such conversation happened.
The statement was a body blow to a key impeachment witness's testimony, though Sondland's
lawyer said he stood by his description of events.
In a separate interview, Zelensky said he did not speak to Trump in terms of "you give me this, I give
you that." Trump tweeted out a link to the interview and thanked Zelensky for the comment.
Trump's relationship with Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky was a key focus of Democrats'
impeachment inquiry. The inquiry began after an anonymous Intelligence Committee official filed a
whistleblower complaint in August alleging that Trump pressured Zelensky to announce
investigations of a company linked to the Bidens and of alleged Ukrainian meddling in the 2016
election. The complaint said that Trump was withholding military aid from Ukraine until those
investigations were announced. Trump has vehemently denied allegations that withholding the
military aid-which happened for a short time at his orders-was part of a pressure campaign.
Sondland, meanwhile, told Congress that the administration was explicit that it refused to arrange a
White House meeting between Trump and Zelensky until Kyiv announced the two investigations.
After weeks of closed-door depositions and hearings, Pelosi announced the introduction of two
articles of impeachment based on Trump's pressure on Ukraine. House Democrats are expected to
vote on those articles as soon as next week. If they pass-which is extremely likely-then they will
be referred to the Senate for a trial.
-with additional reporting by Erin Banco
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Cleaning up Ukraine in the shadow of Trump
The country's anti-graft prosecutor Ruslan Ryaboshapka says 'there are no untouchables'

Roman Olearchyk

Ruslan Ryaboshapka, a lawyer and anti-fraud whistleblower appointed general
prosecutor of Ukraine in August, faces more than the task of cracking widespread
corruption at home.
As the new face leading the effort, he also has to convince US president Donald Trump
that his country is changing under the administration of VolodYmyr Zelensky, a former
comedian who was elected president in the spring on promises to root out corruption and
end a smouldering undeclared war with Russia that has claimed nearly 14,000 lives.
It will be difficult, to judge from recent Congressional testimony in Washington given by
former US special enYoy Kurt Volker, who cited Mr Trump describing Ukraine as "a
terrible place'' of"terrible people" who are "all corrupt".

https://www.ft.com/content/eb8e4004-1059-11 ea-a7e6-62bf4f9e548a

AB

39-405

l/9/2020

01/18/2020

878
Cleaning up Ukraine in the shadow of Trump I Financial Times

Page 2 ofS

In an interview, the 43-year-old prosecutor said he was "bothered" by daily depictions of
a lawless Ukraine in the US impeachment inquiry. "This is not fair," he told the Financial
Times. "Ukraine is not as corrupt as is being presented there ... We have made significant
progress as oflate."
Mr Ryaboshapka first served as deputy head of Mr Zelensky's office and was appointed
prosecutor weeks after the Ukrainian leader's infamous July phone call in which Mr
Trump pressed him to launch probes into past Ukraine dealings of former vice-president
Joe Biden and his son Hunter. In a non-verbatim transcript of that call, Mr Zelensky, in

an apparent bid to appease his US counterpart, refers to the forthcoming appointment of
a prosecutor who will be "100 per cent my person".
Mr Ryaboshapka insisted other candidates

There is also a good
chance to reboot the
entire prosecution and
judiciary. Ruslan
[Ryaboshapka] was
moving all these reforms
when he worked in the
presidential office, now
he is focused on
implementing
prosecution reform
Daria Kaleniuk, anti-corruption watchdog
Antac

were being considered at the time. "I am 100
per cent my own person ... The general
prosecutor, not of Zelensky, but of the country,"
he said.
Asked about a potential probe focusing on the
Bidens and their connection with Ukrainian
energy company Burisma, Mr Ryaboshapka
said Mr Trump's attorney-general William Barr
had made no contact to formally request a joint
investigation. A broader audit into past and
current cases, including those involving
Burisma, were under way, he said.
Having years earlier worked at the Ukraine
office of Transparency International, Mr
Ryaboshapka won the respect of activists in
2017 when

he resigned as deputy head of

Ukraine's National Agency for the Prevention of Corruption in protest at cover-ups in
probes of asset declarations made by public servants.
Daria Kaleniuk, director of anti-corruption watchdog Antac, said Mr Ryaboshapka has
been "instrumental" in preparing a set of anti-corruption laws under Mr Zelensky which

https://www.ft.com/content/eb8e4004-1059-11 ea-a7e6-62bf4 f'9e548a
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are "already adopted and are being implemented", including some which were ''stalled"
under Petro Poroshenko, the previous Ukraine president.
"There is also a good chance to reboot the entire prosecution and judiciary," Ms Kaleniuk
said. ''Ruslan was moving all these reforms when he worked in the presidential office,
now he is focused on implementing prosecution reform."

Ukraine, which received financial backing from the IMF, the US and EU after Russia's
2014. is "not in bad shape with regards to anti-corruption

annexation of Crimea in

infrastructure" formed in recent years, including the creation of a new anti-corruption
court, Mr Ryaboshapka said.
Mr Zelensky's parliamentary majority has reintroduced criminal responsibility for illicit
enrichment by public servants, established protection for whistleblowers and will soon
reshuffle leadership of the anti-corruption agency Mr Ryaboshapka quit years earlier. ;\fr
Ryaboshapka's office has handed investigative powers to anti-corruption bureaus set up
as part of the IMF and western support packages.
The prosecutor described reform of a dysfunctional court system as a challenge that will
take years and pointed to near-term plans to streamline the country's Supreme Court.
slashing its number of judges in half from

200.

https://www.ft.com/content/eb8e4004-I 059-11 ea-a7e6-62bf4f9e548a
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He hinted at the likely replacement of Roman Truba, head of the recently formed State
Bureau of Investigations, whose independence was questioned by leaked audio recordings
suggesting he received orders from Mr Zelensky's chief of staff Andriy Bogdan. Mr Truba
has described the recordings as "fakes."
Mr Ryaboshapka said he would also downsize 11,000 nationwide prosecutors by a third
by vetting out dishonest and qualified personnel.
"This is the largest number of prosecutors per capita worldwide with the exception of the
Russian Federation," he said. Those staying will get a 50 per cent salary increase to
reduce temptation of fraud.
Mr Ryaboshapka spoke before an IMF delegation ended its second visit to Kyiv without
approving a new multi-billion-dollar programme, in part owing to concerns over
PrivatBank.
The largest commercial lender was nationalised in 2016 after a massive balance sheet
hole was identified. Former owners led by oligarch Igor Kolomoisky, who backed Mr
to reclaim control over the bank and

Zelensky's presidential bid, seek through

rebuff government attempts to recover losses from them.
They have not been among a handful of politicians and businessmen arrested or charged
in a flurry of probes that also targeted allies of Mr Poroshenko.
Describing the PrivatBank case as "one of the highest priorities," Mr Ryaboshapka said
probes linked to Mr Kolomoisky were in the hands of an independent anti-corruption
bureau.
"The PrivatBank case is truly being investigated ... There are no untouchables," he said.
Turning back to Washington, where the US House of Representatives is moving to
impeach Mr Trump, he said: "It's critically importaut for the west not to pull us into some
conflicts between their ruling elites, but to continue to support so that we can cross the
point of no return.
"We have a historical moment in Ukraine now where cardinal change is possible ... where
we can go from an oligarch system of governance to a European and democratic one."

https://www.ft.com/content/eb8e4004-1059-11 ea-a 7e6-62bf4flle548a
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Roger Stone to Michael Cohen: the men in Trump's
orbit implicated in crimes
Roger Stone is the latest among a growing list of people once in the president's inner circle who have
been convicted on federal charges
Victoria Bekiempis
Fri 15 Nov 201915.44 EST

Roger Stone, Donald Trump's longtime adviser, was convicted on Friday of obstructing a
congressional investigation into Russian meddling in the 2016 election.
The verdict makes Stone only the latest among a growing list of people once in the president's
inner circle who have been convicted on federal charges. Below is a list of others in Trump's orbit
or that of his associates - implicated in federal crimes.

Michael Cohen
fhe president's former lawyer and fixer, Cohen pleaded guilty to bank fraud, tax fraud, and
campaign violations involving hush-money payouts to two women - the adult film star Stormy
Daniels, and former Playboy model Karen McDougal. Cohen was sentenced to 36 months in
federal prison.
https;f/www.theguardian.com/us-news/2019/nov/15/roger-stone-trump-inner-circle-allies-convicted-cnmes
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Paul Manafort
The once powerful lobbyist who worked as Trump's campaign chairman was convicted in August
2018 of bank fraud, tax fraud and failing to disclose foreign bank accounts. The next month,
Manafort admitted to conspiracy, such as money laundering and unregistered lobbying, as well as
a second conspiracy count involving witness tampering. Manafort, who will spend about seven
and a half years in prison for the federal cases, also faces state criminal charges in New York for
alleged fraud and conspiracy.

Michael Flynn
Trump's former national security adviser pleaded guilty to lying to the FBI over his
communication with Russia amid the presidential transition in 2016. Flynn lied about his contact
with Russia's ambassador, such as urging Russia not to react to sanctions placed by Barack
Obama.

Rick Gates
Manafort's business partner pleaded guilty in February 2018 to conspiring to defraud the US and
lying to the FBI. He also admitted to helping Manafort manipulate financial documents, conceal
foreign income, cheat tax authorities and mislead banks for credit. Gates, who was also a Trump
campaign official, brokered a deal with Robert Mueller - serving as a star witness against Manafort
and Stone.

George Papadopoulos
In 2017, Papadopoulos pleaded guilty to lying to the FBI about the schedules of meetings with
purported Russian intermediaries. Papadopoulos in March 2016 met with a Maltese professor in
London, who claimed that the Russians had incriminating information on Trump's then rival,
Hillary Clinton - "thousands of emails". Papadopoulos was sentenced to 14 days in prison.

Alex van der Zwaan
A Dutch lawyer who worked with Manafort, Van der Zwaan pleaded guilty to lying to the FBI
about his communications with Gates and a person potentially linked to Russian intelligence. Van
der Zwaan worked on a Manafort-commissioned report to defend ex-Ukrainian president Viktor
Yanukovych from international scrutiny. He was incarcerated for 12 days.

Richard Pinedo
The online fraudster pleaded guilty after it was revealed that his business setting up US bank
accounts, and then illegally peddling them over the internet, had enabled a Russian operation
that utilized social media to meddle with the election. His cooperation enabled Mueller's pursuit
of Russian troll farms.

Konstantin Kilimnik
The Russian political operative and Manafort associate is charged with obstructing justice. He was
swept up in Manafort's plan to leverage his relationship with Trump to settle multimillion-dollar
debts to an oligarch.

~amPatten
~obbyist Patten had ties to Kilimnik. He admitted to diverting $50,000 from a Ukrainian oligarch
to Trump's presidential inauguration committee. He pleaded guilty and agreed to cooperate with
Mueller.
https://www.theguardlan.com/us~news/2019/nov/15/roger-stone,,.trump-inner-circle-allies-convicted-crimes
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America faces an epic choice...

... in the coming year, and the results will define the country for a generation. These are perilous
times. Over the last three years, much of what the Guardian holds dear has been threatened democracy, civility, truth. This US administration is establishing new nonns of behaviour. Anger
and cruelty disfigure public discourse and lying is commonplace. Truth is being chased away. But
with your help we can continue to put it center stage. It will be a defining year and we're asking
for your help as we prepare for 2020.
Rampant disinformation, partisan news sources and social media's tsunami of fake news is no
basis on which to inform the American public in 2020. The need for a robust, independent press
has never been greater, and with your help we can continue to provide fact-based reporting that
offers public scrutiny and oversight. You've read more than 12 articles in the last four month. Our
journalism is free and open for all, but it's made possible thanks to the support we receive from
readers like you across America in all so states.

"America is at a tipping point, finely balanced between truth and lies, hope and hate, civility and
nastiness. Many vital aspects ofAmerica11 public life are in play - the Supreme Court, abortion
rights, climate policy, wealth inequality, Big Tech and much more. The stakes could hardly be higher.
As that choice 11ears, the Guardian, as it has done for 200 years, and with your continued support,
will continue to argue for the values we hold dear - facts, science, diversity, equality and fairness." US editor, John Mulholland
On the occasion of its 100th birthday in 1921 the editor of the Guardian said, "Perhaps the chief
virtue of a newspaper is its independence. It should have a soul of its own." That is more true than
ever. Freed from the influence of an owner or shareholders, the Guardian's editorial
independence is our unique driving force and guiding principle.
We also want to say a huge thank you to everyone who supported the Guardian in 2019. You
provide us with the motivation and financial support to keep doing what we do. We're asking our
readers to help us raise $1.sm to support our rigorous journalism in the new year. Every
contribution, big or small, will help us reach it. Make a gift from as little as $1. Thank you.
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After nearly three years and millions of tax dollars, the Trump•Russ!a
collusion probe is about to be resolved. Emerging in its place is newly
unearthed evidence suggesting another foreign effort to influence the
2016 election
this time, in favor of the Democrats.
Ukraine's top prosecutor divulged in an interview aired Wednesday
on ~ill.TY that he has opened an investigation into whether his country's
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law enforcement apparatus intentionally leaked financial records during

the 2016 U.S, presidential campaign about then-Trump campaign
chairman Paul Manafort man effort to sway the election in favor of

Hillary Clinton.
The leak of the so-called black ledger files to U.S. media prompted
Manafort's resignation from the Trump campaign nnd gave rise to one of

the key allegations ln the Russia collusion probe that has dogged Trump
for the last rwo and a half years.
Ukraine Prosecutor Genera! Yuril Lutsenko's probe was prompted by a
Ukrainian parliamentanan's release of a tape recording purporting to
quote a top law enforcement official as saying his agency leaked the
Manafort financial records to help Clinton's campaign.
The parliamentarian also secured a court _ruli_ng that the leak amounted
to "an illegal intrusion into the American election campaign," Lutsenko
told me. Lutsenko said the tape recording is a serious enough allegation
to warrant opening a probe, and one of his concerns is that the Ukrainian
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As Russia collusion fades, Ukrainian plot to help Clinton emerges I TheHUI

law enforcement agency involved had frequent contact with the Obama
.:idm!nistrntion's U.S. Embassy in Kiev at the time.
"Today we will launch a criminal investigation about this and we will give
legal assessment of this information," Lutsenko told me_
Lutscnko, before becoming prosecutor general, was a major activist
against Russia's influence in his country during the tenure of Moscowallied former President Viktor Yanukovych. He became chief prosecutor in
2016 as part of anti-corruption reforms instituted by current President
Petro Poroshenko, an ally of the U.S. and Western countries.
Unlike the breathless start to the Russia collusion allegations - in which
politicians and news media alike declared a Watergate-sized crisis before
the evidence was fully investigated - the Ukraine reve!Mlons deserve to
be investigated before being accepted.
After a!!, Ukraine is dogged by rampant corruption. It is a frequent target
of Russian President Vladimir Putin's dirty tricks. And it is a country that
just last year, faked a journalist's death for one day, reportedly to thwart an
assassination plot.

2019 political 'person of
the year': Nancy Pelosi

But the chief prosecutor, a member of parliament and a court seemingly
have enough weight to warrant serious scrutiny of their allegations and an
analysis of the audio tape.
Furthermore, the mystery of how the Manafort black ledger files got
leaked to American media has never been solved. They surfaced two years
after the FB! investigated Manafort over his Ukraine buslness activities but
declined to move forward in 2014 for !ack of evidence.

Should You Eat Eggs?

We now have strong evidence that retirnd British spy Christopher Steele

began his quest in what ultimately became the infamous Russia collusion
dossier with a series of conversations with top Justice Department official
Bruce Ohr between December 2015 and February 2016 about securing
evidence agJinst Manafort.

Demolishing the Trump
campaign's holiday

A resolution for
Congress in 2020, Make

We know the FBI set up shop in the U.S. embassy in Kiev to assist its
Ukraine-Manafort inquiry - a common practice on foreign~based orobes
- while using Steele as nn informant at the start of its Russia probe. And
we know Clinton's cornpa1gn was using a law finn to pay an opposition
research firm for Steele's work in an effort to stop Trump from winning the
presidency, at the same time Steele was aiding the FBL
Those intersections, coupled with the new allegations by Ukraine's top
prosecutor, me reason enough to warrant a serious, thorough
investigation
If Ukraine law enfotcemcnt figures who worked frequently with the U.S.
Embassy did leak the Manafort documents in an effort to influence the
American election for Clinton, the public deserves to know who knew
what and when.
Lutsenko's interview with Hill.TV raises another troubling dynamic: The
U.S. Embassy and the chief Ukrainian prosecutor, who America entrusts
with fighting corruption inside an allied country, currently have a
dysfunctional relationship.
In our interview, Lutsenko accused the Obama-era U.S. Embassy in 2016 of
interfering in his ability to prosecute corruption cases, saying the U.S.
ambassador gave him a list of defendants that he would not be allowed to
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pursue and then refused to cooperate in an early investigation into the
alleged misappropriation of U.S. aid m Ukraine.
Lutsenko provided me with a letter from the embassy, supporting part of
his story by showing that a U.S. official did in fact ask h1m to stand down
on the misappropriation-of-funds case. ·'We are gravely concerned about
this investigation for which we see no basis,'' an embassy official named
George Kent wrote to the prosecutor's office.

The State Department on Wednesday issued a statement declaring that it
no longer financially supports Lutsenko's office in its anticorruption mission and considers his allegation about the do-notprosecute list "an outright fabrication."
My reporting, however, indicates Lutsenko isn't the only person
complaining about the U.S. Embassy in Kiev.
Last year, when he served as House Rules Committee chairman, Rep.
Pete Sessions (R-Texas) wrote a private letter asking Secretary of State
Mike Pompeo to recall the current U.S. ambassador. alleging that she
made disparaging statements about President Trump,
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The ambassador "has spoken privately and repeatedly about her disdain
for the current administration 1n a way that might cal! for the expulsion" of
America's top diplomat in Ukraine, Sessions wrote.
Such dysfunction does not benefit either country, especially when Russia
is lurking around the corner, hoping to regain its influence in the former
Soviet republic.
Investigating what's going on in the U.S. Embassy in Kiev, and whether
elements ln Ukraine tried to influence the 2016 U.S. election to help
Clinton, are essential steps to rebooting a key relationship.
John Solomon is an award-winning investigative journalist whose work over
the years has exposed US. and FBI intelligence failures before the Sept
11 attacks, federal scientists' misuse of foster children and veterans in drug
experiments, and numerous cases of political corruption. He serves as an
111vest1gat1ve columnist and executive vice president for video at The Hilt.
TAGS HILLARYCLINTON PAULMANAFORT PETESESSIONS DONALDTRUMP MIKEPOMPEO
VLADIMIR PUTIN UKRAINE RUSSIA 2016 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION
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As Donald Trump began his meteoric rise to the presidency, the Obama
White House summoned Ukrainian authorities to Washington to
coordinate ongoing anti-corruption efforts inside Russia's most cnt1cal
neighbor.
The Januarv 2016 gathering, confirmed by multiple participants and
contemporaneous memos, brought some of Ukraine's top corruption
prosecutors and investigators face to face with members of former
President Obama's National Security Council (NSC), FBI, State Department
and Department of Justice (DOJ).
The agenda suggested the purpose was training and coordination. But
Ukrainian participants said it didn't take long - during the meetings and
afterward - to realize the Amencans· objectives included two politically
hot investigations: one that touched Vi~e President Joe f;3i_den's. f9cn_i!y ;:ind
one that involved a lobbying firm !inked closely to then-candidate 1rump.
U.S. officials "kept talking about how important it was that a!! of our anticonuption efforts be united," said Andrii Telizhenko, then a political officer
in the Ukrainian Embassy in Washington tasked with organizing the
meeting.
Telizhenko, who no longer works for the Ukrainian Embassy, said U.S.
officials volunteered during the meetings - one of which was held in the
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White House's Old Executive Office Building - that they had an Interest in
reviving a closed investigation into payments to U.S. figures from
Ukraine's Russia~backed Party of Regions.
That 2014 investigation was led by the FBI and focused heavily or:1 GQ!:
IQ_Q!;iy!§J. Paul Manafort, whose firm long had been tied to Trump through
his partner and Trump pal, Roger Stone.
Agents lnterviewed Manafort in 2014 about whether he received
undeclared payments from the party of ousted Ukrainian President Viktor
Yanukovych, an ally of Russia's Vladimir Putin, and whether he engaged in
improper foreign lobbying.
The FBI shut down the case without charging Manafort.
Telizhenko said he couldn't remember whether Manafort was mentioned
during the January 2016 meeting, But he and other attendees recalled DOJ
officials asking investigators from Ukraine's ~_a_tl9-!1f.l! AD_!J_:-Gqrr_llP!JC>_D
B_Lff~~-L! (NABU) if they could help locate new evidence about the Party of
Regions' payments and its dealings with Americans.

Cool Technology
Replacing Business

"It was definitely the case that led to the charges against Manafort and the
leak to U.S. media during the 2016 election," he said.

That makes the January 2016 meeting one of the earliest documented
efforts to build the now-debunked Trump-Russia collusion narrative and
one of the first to involve the Obama administration's intervention.

Our government and
public institutions must

Spokespeople for the NSC, DOJ and FBI declined to comment. A
representative for former Obama national security adviser Susan Rice did
not return emails seeking comment.
Nazar Kholodnytskyy, Ukraine's chief anti-corruption prosecutor, told me
he attended some but not all of the January 2016 Washington meetings
and couldn't remember the specific cases, if any, that were discussed.

2019 political 'person of
the year': Nancy Pelosi

Demolishing the Trump
campaign's holiday

But he said he soon saw evidence in Ukraine of RQlltic;A1 ~~i;tc!lillllJf\ t.he
U.?. election. Kholodnytskyy said the key evidence against Manafort - a
ledger showing payments from the Party of Regions
was known to
Ukrainian authorities since 2014 but was suddenly released in May 2016 by
the U.SAriendly NABU, after Manafort was named Trump's campaign
chairman: "Somebody kept this black !edger secret for two years and then
showed it to the public and the U.S. media. It was extremely suspicious."
Kho!odnytskyy said he explicitly instructed NABU investigators who were
working with American authorities not to share the ledger with the media.
··Look, Manafort's case is one of the cases that hurt me a lot." he said.
··1 ordered the detectives to give nothing to the mass media considering
this case. Instead, they had broken my order and published themselves
these one or two pages of this black ledger regarding Paul Manafort,"
"For me it was the first call that something was going wrong and that
there is some external influence in this case. And there is some other
interests in this case not in the interest of the investigation and a fair trial,"
he added.
Kostiantyn Ku!yk, deputy head of the Ukraine prosecutor general's
international affairs office, said that, shortly after Ukrainian authorities
returned from the Washington meeting, there was a clear message about
helping the Americans with the Party of the Regions case.
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"Yes. there was a lot of talking about needing help and then the ledger
just appeared in public," he recalled.
Kulyk said Ukrainian authorities had evidence that other Western figur.~...§.
such as former Obama White House counsel Gregory Craig, also received
money from Yanukovych's party. But the Americans weren't interested:
"They just discussed Manafort. This was all and only what they wanted,
Nobody else."
Manafort joined Trump's campaign on March 29, 2016, and then was
promoted to campaign chairman on May 19. 2016.

NABU leaked the existence of the ledgers on May 29. 2016. Later that
summer, it told U.S. media the ledgers showed payments to Manafort a
revelation that forced him to resign from the campaign in August 2016.
A_ Ukrainian court in.December concluded NABU's release of the ledger
was an illegal attempt to influence the U.S. election. And a member of
Ukraine's parliament has released a recording of a NABU official saying the
agency released the ledger to help Democratic nominee Hillary Clinton's
campaign.
The other case raised at the January 2016 meeting, Telizhenko said,
involved 6.~fj§L!l8J:19lQing~. a Ukrainian energy company under
investigation in Ukraine for improper foreign transfers of money. At the
time, Burisma allegedly was paying then-Vice President Joe Biden's son
Hunter as both a board member and a consultant. More than $3 million
flowed from Ukraine to an American firm tied to Hunter Biden in 2014-15.

bank records show.
According to Telizhenko. U.S. officials told the Ukrainians they would
prefer that Kiev drop the Burisma probe and allow the FBI to take it over.
The Ukrainians did not agree. But then Joe Biden pressured Ukrainian
President Petro Poroshenko to fireUJ<raine~s chief proseci:,itor in March
2016, as I previously reported. The Burisma case was transferred to NABU,
then shut down.
The Ukrainian Embassy in Washington on Thursday confirmed the Obama
administration requested the meetings in January 2016, but embassy
representatives attended only some of the sessions.

"Unfortunately, the Embassy of Ukraine in Washington, D.C., was not
invited to join the DOJ and other law enforcement-sector meetings," it
said. It said it had no record that the Party of Regions or Burisrna cases
came up in the meetings it did attend.
Ukraine is riddled with corruption, Russian meddling and intense political
conflicts, so one must carefully consider any Ukrainian accounts.

But Telizhenko's claim that the DOJ reopened its Manafort probe as the
2016 election ramped up is supported by the DOJ's own documents.
including communications involving Associate Attorney General Bruce
Ohr. his wife. Nellie, and ex-British spy Christopher Steele.
Nellie Ohr and Steele worked in 2016 for the research firm, Fusion GPS,
that was hired by Clinton's campaign and the Democratic National
Committee (DNC) to find Russia dirt on Trump. Steele wrote the famous
dossier for Fusion that the FBI used to gain a warrant to spy on the Trump
campaign. Nellie Ohr admitted to Congress that she routed Russia dirt on
Trump from Fusion to the DOJ thrg_\J_g]1_Qfl!_QUSl:J~11i:I during the election.
https://thehiH.comlopinionlwhite-house/4407JO..how-the-obama-white--house-engaged--ukraine-to-give--russia--collusion
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DOJ emails show Nellie Ohr on May 30, 2016. directly alerted her husband
and two OOJ prosecutors specializing in international crimes to the
discovery of the "black !edger" documents that led to Manafort's
prosecution.
"Reported Trove of documents on Ukrainian Party of Regions' Black
Cashbox," Nellie Ohr -~IQt~-~-C?.fl~_r_h_y_sQ~~9 and federal prosecuto_r~ Lisa
Holtyn and Joseph Wheatley, attaching a r)§~s_arHq_le on the
announcement of NABU·s I elease of the documents.

Bruce Ohr and Steele worked on their own effort to get dirt on Manafort
from a Russian oligarch, Oleg Deripaska, who had a soured business
relationship with him. Deripaska was "almost ready to talk'' to U.S.
government officials regarding the money that ·'Mannfort stole," Bruce
Ohr wrote in notes from his conversations with Steele.
The efforts eventually led to a September 2016 meeting in which the FJ.}I
~s~_e9_ D~ripaska if he could help prove Manafort was helping Trump
collude with Russia. Deripaska laughed off the notion as preposterous.
Previously, Politi9q t€:P.QX!~9 that the Ukrainian Embassy in Washington
assisted Clinton's campaign through a DNC contractor. The Ukrainian
Embassy acknowledges it got requests for assistance from the DNC staffer
to find dirt on Manafort but denies it provided any improper assistance.
Now we have more concrete evidence that the larger Ukrainian
government also was being pressed by the Obama administration to help
build the Russia collusion narrative, And that onion is only beginning to be
peeled.
But what is already confirmed by Ukrainians looks a lot more like assertive
collusion with a foreign power than anything detailed in the M!,le!ler
report.
John Solomon is an award-winning investigative journalist whose work over
the years has exposed U.S. and FBI intefligence failures before the Sept. 11
attacks, federal scientists' misuse of foster children and veterans in drug
experiments, and numerous cases of political corruption. He serves as an
investigative columnist and executive vice president for video at The
Hi!!. Folfow him on Twitter @jsofomonR~rJs
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Two years after leaving office, Joe Biden couldn't resist the temptation last
year to biag to an Judience of foreign policy specialists about the time as
vice president that he strong-armed Ukraine into firing its top prosecutor.
!n his own words, with video cameras rolling, Biden de.s_cr[b_eg_ ~_ow he
threatened Ukrainian President Petro Poroshenko in March 2016 that the
Obama administration would pull $1 billion in U.S. loan guarantees,
sending the former Soviet republic toward Insolvency, if it didn't
immediately flre Prosecutor General Viktor Shakin.
·'! said, 'You·re not getting the billion: I'm going to be leaving here in,

think it was about six hours. I looked at them and said: Tm leaving in six
hours. If the prosecutor Is not fired, you're not getting the money,"' Biden
recalled telling Poroshenko.
"Well, son of a bitch, he got fired. And they put in place someone who was
solid at the time," Biden told the Council on Foreign Relations event.
insisting that President Obama was in on the threat.
Interviews with a half-dozen senior Ukrainian officials confirm Biden's
account, though they claim the pressure was applied over several months
In late 2015 and early 2016, not just six hours of one dramatic day.
WhJtever the case, Poroshenko and Ukraine's parliament obliged
by e_nding Shok[r's ~~E:l_l!!'.~ as prosecutor. Shakin was facing steep
criticism in Ukraine, and among some U.S. officials, for not bringing
enough corruption prosecutions when he was fired
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But Ukrainian officials tell me there was one crucial piece of information
that Biden must have known but didn't mention to his audience: The
prosecutor he got fired was leading a wide-ranging corruption probe into
the natural gas firm ~-uri~l!l§l .t!gl9l09§: that employed Biden's younger son,
Hunter, as a board member.

U.S. banking records show Hunter Biden's American-based firm, Rosemont
Seneca Partners LLC, received regular transfers into one of its accounts
usually more than $166,000 a month
from Burisma from spring 2014
through fall 2015, during a period when Vice President Biden was the main
U.S, official dealing with Ukraine and its tense relations with Russia.
The gern:ral prosecutor's official file for the Burisma probe
shared with
me by senior Ukrainian officials - shows prosecutors identified Hunter
Biden, business partner Devon Archer and their firm, Rosemont Seneca,
as potential recipients of money.

Shakin told me 1n written answers to questions that, before he was fired as
general prosecutor, he had made "specific plans'· for the investigation that
"included interrogations and other crime-investigation procedures into all
members of the executive board, including Hunter Biden."
Travel Solo, Make
Friends

He added:"! would like to emphasize the fact that presumption of
innocence is a principle in Ukrnine" and that he couldn·t describe the
evidence further.

William Russo, a spokesman for Joe Biden, nnd Hunter Biden did not
respond to email messages Monday seeking comment The phone
number at Rosemont Seneca Partners LLC in Washington was no longer in
service on Monday.
Demolishing the Trump
campaign's holiday

Finally, a federal budget,

The timing of Hunter Biden·s and Archer"s appointment to Buflsma's board
has been highlighted ,n the past, by The New York Time_,;in l)ecernbe_r
~Ql~ and in a 2016 .9-99~ ~y _conservative_ author Pet!:)f SchV'{elzer.
Although Biden made no mention of his son in his 2018 speech, U.S, at1d
Ukrainian authorities both told me Biden and his office clearly had to know
about the general prosecutor's probe of Bur!sma and his son's role. They
noted that:

but the wreckage is real

Trump is the 20/20
vision for 2020

Hunter Bid en's appointment to the board was widely reported in
American media;
The U.S, Embassy in Kiev that coordinated Biden·s work in the country
repeatedly and publicly discussed the genera! prosecutor's case
against Burisma:
Great Britain took very public action against Burisma while Joe Biden
was working with that government on Ukraine issues;
Biden's office was quoted, on the record, acknowledging Hunter
Biden's role in Burisma in a New York Times article about the general
prosecutor's Burisma case that appeared four months before Biden
forced the firing of Shokin. The vice p1esident's office suggested in
that article that Hunter Biden was a lawyer free to pursue his own
private business deals,
President Obama named Bi den the admlnistratlon's point man on Ukraine
in February 2014, after a popular revolution ousted Russia-friendly
President Viktor )'ax1u~(;)Vyc~ and as Moscow sent military forces into
Ukraine's Crimea territory.
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According to Schweizer's book, Vice President Biden met with Archer in
April 2014 right as Archer was named to the board at Burisma, A month
later, !::!~nter Bl~r'!.~.? named to the board, to oversee Burlsma's legal

team.
But the Ukrainian investigation and Joe Biden's effort to fire the prosecutor
overseeing it has escaped without much public debate,
Most of the general prosecutor's investigative work on Burisma focused
on three separate cases, and most stopped abruptly once Shokin was
fired. The most prominent of the Burisma cases was transferred to a
different Ukrainian agency, closely aligned with the U.S. Embassy in Kiev,
known as the National Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine (NABU),
according to the case file and current General Prosecutor Yuriy Lutsenko.

NABU closed that case, and a second case involving alleged improper
money transfers in London was dropped when Ukrainian officials failed to
file the necessary documents by the required deadline. The general
prosecutor's office successfully secured a multimillion-dollar judgment in
a tax evasion case, Lutsenko said. He did not say who was the actual
defendant in that case,
As a result, the Biden family appeared to have escaped the potentla! for an
embarrassing inquiry overseas in the final days of the Obama
administration and during an election in which Democrat Hillary Clinton
was running for president ln 2016,
But then, as Biden's 2020 campaign ramped up over the past year.
Lutsenko - the Ukrainian prosecutor that Biden once hailed as a "solid"
replacement for Shokln - began looking into what happened wlth the
Burisma case that had been shut down.
Lutsenko told me that, while reviewing the Burisma investigative files, he
discovered '•'members of the Board obtained funds as we!! as another U.S.based legal entity, Rosemont Seneca Partners LLC, for consulting
services."
Lutsenko said some of the evidence he knows about in the Burisma case
may interest U.S. authorities and he'd like to present that information to
new U.S. Attorney Genera! William Barr, particularly the vice president's
intervention.
"Unfortunately, Mr. Biden had correlated and connected this aid with
some of the HR {personnel) issues and changes in the prosecutor's office,"
Lutsenko said.

Nazar Kholodnytskyi, the lead anti-corruption prosecutor in Lutsenko's
office, confirmed to me in an interview that part of the Burisma
investigation was reopened in 2018, after Joe Biden made his rnmarks.
"We were able to start this case again," Kholodnytskyi said,
But he said the separate Ukrainian police agency that investigates
corruption has dragged its feet in gathering evidence. "We don't see any
result from this case one year after the reopening because of some
external influence," he said, declining to be more specific.

Ukraine ls in the middle of a h?I._tj:t~.9..b..~ presidential e!ectiq.D., is a
frequent target of intelligence operations by neighboring Russia and
suffers from rampant political corruption nationwide. Thus, many
Americans might take the restart of the Burisma case with a grain of salt
and rightfully so.
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But what makes Lutsenko·s account compelling is that federal authonties
in America, in an entirely different case, uncovered financial records
showing just how mlich Hunter Blden's and Archer's company received
from Burisma while Joe Biden acted as Obama's point man on Ukraine.
Between April 2014 and October 2015, more than $3 million was paid out
of Burisma accounts to an account linked to Bid en's and Archer's
Rosemont Seneca firm, e._~9qrdingJ9JJ:t~ fLr:i?-n9ial (.e~orc:t1,, placed in a
federal court file in Manhattan in an unrelated case against Archer.
The bank records show that, on most months when Burisma money
flowed, two wire transfers of $83,333,33 each were sent to the Rosemont
Seneca-connected account on the same day. The same Rosemont
Seneca-linked account typically then would pay Hunter Bi den one or
more payments ranging from $5,000 to $25,000 each. Prosecutors
1eviewed internal company documents and wanted to interview Hunter
Bid en and i\rcher about why they had received such payments, according
to interviews.
Lutsenko said Ukrainian company board members legally can pay
themselves for work they do if it benefits the company·s bottom line. but
prosecutors never got to determine the merits of the payments to
Rosemont because of the way the investigation was shut down.
As for Joe Biden·s Intervention in getting Lutsenko's predecessor fired In
the midst of the Burisma investigation, Lutsenko suggested that was a
matter to discuss with Attorney Genera! Barr: "Of course, I would be
happy to have a conversation with him about this issue."
As the now-completed Russia collusion investigation showed us, eveI·y
American deserves the right to be presumed innocent until evidence is
made public or J conviction is secured, especially when some matters of
a case involve foreigners. The same presumption should be afforded to
Joe Biden, Hunter Biden, Devon Archer and Burisma in the Ukraine case.

Nonetheless, some hard questions should be answered by Bi den as he
prepares, potentially, to
f_or..pr~sjden~. ii} 2Q29: Was it appropriate for
your son and his firm to cash in on Ukraine while you served as point man
for Ukraine policy? What work was performed for the money Hunter
Bi den's firm received? Did you know about the Burismv probe? And when
it was publicly announced that your son worked for Burisma, should you
have recused yourself from leveraging a U.S. pohcy to pressure the
prosecutor who very publicly pursued Burisma?

run

John Solomon is an award-winning investigative journalist whose work ovei
the years has e-.:posed U.S. and FBI intelligence failures before the Sept. 11
attacks, federal scientists' misuse of foster children and veterans in drug
experiments, and numerous cases of political corruption. He serves as an
investigative columnist and executive vice president for video at The Hill,
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Senate Republicans are plotting a speedy acquittal of President Trump as
they strategize ahead of the impeachment trial.
After weeks of public haggling from within the caucus, GOP senators are
largely lining up behind a shorter proceeding with few, if any, witnesses,
paving the way for them to hand Trump an early election-year victory.
Sen. Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.) said his goal is "to have as short a trial as
possible."
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"I think there's a desire by senators, quite honestly, to get this chapter
closed and moved forward," Graham told reporters.

Sen. Kevin Cramer {R-N.D.) said that when it comes to a trial "shorter is
better," and that he thought his colleagues were coalescing behind that.
"I think shorter is better for lots of reasons," Cramer said. "I think people
are ready to move on,"
Republicans are also stressing though that they don't want to simply
dismiss the articles against Trump. The House voted earlier this month to
impeach Trump on two counts: one charging him with abuse of power in
his dealings with Ukraine and the second with obstructing Congress
during its Investigation of those actions.
"I'm ready to get this thing and get it done," said Sen. David Perdue (RGa,). "It's time for him to have his day in court. ... I don't want to a vote to
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dismiss. I want a vote to acquit The president deserves to have due
process."

Graham, who previously advocated dismissing the articles, added that
a "motion dismissed will not stand .... I don't want a motion to dismiss. I
want a vote on the articles themselves."
Sen. Rand Paul (R-Ky.), who has emerged as a close ally of Trump's, has
floated trying to dismiss the article, including telling The Washini]ton
PQ?! in November that he would make the motion "as soon as we possibly
can." A motion to dismiss would need 51 votes, and members of GOP
leadership have suggested it would fall short.
Asked after the House impeachment vote if he still wanted to dismiss the
articles instead of going through a trial, Paul sidestepped, telling The Hill
that the "whole idea of the impeachment inquiry was ill-conceived ... so I
think the quicker it can be done the better."
The embrace of a brief impeachment trial comes after the White House
and top congressional allies initially called for a lengthy trial that would

Law professor writes
Kentucky newspaper op-

ground 2020 contenders in Washington into the early voting states and
give Trump a public forum to probe former Vice Pres1dent Joe Biden,
Hunter Biden and Ukraine,

Sen. Josh Hawley (R-Mo.), who has left the door open to having witnesses,
said if the White House is okay with skipping calling individuals to testify
that he is ready to vote on the articles and move on.
'Tm ready to vote now," Hawley said. "I think the articles are a joke."

The Early Signs of Spinal
Muscle Atrophy

The change among GOP senators mirrors a similar shift in tone coming
from the White House.
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Former Democratic
senator on McConnell

BY INVEST IN CANADA

White House spokesman Hogan Gidley told reporters earlier this month
that the president "has made clear" that he wants witnesses including the

Whistleblower's lawyer
questions GOP senator's

Bidens and House Intelligence Committee Chairman Adam Schiff (DCalif.).
But White House director of legislative affairs Eric Ueland told CBS News
late last week that, similar to former special counsel Robert Muller's
investigation into the 2016 election, "the facts belie the allegation and the
facts speak very strongly for themselves."
"The president is working closely and collaboratively with Leader
McConnell," Ueland added, asked if the president wants witnesses or not.
McConnell hasn't given an exact timeframe for how long he thinks a trial
should take. While he's repeatedly stressed that the Senate GOP caucus
writ large hasn't made a final decision on witnesses, he told Fox News
Radio that he does not believe witnesses are necessary.
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"Do we know enough? Have we learned enough after listening to all this to
go on and vote on the two very weak articles of Impeachment? Or do we

want to have a show trial in which both sides try to embarrass the other
and put on a, you know, an embarrassing scene, frankly, for the American
people?," McConnell said, characterizing the decision on witnesses.
"Obviously, I think we've heard enough. After we've heard the arguments,
we ought to vote and move on," he added.
The timeframe, and whether or not to call witnesses, isn't completely up
to McConnell. The GOP leader, who likes to keep a tight grip on the floor,
has said he doesn't have as much "ball control" during an impeachment
trial.
Fifty-one senators will decide whether or not to call witnesses. During the
Clinton impeachment trial senators voted along party lines to sign off on
closed-door depositions with three individuals.
Democrats say they also want a quick trial, but one that would include
testimony from witnesses and document requests. Minority Leader

Charles Schumer (D-N.Y.) said his caucus's priority for the trial was that it
was "fair and speedy."
"I have proposed a very reasonable structure that would do just that;' he
told reporters.
Schumer, in a letter sent earlier this month to McConnell, outlined a
roughly two-week timeframe for the first phase of the trial, including 24
hours each for the House impeachment managers and Trump's team to
submit their case, followed by 16 hours for senators to ask questions.
Republicans, while taking issue with Schumer's call for witnesses, have
signaled they could support his outline for how the first part of a trial
should go and how long it should last.
"I think we should take that on the first phase," said Sen. Ron Johnson (RWis.), referring to the Democratic proposal. "That seemed pretty
reasonable."
Sen. Roy Blunt (Mo.), the No. 4 Senate Republican, said that Schumer's
estimate for phase one "sounded about right."
No Republican senators have signaled that they will support Schumer's
witness request, which includes former national security adviser

John Bolton and acting White House chief of staff Mick Mulvaney, nor his
request that the Senate passes a resolution at the start of the trial that
would cover both witnesses and procedure.
During the Clinton trial the Senate passed a resolution at the outset on the
rules and then a second resolution after the proceeding started calling for
three witnesses to testify behind closed doors.
Sen. Susan Collins (R-Maine), one of the senators Democrats are hoping to
win over, told WGAN, a Maine radio station, that she thought the Clinton
process was a "good model."
In an attempt to get Democrats to back down on witnesses, some
Republicans are warning that if Democrats push the issue they could try
to call individuals that Democrats oppose asking to testify, including
Hunter Biden.
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"Well, if we go down in the witness path, we're going to want the
whistleblower. We're going to want Hunter Biden. You can see here that
this is the kind of mutual assured destruction episode that will go on for a
long time," McConnell told Fox News Radio.
Republicans believe they could have an advantage because the
administration is expected to exert executive privilege to prevent
Mulvaney or Bolton from testifying, setting up a lengthy court battle for
Senate Democrats.
Sen. John Kennedy (R-La.) made that point during a recent closed-door
caucus lunch, telling his colleagues that while Democrats' witnesses
could be tied up in a months-long court battle the GOP witness wish list
would not currently face the same fight, according to a Republican
senator who attended the lunch.
Kennedy echoed his warning publicly during a Fox News interview
pledging that if Democrats want a "full-blown trial." by calling witnesses
Republicans oppose, GOP senators would follow suit.
"If they want a trial," he said, "my God, we are going to have a trial."
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Senate Intelligence Committee Chairman Richard Burr (R·N.C) said on
Thursday that he does not think the identity of the whist!eblower at the
center of the House impeachment inquiry should be publicly disclosed.
Asked by reporters if he wanted the individual's identity to be made
public, Burr told reporters that he "never" thought that.

"We protect whistlebtowers. We protect witnesses
added.

in

our committee," Burr

His comments come as President Trump and some of his allies on Capitol
Hill have called for the whistleblower to come forward and for the
individual's name to be publicly released.
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"[But] l think we should allow the president to know who the accuser is.
And I think the whist!eblower statute is being terribly abused here," Sen.
Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.), the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, told
reporters earlier this week.
Sen. Rand Paul (R•Ky.) also called for the media to publicly out the
whist!eblower during a rally with Trump !n Kentucky - to the
90.!)Ster~ation o(m~ny,.of his <?O.l_!eagu~~ telling reporters: "Do your job
and print his name"
Burr's committee is reviewing the process behind the whistleblower
complaint, the handling of which created a high-profile split within the

https://thehilt.com'homenev.s/senate/469455-senate-intel-chair•doesnt•want•v.histteblowers•identity-disclosed
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The complaint - tied to Trump asking Ukraine to open a probe into former
Vice President Joe Biden and his son Hunter Biden - is also at the center
of the House impeachment inquiry, which is looking into whether or not
Trump conditioned aid to the country on it agreeing to open up an
investigation.

Burr, however, does want to-sp~ak_yVit~ ~.he w~jst[~.bl..owe_r as part of his
committee's investigation into the process,
Lawyers for the whist!eb!ower have offered to have the individual provide
written answers to questions under oath, But Burr told The Hill late last
week that the setup was "not acceptable."

Republican group
targets Graham in ad ...

"We have a proven track record ot protecting people's identity," Burr
added at the time.
He added on Thursday that he believed the whist!eblower's attorneys had
done a "reversal" since they made initial contact about making the
individual available
sent us a letter
"! just think that they were disingenuous when they
saying how anxious they were to come before the committee," he added.
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Ukrainian !aw enforcement officials believe they have evidence of
wrongdoing by American Democrats and their allies in Kiev, ranging from
2016 election interference to obstructing criminal probes. But, they say,
they've been thwarted in trying to get the Trump Justice Department to

act
Kostiantyn Kulyk, deputy head of the Prosecutor General's International
Legal Cooperation Department, told me he and other senior !aw
enforcement officials tried unsuccessfully since last year to get visas from
the U.S. Embassy in kiev to deliver their evidence to Washington.
"We were supposed to share this information during a working trip to the
United States," Kulyk told me in a wide-ranging interview. "However, the
(U.S,) ambassador blocked us from obtaining a visa. She didn't explicitly
deny our visa, but also didn't give 1t to us."
One focus of Ukrainian investigators, Ku!yk said, has been money spirited
unlawfully out of Ukraine and moved to the United States by businessmen
friendly to the prior, pro-Russia regime of Viktor Yanukovych.

17~/';Qb,I.Cl)

Paper mache lanterns

released for New Year
caused German zoo fire

Ukrainian businessmen "authorized payments for lobbying efforts directed
at the U.S. government," he told me. "ln addition, these payments were
made from funds that were acquired during the money-laundering
operation. We have information that a U.S. company was involved in these

https'.//thehi!t,com/opinion/white-house/437719-ukrainian-to-us-prosecutors-why-dont-you-want-our-evidence-on-democrats
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pa\nnents." That company is tied to one or more prominent Democrats,
Ukrainian officials insist.

In another instance, he said, Ukrainian authorities gathered evidence that
money paid to an American Democrat allegedly was hidden by Ukraine's
N~t(o!)9!}.,n,ti-Cq_r__U,!Q_rj_Q!_"l_~!,J!!~J1,Y (NABU) during the 2016 election under
pressure from U.S. officials, "!n the course of this investigation, we found
that there was a situation during which influence was exerted on the
NABU, so that the name of [the American] would not be mentioned:' he
said.
Ukraine is infamous for corruption and disinformation operations; its
police agencies fight over what is considered evidence of wrongdoing.
Ku!yk and his bosses even have polltica! fights over who should and
shouldn't be prosecuted. Consequently, allegations emanating from Kiev
usually are taken with a 91ain a salt.

News media take losing
streak into 2020

But many of the allegations shared with me by more than a half-dozen
senior Ukrainian officials are supported by evidence that emerged in
recent U.S. court filings and intelligence reports. The Ukrainians told me
their evidence includes:
Sworn statements from two Ukrainian officials admitting that their
agency tried to toft1.t~rq~ tti~)OJ§ ~.S~ presi<J~r')ti~! ~J~"c_t[QQ in favor of
Hillary Clinton, The effort included leaking an alleged ledger showing
payments to then-Trump campaign chairman Paul Manafort;

Demolishing the Trump
campaign's holiday

Contacts between Democratic figures in Washington and Ukrainian
officials that involved passing along dirt on Donald Trump;

The Early Signs of COPD

Financial records showing a Ukrainian natural gas company [O!Jt?d
tlJ~D- $1 rr:i}ll!on to American accounts tied to Hunter Bid en,
younger son of then-Vice President Joe Biden. who managed U.S.Ukraine relations for the Obama administration. Biden's son served on
the board of a Ukrainian natural gas company, Bunsrna Holdings;
!J!Ofe

Records that Vice President Biden pressured Ukrninian officials in
March 2016 to fire the prosecutor who oversaw an investigation of
Burisma Holdings and who planned to interview Hunter Biden about
the financial transfers;

•in 2020, it's Democrats'
absurdity vs. Trumpian

Correspondence showing members of the State Department and U.S.
Embassy in Kiev interfered or applied pressure in criminal cases on
Ukrainian soil;
Disbursements of as much as $7 billion in Ukrainian funds that
prosecutors believe may have been misappropriated or taken out of
the country. including to the United States.
Ukrainian officials say they don't want to hand the evidence to FBI agents
working in Ukraine because they believe the bureau has a close
relationship with the NABU and the U.S. Embassy. "It is no secret in
Ukrainian µol1tical circles that the NABU was created with American help
and tried to exert influence during the U.S. presidential election," Kulyk
told me.
Kulyk's boss, Prosecutor General Yuriy Lutsenko. told me he has enough
evidence
particularly involving Biden, his family and money spirited out
of Ukraine - to warrant a meeting with U.S. Attorney Genera! William Barr.

https://thehi!l.com/opinion/white-house/437719~ukrainian-to-us-prosecutors-why~dont-you-want-our-evidence-on-democrats
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"I'm looking forward to meeting with the attorney general of the United
States in order to start and facilitate our joint investigation regarding the
appropriation of another $7 billion in U.S. dollars with Ukrainian legal
origin," Lutsenko said.
I wrote last week that Biden, in 2016, pressured Ukrainian President Petro
Poroshenko to fire Ukraine's top prosecutor, Viktor Shokin, who was
investigating Burisma.
Kulyk confirmed Ukraine is investigating that alleged incident: "We have
evidence and witnesses stating that Joe Biden applied pressure on
Ukrainian law enforcement to stop the investigation."
Ukrainians officials have gone public in recent days with their frustrations
after months of trying to deliver the evidence quietly to the Trump
Department of Justice (DOJ) fizzled. Unable to secure visas from the U.S.
Embassy, some Ukrainian law enforcement officials sought backdoor
channels. Kulyk said.
One of those avenues involved reaching out last fall to a former federal
prosecutor from the George W. Bush years. according to interviews. He
delivered a written summary of some of the Ukrainian allegations to the
U.S. attorney's office in Manhattan, along with an offer to connect U.S.
investigators with individuals purporting to have the evidence. There was
no response or follow-up, according to multiple people directly familiar
with the effort.
More recently, President Trump's private attorney Rudy Giuliani - former
mayor and former U.S. attorney in New York City - learned about some of
the allegations while. on behalf of the Trump legal team. he looked into
Ukrainian involvement in the 2016 election.
Since then, Lutsenko and others have talked with other American lawyers
about helping to file U.S. legal action to recover money they believe was
wrongly taken from their country.
"It's like no one at DOJ is listening. There is some compelling evidence
that should at least be looked at, evaluated, but the door seems shut at
both State and Justice," said an American who has been contacted for
help and briefed on the evidence.
State Department officials declined to address whether they denied or

slow-walked visas for Ukrainian officials. "Visa records are confidential
under U.S. law; therefore. we cannot discuss the details of individual visa
cases," a department spokesperson said.
Ukraine's evidence, if true, would mark the first documented allegation of
Democrats receiving assistance from a foreign power in their efforts to
help Clinton win the 2016 election.
"It looks like there is some evidence emerging that there could have been
a proxy war between Russia and Ukraine to secure their preferred
American president during the 2016 race," said a former top intelligence
official who now advises the Trump administration on intelligence policy.
There is public-source information, in Ukraine and in the United States,
that gives credence to some of what Ukrainian prosecutors allege.
A court in Ukraine formally concluded that law enforcement officials there
illegally tried to intervene in the 2016 U.S. election by leaking documents
of Manafort's business dealings after he was named Trump's campaign
https:llthehiU.com/oplnion.lNhlte-house/437719-ukralnian-to-us-prosecutors.why-dont•you-want-our-evldence-on,domoaats
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chairman. And a Ukrainian parliamentarian released a purported tape
recording of a top Ukrainian law enforcement official bragging that he was
responsible for the leak and was trying to help Clinton win.
Lutsenko toJd Mill.TV in an interview aired last week that he has opened a
criminal investigation into those allegations.
Nellie Ohr, wife of a senior Justice official and a researcher for the Fusion
GPS opposition research firm, testified to Congress last year that some of
Fusion GPS's research on Trump-Russia ties c~me fr9m ~ Utrainian
p_a_rliafD_~n-~91@_!]. The Democratic Party and the Clinton campaign paid
Fusion GPS to dig up ditt on Trump.
Although Ohr acknowledged the Ukrainian source, lawmakers did not
press her to be more specific.
And Politico r~ported !n ~01? on evidence of Ukraine's U.S. embassy
helping the Clinton campaign to discredit Trump. "A Ukrainian-American
operative who was consulting for the Democratic National Committee met
with top officials 1n the Ukrainian Embassy in Washington in an effort to
expose ties between Trump, top cJmpaign aide Paul Manafort and Russia,"
the newspaper reported.
Separately, the conservative nonprofit Citizens United last month filed a
lawsuit seeking to force the State Department to disclose all information it
possesses about Hunter Biden and his business partners involved with
Ukraine-based Burisma Holdings
!f Ukrainian prosecutors can augment their allegations with real evidence,
there could be a true case of collusion worth investigating.
The only question is why the U.S. government so far hasn't ta hen interest
and whether Attorney General Barr will change that.

~

John Solomon is an award-winning investigative journalist whose work over
the years has exposed U.S. and FBI intelligence failures before the Sept. 11
attacks, federal scientists' misuse of foster children and veterans in drug
experiments, and numerous cases of political corruption. He serves as an
investigative columnist and executive vice president for video at The Hill.
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To fully grasp what's at stake in the impeachment of Donald Trump, it's important to understand
that the nation's Founders conceived of presidential impeachment as a fundamental safeguard
against corruption in office. To the Founders and other influential theorists of republican political
philosophy, corruption was the great force that had undermined republics throughout history.
https://newrepublic.com/artide/155655/founding-fathers-impeachment-corruption-president-trump
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The Framers were thus preoccupied with stemming corruption-an age-old challenge made all
the more urgent by the Founders' experience under British rule. Talk of corruption and its
remedies pervaded the debates at the Constitutional Convention. As political scientist James D.
Savage has observed, James Madison's notes on the convention indicate that 15 delegates used the
word "corruption" no fewer than 54 times, and as law professor Zephyr Teachout has noted,
corruption figured prominently in the constitutional delegates' deliberations on almost a quarter
of the 115 days that the Constitutional Convention met.
The Founders wanted to ensure that in the United States, unlike in Europe, the nation's leaders
would be dependent on "We the People"-not on those who would give them financial benefits.
They also took pains to structure the new American government so that the people's
representatives would make policy decisions based on the national interest, not their own
financial interests. As George Mason warned his fellow delegates at the Constitutional
Convention, "if we do not provide against corruption, our government will soon be at an end."
The Founders were also deeply worried that foreign powers would interfere with America's
internal affairs, undermining the nation's republican institutions and making the country's
leaders subservient to foreign interests. Alexander Haniilton wrote that one of the vulnerabilities
of republics "is that they afford too easy an inlet to foreign corruption:• During the Constitutional
Convention, Elbridge Gerry warned that "[f]oreign powers will intermeddle in our affairs, and
spare no expense to influence them."
The Framers were especially mindful that the nation's new chief executive might be subject to
such influences because the Constitution's design sharply departed from the precursor Articles of
Confederation in establishing a strong executive branch headed by a single president. The
Framers' experiences under the articles had convinced them that a strong executive was essential
-but they also recognized that with great power came the possibility of great abuses: A president
could use the far-reaching authority of his office to benefit himself, at the expense of the people
the president was supposed to be serving.
As Madison remarked, corruption "was more within the compass of probable events" because the

presidency "was to be administered by a single man:• He observed further that the personal
interest of a hereditary monarch was "so interwoven with that of the Nation ... that he was placed
above the danger of being corrupted from abroad"-but that an elected president would, as he put
it, lack "that permanent stake in the public interest which [would] place him out of the reach of
foreign corruption:•
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During the state debates over ratification of the Constitution, former delegate Charles
:::otesworth Pinckney explained that while "kings are less liable to foreign bribery and corruption
... because no bribe that could be given them could compensate the loss they must necessarily
sustain for injuring their dominions ... the situation of a President would be very different:' As a
temporary officeholder, the president "might receive a bribe which would enable him to live in
greater splendor in another country than his own; and when out of office, he was no more
interested in the prosperity of his country than any other patriotic citizen:'

! NEW REPUBLIC ~
Your oniail

In light of these concerns, the Framers
drafted the Constitution to ensure that
"Shall any man be above
'corruption was more effectually guarded
Justice? Above all shall that
against, in the manner this government
man be above it, who can
was constituted, than in any other that had
commit the most extensive
ever been formed:' That's why the
injustice?"
Constitution provides that "[n]o Senator
or Representative shall, during the Time
for which he was elected, be appointed to any civil Office under the Authority of the United
States, which shall have been created, or the Emoluments whereof shall have been encreased
during such time"-a sign of the Framers' worry that legislators' interest in securing future
employment might lead them to act at cross-purposes with the public interest. It's also why-as
the activities of President Trump have forcefully reminded us-the Constitution provides that "no
Person holding any Office of Profit or Trust under them, shall, without the Consent of the
Congress, accept of any present, Emolument, Office, or Title, of any kind whatever, from any
King, Prince, or foreign State:' The Founders specifically mandated that the president "shall not
receive within [the period during which he was elected to serve as president] any Emolument
[other than his fixed compensation] from the United States, or any of the [states]." Indeed, the
Constitution's entire system of checks and balances was aimed, at least in part, at preventing the
corruption of our nation's leaders.
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But the Framers also determined that these checks alone were not sufficient. Instead, the
1ltimate check on an abusive president lies in Article II, Section 4, of the Constitution: "The
}resident ... shall be removed from Office on Impeachment for, and Conviction of, Treason,
Bribery, or other high Crimes and Misdemeanors:' By empowering the Congress to remove the
president for "abuse[s] or violation[s] of some public trust;' they enabled the people's
representatives to render a verdict that a president was abusing his public office to such a degree
that allowing him to remain in it posed a danger to the republic. For example, Hamilton's close
ally, Gouverneur Morris, concluded that impeachment was necessary because "no one would say
that we ought to expose ourselves to the danger of seeing the first magistrate in foreign pay,
without being able to guard against it by displacing him." James Madison argued in favor of
impeachment because, in part, he worried that a president might "betray his trust to foreign
powers:' And George Mason argued that the impeachment power was particularly necessary to
guard against abuses by the president, whose vulnerability to corruption represented the most
dangerous threat to democratic governance: "Shall any man be above Justice? Above all shall that
man be above it, who can commit the most extensive injustice?"
In specifying that the president shall be removed for "Treason, Bribery, or other high Crimes and
Misdemeanors;' the Framers were plainly concerned, as Laurence Tribe and Joshua Matz have put
t, about "abuse of power, corruption, and injury to the nation:' As they explain, bribery at the
time of the Constitution's framing did not refer exclusively to quid pro quo corruption as it is
often defined today; instead, the term was used far more broadly. And in using that term in the
Constitution, the Framers were making clear that a president who would engage in the "corrupt
exercise of power in exchange for a personal benefit" should not be able to remain in office.
Likewise, while the term "high Crimes and Misdemeanors" was not defined in the Constitution,
this term reflects the Framers' preoccupation with abuses of the public trust that could harm the
national interest. As Professor Michael]. Gerhardt has written in The George Washington Law
Review, the Framers were concerned about "the kinds of abuses of power or injuries to the
Republic that only could be committed by public officials by virtue of the public offices or
privileges that they held:' That characterization doubles as a concise account of President Donald
Trump's many abuses of the office of the presidency.

Brianne Gorod is chief counsel tor the Constitutional Accountability Center.
Elizabeth Wydra is president of the Cons'
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During Fridays impeachment hearings, Marie Yovanovitch, the former U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine,
discussed the countrys post-So·viet legacy if corruption.
https:/lwww.newyorker.com/news/our-columnists/the-corruption-of-the-word-corruption-and-so--much-e!se-amid-the--impeachment-hearlngs
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Photograph by Erin Schaff/ NYT / Redux

orruption is at the center of the impeachment inquiry. Foreign-policy officials
have testified that they worked to help Ukraine fight its entrenched corruption.
The Democrats are alleging that President Donald Trump and his personal lawyer
Rudy Giuliani, along with Giuliani's two partner-helpers, Lev Parnas and Igor Fruman,
tried to divert American foreign policy to their own corrupt ends, by instigating an
investigation into ostensible corruption. Finally, the President's defenders maintain that
he had valid concerns about corruption in Ukraine, and therefore did nothing wrong.
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"Soviet legacy" and reminded her audience that the Ukrainian Revolution of Dignity,
in 2014, was essentially a revolt against corruption. Indeed, it was an act of obscene
corruption that precipitated the revolution. In the fall of 2013, Ukraine was slated to
sign a trade agreement with the European Union. But when the Russian President,
Vladimir Putin, offered to buy fifteen billion dollars' worth of Ukrainian government
bonds and reduce gas prices, the Ukrainian President, Viktor Yanukovych, abruptly
backed out of the European agreement, and the Ukrainian people took to the streets.
It's important to understand that Ukrainian revolutionaries, who went on to spend a
long winter in Kiev's central square, were not united in their desire to have a treaty with
the European Union. What brought them together was their desire to have an
accountable government and their outrage toward Yanukovich.
The problem withYanukovich's willingness to accept Russia's generous aid was that he
was acting not in the national interest but in his own: he stood to line his pockets--or
gild his bathroom fixtures, as the case may be-by siphoning off a portion of every
https://Www.newyorker.com/newslour-colurnnlstsllh&<crruption-of•the-wortl-corruption-arnko-much-else-amld-1he-impeachment•hearings
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dollar that came from Putin. This is how corruption in post-Soviet states works. It does
not look like lowly civil servants extracting bribes from citizens in exchange for
services, although that happens, too. Instead, corruption looks like the people in charge
using the instruments of government in order to accumulate wealth. Corruption is
integral to the system.
In testimony during a closed-door impeachment hearing, Fiona Hill, a former National
Security Council official in the Trump Administration, said that corruption posed a
threat to democracies in post-Soviet states because many of them "weren't particularly
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posr-;:,0V1et states.
But corruption is not only an integral feature of many post-Soviet power systems, it is
also a powerful weapon in the hands of post-Soviet autocrats. Dozens of former civil
servants, including governors and federal ministers, have been jailed on corruption
charges in Russia. Accusations of corruption have been used to persecute the theatre
director K.irill Serebrennikov (because his theatre received state funding) and even the
anti-corruption activist Alexei Navalny (because he acted as an unpaid consultant to a
governor at one point, and because he and his brother owned a company that allegedly
undercut the national postal service). Because nothing works without corruption, every
civil servant is always somehow outside the law-always vulnerable to accusations of
corruption and therefore always either controllable or easy to eliminate. When
everyone is implicated in corruption, the fight against corruption can be waged only
selectively, and this subverts the possibility of the rule of law, thereby reinforcing the
structure that rests on corruption.
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Perhaps Trump intuited the potential of corruption-as-cudgel, or perhaps his lawyer's
associates suggested it. Either way, it was exactly the instrument that he was trying to
use when he demanded that Ukraine launch a corruption investigation into Hunter
Biden's business dealings. In other words, Trump was deploying both edges of the
corruption sword: he was using the power of his office to his personal political ends,
and he was wielding the accusation of corruption in the way an autocrat wields it.
When the Republicans on the House Intelligence Committee defend the President's
actions, by asserting that he was concerned about corruption in Ukraine, they become
accomnlices in his autocratic attemnt.

Read more great writing
from The New Yorker.
THE ULTI\A-WEALTHY
WHO ARGUE THAT THEY
SHOULD BE PAYING
HIGHER TAXES
LEHEH fR0'-'1 rnl1~v,
WAS\Hl'\;(.!0\l

OUR YEAR OF
TRUMPSCH MERZ

Masha Gessen, a staffwriter at The New Yorker, is the author often books, including, most
recently, "The Future I, History: How Totalitarianism Reclaimed Russia," which won the
National Book Award in 2017. Rmd more»
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THE INVENTION-AND REINVENTION-OF
IMPEACHMENT
It's the ultimate political weapon. But we've never agreed on what it's for.
By Jill Lepore
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ird-eyed Aaron Burr was wanted for murder in two states when he presided over
the impeachment trial of Supreme Court Justice Samuel Chase in the Senate, in
1805. The House had impeached Chase, a Marylander, on seven articles of misconduct
and one article of rudeness. Burr had been indicted in New Jersey, where, according to
the indictment, "not having the fear of God before his eyes but being moved and
seduced by the instigation of the Devil," he'd killed Alexander Hamilton, the former
Secretary of the Treasury, in a duel. Because Hamilton, who was shot in the belly, died
in New York, Burr had been indicted there, too. Still, the Senate met in Washington,
and, until Burr's term expired, he held the title of Vice-President of the United States.

B

The public loves an impeachment, until the public hates an impeachment. For the
occasion of Chase's impeachment trial, a special gallery for lady spectators had been
built at the back of the Senate chamber. Burr, a Republican, presided over a Senate of
twenty-five Republicans and nine Federalists, who sat, to either side of him, on two
rows of crimson cloth-covered benches. They faced three rows of green cloth-covered
benches occupied by members of the House of Representatives, Supreme Court
Justices, and President Thomas Jefferson's Cabinet. The House managers (the
impeachment-trial equivalent of prosecutors), led by the Virginian John Randolph, sat
at a table covered with blue cloth; at another blue table sat Chase and his lawyers, led
by the red-faced Maryland attorney general, Luther Martin, a man so steady of heart
and clear of mind that in 1787 he'd walked out of the Constitutional Convention, and
refused to sign the Constitution, after objecting that its countenancing of slavery was
"inconsistent with the principles of the Revolution and dishonorable to the American
character." Luther (Brandybottle) Martin had a weakness for liquor. This did not
impair him. As a wise historian once remarked, Martin "knew more law drunk than the
managers did sober."
Impeachment is an ancient relic, a rusty legal instrument and political weapon first
wielded by the English Parliament, in 1376, to wrest power from the King by charging
his ministers with abuses of power, convicting them, removing them from office, and
throwing them in prison. Some four hundred years later, impeachment had all but
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vanished from English practice when American delegates to the Constitutional
Convention provided for it in Article II, Section 4: "The President, Vice President and
all civil Officers of the United States, shall be removed from Office on Impeachment
for, and Conviction of, Treason, Bribery, or other high Crimes and Misdemeanors."
It's one thing to know this power exists. It's another to use it. In one view, nicely
expressed by an English solicitor general in 1691, "The power of impeachment ought
to be, like Goliath's sword, kept in the temple, and not used but on great occasions."Yet
this autumn, in the third year of the Presidency ofDonaldJ. Trump, House Democrats
have unsheathed that terrible, mighty sword. Has time dulled its blade?
mpeachment is a terrible power because it was forged to counter a terrible power:
the despot who deems himself to be above the law. The delegates to the
Constitutional Convention included impeachment in the Constitution as a
consequence of their knowledge of history, a study they believed to be a prerequisite for
holding a position in government. From their study of English history, they learned
what might be called the law of knavery: there aren't any good ways to get rid of a bad
king. Really, there were only three ways and they were all horrible: civil war, revolution,
or assassination. England had already endured the first and America the second, and no
one could endorse the third. "What was the practice before this in cases where the
chief Magistrate rendered himself obnoxious?" Benjamin Franklin asked at the
Convention. "Recourse was had to assassination, in which he was not only deprived of

I

his life but of the opportunity of vindicating his character."
But the delegates knew that Parliament had come up with another way: clipping the
King's wings by impeaching his ministers. The House of Commons couldn't attack the
King directly because of the fiction that the King was infallible ("perfect," as Donald
Trump would say), so, beginning in 1376, they impeached his favorites, accusing Lord
William Latimer and Richard Lyons of acting "falsely in order to have advantages for
their own use." Latimer, a peer, insisted that he be tried by his peers-that is, by the
House of Lords, not the House of Commons-and it was his peers who convicted him
and sent him to prison. That's why, today, the House is preparing articles of
impeachment against Trump, acting as his accusers, but it is the Senate that will judge
his innocence or his guilt.
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Parliament used impeachment to thwart monarchy's tendency toward absolutism, with
mixed results. After conducting at least ten impeachments between 1376 and 1450,
Parliament didn't impeach anyone for more than a hundred and seventy years, partly
because Parliament met only when the King summoned it, and, if Parliament was
going to impeach his ministers, he'd show them by never summoning it, unless he really
had to, as when he needed to levy taxes. He, or she: during the forty-five years of
Elizabeth I's reign, Parliament was in session for a total of three. Parliament had forged
a sword. It just couldn't ever get into Westminster to take it out of its sheath.
The Englishman responsible for bringing the ancient practice of impeachment back
into use was Edward Coke, an investor in the Virginia Company who became a
Member of Parliament in 1589. Coke, a profoundly agile legal thinker, had served as
Elizabeth I's Attorney General and as ChiefJustice under her successor,James I. In
1621-two years after the first Africans, slaves, landed in the Virginia colony and a year
after the Pilgrims, dissenters, landed at a place they called Plymouth-Coke began to
insist that Parliament could debate whatever it wanted to, and soon Parliament began
arguing that it ought to meet regularly. To build a case for the supremacy of Parliament,
Coke dug out of the archives a very old document, the Magna Carta of 1215, calling it
England's "ancient constitution," and he resurrected, too, the ancient right of
Parliament to impeach the King's ministers. Parliament promptly impeached Coke's
chief adversary, Francis Bacon, the Lord Chancellor, for bribery; Bacon was convicted,
removed from office, and reduced to penury.James then dissolved Parliament and
locked up Coke in the Tower of London.

President Trump Is Impeached
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Something of a political death match followed between Parliament and James and his
Stuart successors Charles I and Charles II, over the nature of rule. In 1626, the House
of Commons impeached the Duke of Buckingham for "maladministration" and
corruption, including failure to safeguard the seas. But the King,James's son, Charles I,
forestalled a trial in the House of Lords by dismissing Parliament. After Buckingham
died, Charles refused to summon Parliament for the next eleven years. In 1649, he was
beheaded for treason. After the restoration of the monarchy, in 1660, under Charles II,
Parliament occasionally impeached the King's ministers, but in 1716 stopped doing so
altogether. Because Parliament had won. It had made the King into a flightless bird.
\Vhy the Americans should have resurrected this practice in 1787 is something of a
puzzle, until you remember that all but one of England's original thirteen American
colonies had been founded before impeachment went out of style. Also, while
Parliament had gained power relative to the King, the Colonial assemblies remained
virtually powerless, especially against the authority of Colonial governors, who, in most
colonies, were appointed by the King. To clip their governors'wings, Colonial
assemblies impeached the governors' men, only to find their convictions overturned by
the Privy Council in London, which acted as an appellate court. Colonial lawyers
pursuing these cases dedicated themselves to the study of the impeachments against
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the three Stuart kings. John Adams owned a copy of a law book that defined
"impeachment" as "the Accusation and Prosecution of a Person for Treason, or other
Crimes and Misdemeanors." Steeped in the lore of Parliament's seventeenth-century
battles with the Stuarts, men like Adams considered the right of impeachment to be
one of the fundamental rights of Englishmen. And when men like Adams came to
write constitutions for the new states, in the seventeen-seventies and eighties, they
made sure that impeachment was provided for. In Philadelphia in 1787, thirty-three of
the Convention's fifty-five delegates were trained as lawyers; ten were or had been
judges. As Frank Bowman, a law professor at the University of Missouri, reports in a
new book, "High Crimes and Misdemeanors: A History oflmpeachment for the Age
of Trump," fourteen of the delegates had helped draft constitutions in their own states
that provided for impeachment. In Philadelphia, they forged a new sword out of very
old steel. They Americanized impeachment.

T

his new government would have a President, not a king, but Americans agreed on
the need for a provision to get rid of a bad one. All four of the original plans for a
new constitution allowed for Presidential impeachment. When the Constitutional
Convention began, on May 25, 1787, impeachment appears to have been on nearly
everyone's mind, not least because Parliament had opened its first impeachment
investigation in more than fifty years, on April 3rd, against a Colonial governor of
India, and the member charged with heading the investigation was England's famed
supporter of American independence, Edmund Burke. What with one thing and
another, impeachment came up in the Convention's very first week.

A President is not a king; his power would be checked by submitting himself to an
election every four years, and by the separation of powers. But this did not provide
"sufficient security," James Madison said. "He might pervert his administration into a
scheme of peculation or oppression. He might betray his trust to foreign powers." Also,
voters might make a bad decision, and regret it, well in advance of the next election.
"Some mode of displacing an unfit magistrate is rendered indispensable by the
fallibility of those who choose, as well as by the corruptibility of the man chosen," the
Virginia delegate George Mason said.
How impeachment actually worked would be hammered out through cases like the
impeachment of Samuel Chase, a Supreme Court Justice, but, at the Constitutional
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Convention, nearly all discussion ofimpeachment concerned the Presidency. ("Vice
President and all civil Officers"was added only at the very last minute.) A nation that
had cast off a king refused to anoint another. "No point is of more importance than
that the right of impeachment should continue," Mason said. "Shall any man be above
Justice? Above all shall that man be above it, who can commit the most extensive
injustice?"
Most of the discussion involved the nature of the conduct for which a President could
be impeached. Early on, the delegates had listed, as impeachable offenses, "mal-practice
or neglect of duty," a list that got longer before a committee narrowed it down to
"Treason & bribery." When Mason proposed adding "maladministration," Madison
objected, on the ground that maladministration could mean just about anything. And,
as the Pennsylvania delegate Gouverneur Morris put it, it would not be unreasonable to
suppose that "an election of every four years will prevent maladministration." Mason
therefore proposed substituting "other high crimes and misdemeanors against the
State."
The "high" in "high crimes and misdemeanors" has its origins in phrases that include
the "certain high treasons and offenses and misprisons" invoked in the impeachment of
the Duke of Suffolk, in 1450. Parliament was the "high court," the men Parliament
impeached were of the "highest rank"; offenses that Parliament described as "high"
were public offenses with consequences for the nation. The phrase "high crimes and
misdemeanors"first appeared in an impeachment in 1642, and then regularly, as a
catchall for all manner of egregious wrongs, abuses of authority, and crimes against the
state.

In 1787, the delegates in Philadelphia narrowed their list down to "Treason & bribery,
or other high crimes & misdemeanors against the United States." In preparing the final
draft of the Constitution, the Committee on Style deleted the phrase "against the
United States," presumably because it is implied.
"What, then, is an impeachable offense?" Gerald Ford, the Michigan Republican and
House Minority Leader, asked in 1970. "The only honest answer is that an
impeachable offense is whatever a majority of the House of Representatives considers it
to be at a given moment in history."That wasn't an honest answer; it was a depressingly
cynical one. Ford had moved to impeach Supreme Court Justice William 0. Douglas,
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accusing him of embracing a "hippie-yippie-style revolution," indicting him for a
decadent life style, and alleging financial improprieties, charges that appeared, to Ford's
critics, to fall well short of impeachable offenses. In 2017, Nancy Pelosi claimed that a
President cannot be impeached who has not committed a crime (a position she would
not likely take today). According to "Impeachment: A Citizen's Guide,"by the legal
scholar Cass Sunstein, who testified before Congress on the meaning of"high crimes
and misdemeanors" during the impeachment ofWilliamJefferson Clinton, both Ford
and Pelosi were fundamentally wrong. "High crimes and misdemeanors" docs have a
meaning. An impeachable offense is an abuse of the power of the office that violates
the public trust, runs counter to the national interest, and undermines the Republic. To
believe that words arc meaningless is to give up on truth. To believe that Presidents can
do anything they like is to give up on self-government.

T

he U.S. Senate has held only eighteen impeachment trials in two hundred and
thirty years, and only twice for a President. Because impeachment happens so
infrequently, it's hard to draw conclusions about what it docs, or even how it works,
and, on each occasion, people spend a lot of time fighting over the meaning of the
words and the nature of the crimes. Every impeachment is a political experiment.
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The ordeal of Samuel Chase is arguably the most significant but least studied
impeachment in American history. The Chase impeachment was only the third ever
attempted. In 1797, the House had impeached the Tennessee senator William Blount,
who stood accused of scheming to conspire with the British and to enlist the Creek
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and Cherokee Nations to attack the Spanish, all with the design of increasing the value
of his highly speculative purchase of Western lands. ("Whether the scheme was merely
audacious or just plain crazy remains debatable," Bowman writes, darkly foreshadowing
more recent shenanigans, involving the possible acquisition of Greenland.) The case
rested on a letter allegedly written by Blount, describing this plan; after two senators
said they recognized Blount's handwriting, the Senate expelled him in a vote of 25-1,
and he slinked off to Tennessee. The House had voted to impeach, but Blount's lawyers
argued that senators arc not "civil officers," and so can't be impeached.
("#IMPEACHMITTROMNEY,"Trump tweeted recently. The Blount precedent went some
way toward establishing that this is an impossibility.) The motion to dismiss was read
aloud in the Senate by Jefferson, who was Vice-President at the time.
Samuel Chase's troubles began when Congress passed the 1798 Sedition Act, aimed at
suppressing Republican opposition to John Adams's Federalist Administration. Chase,
riding circuit (which Supreme Court Justices used to do), had presided over the most
notorious persecutions of Republican printers on charges of sedition, including the
conviction of the printer James Callender. The Sedition Act expired on March 3, 1801,
the day before Jefferson's Inauguration, but, through a series of midnight appointments,
Adams had connived to insure that Jefferson inherited a Federalist Supreme Court.
Chase had actively campaigned for Adams and spoke intemperately for the bench,
denouncing Republicans. In an overheated charge to a grand jury in Baltimore, he
attacked Republicanism, describing it as "mobocracy."Jefferson set an impeachment in
motion when he wrote to House Republicans, "Ought this sedition and official attack
on the principles of our Constitution ... go unpunished?"

If the proceedings against Blount tested whether senators could be impeached, the
proceedings against Chase tested a new theory of executive power-that Supreme
Court Justices serve at the pleasure of the President. This test came in the wake of
Marbury v. Madison, in 1803, in which John Marshall's Supreme Court exercised a
prerogative not specified in the Constitution: the Court had declared an act of
Congress unconstitutional. A Republican leader of the Senate told the Massachusetts
senator John Qyincy Adams that he hoped to impeach the entire court.Judicial
independence? Judicial review? No. "If the Judges of the Supreme Court should dare,
AS THEY HAD DONE, to declare an act of Congress unconstitutional ... it was the
undoubted right of the House of Representatives to remove them, for giving such
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opinions, tt he said. "A removal by impeachment was nothing more than a declaration by
Congress to this effect: You hold dangerous opinions, and if you are suffered to carry
them into effect you will work the destruction of the nation."
John Randolph, a steadfast Republican but no lawyer, drafted the articles of
impeachment against Chase, which broadly charged him with prostituting his high
office to the low purpose of partisanship but, narrowly, rested on all manner of
pettiness, including the chare,re that during Callender's trial Chase had used "unusual,
rude, and contemptuous expressions toward the prisoner's counsel" and had engaged in
"repeated and vexatious interruptions."Notwithstanding the weakness of the charges,
not to say their vexatiousness, the House voted to impeach. The trial in the Senate
opened on February 4, 1805.
An impeachment trial is a medieval play, with its mummers and its costumes and its
many-colored doth-covered tables. Chase's trial lasted a month. Burr ran a wellordered court. He warned the senators not to eat apples and cake while in session. I1e
censured them for leaving their scats. He hushed the spectators in the galleries.
The trial turned less on what Chase had done than on whether he could be impeached
for having done those things. John Randolph, though, didn't really have a theory of
impeachment. He had a theory of vengeance. His arguments, a distressed John (Qiincy
Adams wrote in his diary, consisted "altogether of the most hackneyed commonplaces
of popular declamation, mingled up with panegyrics and invectives." Randolph called
eighteen witnesses, few of whom aided his case, and some of whom aided Chase's.
"Saw nothing that struck me as remarkable," one witness, who had attended Callcnder's
trial, said. As an observer put it, "I swear if they go on much farther, they will prove
Judge Chase an angel."
Chase's defense called thirty-one witnesses, including some of Randolph's. Chase's
attorneys said the charges were plainly silly, and they didn't much bother to refute
them, especially since Randolph had done that job so well himself. Instead, they argued
about the nature of impeachment. One of Chase's younger lawycrs,Joseph Hopkinson,
insisted that "no judge can be impeached and removed from office for any act or offense
for which he could not be indicted." In other words, an impeachable offense has to be
an indictable offense: a crime. "High crimes and misdemcanors,"Hopkinson argued,
meant "high crimes" and "high misdemeanors."
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The trial reached its clima.x on February 23rd, when a red-faced Luther Martin rose
from behind the defense's table. He spoke for a day and a halt: expounding on his own
theory of impeachment. A judge could commit a crime, like hitting someone, for which
he could not be impeached. He could even commit a high crime for which he could
not be impeached. All that he could be impeached for were crimes "such as relate to his
office, or which tend to cover the person, who committed them, with turpitude and
infamy; such as show there can be no dependence on that integrity and honor which
will secure the performance of his official duties."To be impeached, Martin said, a
judge had to commit crimes that either derived from his judicial power or were so
horrible, so grotesquely unethical, that they disqualified him from holding a position of
public trust.
Republicans outnumbered l?ederalists in the Senate 25-9. On March 1st, for each
article, Burr asked of each senator, "Is Samuel Chase, Esq., guilty or not guilty of a high
crime or misdemeanor in the article ofimpeachment just read?" A majority voted guilty
for three articles. None earned the required two-thirds super-majority. Six Republicans
broke ranks on all eight articles. By a vote of19-15, the Senate came closest to
convicting Chase on the article regarding his partisan zeal in his charge to the
Baltimore grand jury. Burr stood up. "It becomes my duty to pronounce that Samuel
Chase, Esq., is acquitted," he said. Then he bowed to Chase and left the chamber. As
for Burr, he was never convicted of killing Alexander Hamilton. (Two years later, in an
unrelated incident of amazing sneakiness, he was tried for treason, and acquitted.)
The acquittal of Samuel Chase established the independence of the judiciary. It also
established another principle, as Bowman argues: "The price of the independence
granted by life tenure is abstention from party politics." It did not, however, establish a
lasting theory ofimpeachment. Brandybottle Martin had stated his case beautifully,
and easily defeated the hapless John Randolph, but Martin's argument was wrong.
Nothing in American history, from the founding of its earliest colonies, suggests that
an impeachable offense has to be an indictable crime, not for the King's men, not for
judges and Justices, and not for the President of the United States. Presidents can be
impeached for actions that are not crimes, not least because the criminal code was not
vvritten with Presidents in mind. Most of us cannot commit such staggering outrages as
to direct the F.B.I. to spy on our enemies or enlist foreign powers to interfere in our
elections. The President has powers that only a President can exercise, or abuse. Were
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these powers beyond the reach of the people's power, impeachment would be a dead
letter.
f the House votes to impeach Donald Trump, it is by no means clear that the Senate
will hold a trial. And, if the Senate does hold a trial, the likelihood that it will
convict is small. Impeachment is a tall and rickety ladder; conviction is a tiny window,
barely cracked open. It's difficult and dangerous to climb the ladder, and no one who
has made it to the top has ever managed to crawl in through the window.

I

After the acquittal of Samuel Chase, in 1805, the House, in the next decades,
impeached two more judges, one in 1830 and one in 1862; the Senate acquitted the
first and convicted the second. The first real attempt to impeach a President came in
1843, when a Virginia congressman accused John Tyler of"corruption, malconduct,
high crimes and misdemeanors,"but the House voted down a motion to investigate,

127-83.
In 1868, "out of the midst of political gloom, impeachment, that dead corpse, rose up
and walked forth again!" Mark Twain wrote. Republicans in the House impeached
President Andrew Johnson by a vote of 126-47. They were desperate, as Brenda
Wineapple chronicles in her gripping new book, "The Impeachers: The Trial of
Andrew Johnson and the Dream of a Just Nation.~ Johnson, a Tennessee Democrat
who didn't free his slaves until 1863, after the Emancipation Proclamation, had been
Abraham Lincoln's improbable Vice-President, and had assumed the office of the
Presidency after his assassination, in 1865. Lincoln and congressional Republicans had
one plan for Reconstruction: it involved welcoming the freedmen into the political
community of the nation. Johnson, who believed that, "in the progress of nations,
negroes have shown less capacity for government than any other race of people,"
betrayed that vision. "Slavery is not abolished until the black man has the ballot,"
Frederick Douglass declared. But granting the franchise to black men was the last
thing Johnson intended to allow. While Congress was out of session, he set in motion a
Reconstruction plan that was completely at variance with what Congress had proposed:
he intended to return power to the very people who had waged war against the Union,
and he readmitted the former Confederate states to the Union. "No power but
Congress had any right to say whether ever or when they should be admitted to the
Union as States and entitled to the privileges of the Constitution," the Pennsylvania
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representative Thaddeus Stevens said during Johnson's impeachment proceedings.
(Stevens, ailing, had to be carried into the Capitol on a chair.) "And yet Andrew
Johnson, with unblushing hardihood, undertook to rule them by his own power alone."
Johnson vetoed the 1866 Civil Rights Bill and nearly every other congressional attempt
to reassert authority over the law of the United States. But the Republicans' strategy, to
pass a law they expected Johnson to break, so that they could impeach him, backfired.
The Senate acquitted Johnson, falling short by a single vote of the two-thirds majority
necessary to convict. Stevens died a couple of months later, "the bravest old ironclad in
the Capitol,"Twain wrote. The Republicans had tried to save the Republic by burying
the Confederacy for good. They failed.
very impeachment reinvents what impeachment is for, and what it means, a
theory of government itsel£ Every impeachment also offers a chance to establish a
new political settlement in an unruly nation. The impeachment of Samuel Chase
steered the United States toward judicial independence, and an accommodation with a
party system that had not been anticipated by the Framers. Chase's acquittal stabilized
the Republic and restored the balance of power between the executive and the judicial
branches. The failed impeachment of Andrew Johnson steered the United States
toward a regime of racial segregation: the era of Jim Crow, which would not be undone
until the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Voting Rights Acts of 1965 were passed, a
century later, in the Administration of another Johnson. Johnson's acquittal undid the
Union's victory in the Civil War, allowed the Contederacy to win the peace, and nearly

E

destroyed the Republic.
Johnson's acquittal also elevated the Presidency by making impeachment seem doomed.
Jefferson once lamented that impeachment had become a "mere scarecrow."That's how
it worked for much of the twentieth century: propped up in a field, straw poking out
from under its hat. A Republican congressman from Michigan called for the
impeachment of F.D.R., after the President tried to pack the Court. Nothing but
another scarecrow.
The impeachment of Richard Nixon, in 1974, which, although it never went to trial,
succeeded in the sense that it drove Nixon from office, represented a use entirely
consistent with the instrument's medieval origins: it attempted to puncture the swollen
power of the Presidency and to reassert the supremacy of the legislature. Nixon's
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Presidency began to unravel only after the publication of the Pentagon Papers, in 1971
-which indicted not Nixon but Lyndon Johnson, for deceiving the public about
Vietnam-and the public anger that made impeachment possible had to do not only
with Nixon's lies and abuses of power but also with Johnson's. But a new settlement,
curtailing the powers of the President, never came. Instead, the nation became divided,
and those divisions widened.
The wider those divisions, the duller the blade of impeachment. Only very rarely in
American history has one party held more than t\vo-thirds of the seats in the Senate (it
hasn't happened since 1967), and the more partisan American politics the less likely it
is that sixty-seven senators can be rounded up to convict anyone, of anything. And yet
the wider those divisions the more willing Congress has been to call for impeachment.
Since Ronald Reagan's Inauguration in 1981, members of the House have introduced
resolutions for impeachment during every Presidency. And the people, too, have
clamored. "Impeach Bush," the yard signs read. "Impeach Obama."
Not every impeachment brings about a political settlement, good or bad. The failed
impeachment of Bill Clinton, in 1999, for lying about his sexual relationship ·with
Monica Lewinsky, settled less than nothing, except that it weakened Americans' faith
in impeachment as anything other than a crudely wrought partisan hatchet, a prisoner's
shiv.
Clinton's impeachment had one more consequence: it got Donald Trump, self•
professed playboy, onto national television, as an authority on the sex lives of ego-mad
men. "Paula Jones is a Ioser,"Trump said on CNBC. "It's a terrible embarrassment."
Also, "I think his lawyers ... did a terrible job,"Trump said. 'Tm not even sure that he
shouldn't have just gone in and taken the Fifth Amendment." Because why, after all,
should any man have to answer for anything?
"Heaven forbid we should see another impeachment!" an exhausted Republican said at
the end of the trial of Samuel Chase. The impeachment of an American President is
certain to lead to no end of political mischief and almost certain to fail. Still, worse
could happen. Heaven forbid this Republic should become one man's kingdom. ♦

Published in the print edition ofthe October 28, 2019, issue, with the headline "You're
Fired."
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Jill Lepore is a staff writer at The New Yorker and a professor ofhistory at Harvard
University. Her latest book is "These Truths: A History ofthe United States." Read more »
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Yuriy Lutsenko, Ukraine's former prosecutor general, fed information to President Trumps personal
lawyer Rudy Giuliani, which Giuliani spun to smear Joe Eiden.

DECEMBER 23, 2019 ISSUE

THE UKRAINIAN PROSECUTOR BEHIND
TRUMP'S IMPEACHMENT
How the efforts rfYuriy Lutsenko and Rudy Giuliani to smearJoe Eiden led to a
Presidential crisis.
By Adam Entous
December 16, 2019
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fall the names featured in the private depositions and public testimonies of
the Presidential impeachment inquiry-Donald TrumP- and his personal

lawyer Rudy,: Giuliani; Giuliani's associates Lev Parnas and !gor Fruman; Joe
Biden and his son, Hunter-that of Yuriy Lutsenko has been cited more often
than almost any other. In the sworn depositions of Marie Yovanovitch, the former
U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine, and Deputy Assistant Secretary of State George
Kent, Lutsenko's name appears two hundred and thirty times, nearly twice as
often as Trump's. Lutsenko, sometimes referred to simply as "the corrupt
prosecutor general" of Ukraine, has been portrayed, hardly without reason, as an
unscrupulous politician prone to telling lies to further his personal ambitions. As
those closely following the news have learned, Lutsenko fed information to
Giuliani, which Giuliani, Trump, and their allies spun to smear the reputations of
the Bi dens and of Yovanovitch, whom Trump fired in April. One of the House's
star witnesses told me, of Lutsenko, "I don't think we'd be here if not for him."
Since the fall of the Soviet Union, in 1991, Ukraine has been ranked as one of the
most corrupt countries in Europe. The corruption has contributed to the country's
impoverishment and left its people beholden to external influence. In 2014, after
the Euromaidan Revolution, officials in the Obama Administration saw an
opportunity to reduce the influence of Vladimir Putin's Russia by giving aid to
Ukraine on the condition that certain reforms took place. Among those officials
were Vice-President Eiden, Yovanovitch and her predecessor as Ambassador,
Geoffrey Pyatt, both veterans of Republican as well as Democratic
Administrations, and Kent, who spent two years as the anti-corruption
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lawmakers.
For a time, Lutsenko seemed to be on the right side of history. Before becoming
prosecutor general, he was considered one of Ukraine's most promising proWestern politicians. In 2004, he helped lead the country's first major post-Soviet
protest movement, known as the Orange Revolution. In 2010, he was incarcerated
for his political opposition to Viktor Yanukovych, the pro-Russia Ukrainian
President, and his release became a cause celebre for the European envoys who'd
visited him in prison. As prosecutor general-the equivalent of the Attorney
General in the United States-Lutsenko tried to assure his American counterparts
that he, too, was committed to reform, but they soon came to see him as an
enabler of the corrupt system that they were seeking to fix. As Kent said in a
closed-door deposition on October 15th, "He was bitter and angry at the Embassy
for our positions on anti-corruption. And so he was looking for revenge."
Lutsenko, who is fifty-five, left his job in August. He'd become a figure of some
notoriety in Kyiv, and, in the fall, he relocated temporarily to London, enrolling in
an English-language immersion program. I first met him at a hotel bar in
Kensington in October. An entertaining raconteur with a deadpan sense of humor,
he was determined to rehabilitate his image. As he alternated beverages-double
Scotch, Coke, double Scotch, beer-he railed against his treatment by American
diplomats, including Yovanovitch, who, he believed, had unjustly favored his rival,
the head of a new anti-corruption bureau in Ukraine, and the cadre of young
activists who scrutinized his every move. "I asked Masha"-Yovanovitch-"why
me, who was in prison, who was a street commander in two revolutions?" he said.
'Tm the bad guy and they are the brave soldiers?"
During the past two years, Lutsenko, seeking to bolster his reputation and
suspecting that Yovanovitch was attempting to undermine him, was eager to
arrange high-profile meetings for himself in VVashington, starting with Attorney
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that one of his subordinates at the prosecutor general's office told him in the fall of
2018 that an associate of Giuliani's, Lev Parnas, a Ukrainian-born, Florida-based
businessman and Trump supporter who worked as a fixer in Kyiv, wanted to set up
a meeting between Lutsenko and Giuliani. Giuliani had been rooting around in
Ukraine for information that could help Trump deflect allegations stemming from
an investigation by the special counsel, Robert Mueller, into Russian meddling in
the 2016 election. He was looking for witnesses who were willing to lend credence
to dubious reports that Ukrainians colluded with the Hillary,: Clinton campaign.

In January, 2019, Giuliani spoke by phone with Viktor Shokin, the previous
prosecutor general, about alleged misconduct by the Bidens, which set him on a
new path of inquiry. That month, Lutsenko flew to New York, and, in the course
of several days, spoke with Giuliani at his Park Avenue office. Parnas and his
associate Igor Fruman were there, too. Lutsenko knew what would interest
Giuliani, so he had brought along financial information purportedly drawn from
bank records, which, he said, proved that Burisma, a Ukrainian gas company, had
paid Hunter Biden and his business partner to "lobby" Joe Biden. "Lutsenko came
in with guns blazing," Parnas told me. "He came in with records showing us the
money trail. That's when it became real." Giuliani seized on Lutsenko's claims,
offering to help him secure high-level meetings in Washington and encouraging
him to pursue investigations beneficial to Trump.

In a long conversation with me this past November, Giuliani largely confirmed
Lutsenko's account of their relationship. He, too, saw Yovanovitch as an obstacle,
hindering his attempt to dig up dirt against his client's rival in advance of the 2020
election. "I believed that I needed Yovanovitch out of the way," he said. "She was
going to make the investigations difficult for everybody." Giuliani compiled a
dossier on the Bidens and Yovanovitch, which he sent to Secretary of State Mike
Pompeo, and which was shared with the F.B.l. and with me. John Solomon, a
journalist, had interviewed Lutsenko for the Washington-based publication The
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Initially, Lutsenko and Giuliani seemed a perfect partnership; the meeting
between them, Lutsenko told me, offered a "win-win" situation. But by May each
man felt that he had been led on by the other. After Giuliani failed to arrange a
meeting with Attorney General William Barr, who had succeeded Sessions, and
Lutsenko failed to publicly announce a Ukrainian investigation into the Bidens,
Trump made his fateful July 25th call to the new Ukrainian leader, Volod)'.my1
Zelensk)'., to request that he announce a probe into the Bidens and the 2016
election. In September, the disclosure of Trump's request by a whistle-blower led
Nancy Pelosi, the House Speaker, to launch the impeachment inquiry. Three
weeks later, F.B.I. agents arrested Parnas and Fruman, who face charges of
conspiracy, making false statements, and falsification of records. The F.B.I. has
now reportedly turned its attention to Giuliani.

Lutsenko's miseries were only beginning. On October 3rd, Kurt Volker, Trump's
former special envoy to Ukraine, said in a closed-door deposition, "My opinion of
Prosecutor General Lutsenko was that he was acting in a self-serving manner,
frankly making things up, in order to appear important to the United States,
because he wanted to save his job." In a closed-door deposition on October 11th,
Yovanovitch described Lutsenko as an "opportunist" who "will ally himself,
sometimes simultaneously ... with whatever political or economic forces he
believes will suit his interests best at the time." On the first day of public
testimony, Kent accused Lutsenko of "peddling false information in order to exact
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veered between self-pity and defiance. "I gave my country so many years," he told
me one night, after his third or fourth Scotch. "I had a good story and good
results, but I became a bad person. I can't understand it."

ADVERTISEMENT

L

utsenko was born in 1964 in Rivne, a city in western Ukraine, at that time
part of the U.S.S.R. His father, Vitaliy, was a top Communist Party

apparatchik in the city. Yuriy was a member of the Komsomol, the Communist
youth organization, but at night he listened to news broadcasts on Radio Liberty
and on the Voice of America. Sometimes his father would ask him about the
headlines. "I loved him for the intellectual freedom that he allowed us at home,"
Lutsenko recalled.
In 1982, he enrolled in the Lviv Polytechnic Institute, where he studied electrical
engineering. Mikhail Gorbachev came to power in Moscow in 1985, and the
Soviet government's reform movement, perestroika, gained momentum. Within a
few years activists in western Ukraine were talking about the possibility of
Ukrainian independence. After reading the works of Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn and
other dissident writers, Lutsenko began to question his father's Communist
beliefs, and, soon after the Soviet Union dissolved and Ukraine declared its
independence, he became a member of the new Socialist Party.
Lutsenko worked at Gazotron, a huge electronics factory, until 1994, when the
director of the plant became the governor of the Rivne region and asked Lutsenko,
then thirty, to serve as his deputy. Lutsenko liked politics, and two years later he
moved to Kyiv, where, in 1999, he became the Socialist Party's press secretary.
That same year, he launched Grani, a weekly opposition newspaper that published
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In September, 2000, Gongadze disappeared. A few months later, his headless
body was found in a forest outside Kyiv. A leaked tape recording suggested that
Kuchma was indirectly responsible for the murder-a charge he adamantly denied
-and protesters gathered on the streets of Kyiv to call for a new government.
"There were seven thousand people-Communist s, Socialists, Nationalists,
members of the intelligentsia-who marched together," Lutsenko recalled. At
thirty-six, he became a protest leader, and coined the famous slogan "Ukraine
Without Kuchma."
The government put down the protests, but support grew for the opposition. In
2002, Lutscnko won a scat in the Ukrainian parliament as a member of the
Socialist Party, leading its pro-Western wing. He believed in the Party's agenda,
but was a pragmatist. As the final round of the 2004 national elections
approached, he feared that Viktor Yanukovych, a pro-Russian politician, would
become the next President, and so he convinced the head of the Socialist Party,
Oleksandr Moroz, to back Viktor Yushchenko, a pro-Western politician, who had
pledged to solve the Gongadze case. In November, 2004, reports of vote-rigging
in favor of Yanukovych emerged. Public anger prompted another wave of protests,
which took place on the Maidan, Kyiv's main square. Lutsenko again became one
of the primary organizers in the movement, which became known as the Orang~
Revolution. In December, 2004, Yushchenko won the Presidency, and in February,
2005, he appointed Lutsenko his Interior Minister.
"He was hailed in the local papers as an honest cop," John Boles, a former F.B. I.
special agent who served at the time as the legal attachc at the U.S. Embassy in
Kyiv, told me of Lutsenko. "They made a big deal out of the fact that, when he
visited the police academy, he was probably the first Minister of Interior who
actually paid for his own lunch." In those years, U.S. officials generally viewed
Lutsenko favorably, and gave him meetings with Attorney General Alberto

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

938
nH

NE.WYORKER
Lutsenko set about launching investigations into Yanukovych's allies. One of his
targets was Mykola Zlochevsky, the owner of Burisma, who had served as the
head of the State Committee for Natural Resources under Kuchma. Lutsenko
suspected that Zlochevsk-y had abused the position, issuing illegal permits for
companies to explore for mineral deposits. But the prosecutor general's office,
widely regarded as corrupt, didn't pursue an investigation.
Lutsenko was known as a prodigious drinker, and in 2009 he was detained at the
Frankfurt airport after consuming several beers at a bar there and throwing
punches at security guards. Lutsenko described the incident as a
"misunderstanding"-the guards, he said, had been rough \vith his teen-age son,
who was with him. At home, a television show by the popular Ukrainian comedy
troupe Evening Kvartal featured a skit in which an actor playing Lutsenko wakes
up in a haze at the airport, surrounded by bandaged German border guards. (One
of the Germans was played by a young comedian named Volodymyr Zelensky.)
Lutsenko, who was in the studio audience when the skit was performed, was
shown laughing on camera.
In the 2010 Presidential election, Lutsenko supported Prime Minister Yulia
Tymoshenko, who at the time was considered a reformer. When she lost to
Yanukovych, colleagues warned Lutsenko that he was likely to be arrested, but he
decided against leaving the country. Soon after Yanukovych's inauguration,
Lutsenko was walking his dog when masked policemen surrounded him. He was
charged with several spurious crimes, including the misuse of state funds by
"illegally celebrating" a holiday in honor of the police force. He was jailed in
Lukyanivska, a tsarist-era prison, where he shared a nine-square-metre cell with
three other men. Tymoshenko, accused of abusing her office, was also jailed there.
Lutsenko told me, "We were sent to a small prison, and the country was sent to a
big one."
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himself as a persecuted intellectual. In two and a half years in prison, he said, he
read "three hundred and sixty-six and a halfbooks"-among them Nelson
Mandela's "Long Walk to Freedom" and Ken Kesey's novel "One Flew Over the
Cuckoo's Nest," which reminded him of his own predicament. (At the time of his
release, he was halfway through a book of interviews with the Russian poet Joseph
Brodsky.) Lutsenko also read the Dhammapada, a collection of the Buddha's
teachings in verse form. Later, a young journalist named Mustafa Nayyem
published a series of interviews with him, titled "On Both Sides of the Barbed
Wire." In the book, Lutsenko muses about his unjust imprisonment: in Buddhist
texts, he says, "I read that revenge rnins the soul of the fool, the same way a
diamond breaks the cliffs from whence it came.... I decided not to seek revenge."
In 2013, Yanukovych took part in negotiations with the European Union over a
potentially historic pact that would expand Ukraine's ties with the West, a move
that Vladimir Putin wanted to prevent. Aleksander Kwasniewski, the former
President of Poland and a European special envoy, who had visited Lutsenko in
prison, explained to Yanukovych that releasing him and other political prisoners
was "one of the most important conditions" for Ukraine's integration into the
European bloc. Lutsenko was released on April 7, 2013, and soon afterward he
met with Kwasniewski and several European ambassadors in Kyiv. "He was a
political prisoner, so, by definition, he was a hero," Kwasniewski recalled. "It was
absolutely obvious, in this movement against Yanukovych, that he would play an
important role."

ADv1~RTISEA1ENT

Sb: months later, on November 21st, Yanukovych balked at signing the E.U.
agreement and announced instead a separate pact with Moscow. During the next
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"We treated him as an ally at that time," Daria Kaleniuk, the executive director of
the Anti-Corruption Action Center, a nonprofit in Kyiv, founded in 2012,
recalled. Nayyem, the journalist, added, "Expectations of him were so high not
because we thought he was great, or smart, or a Nelson Mandela, but because he
himself had suffered under the prosecutor-general system."

I

n February, 2014, after months of protests, Yanukovych and many of his allies
in the government fled Ukraine for Russia. Befi>re they left, they squirrelled

away tens of billions of dollars in government funds in a network of private bank
accounts around the world. The country was virtually bankrupt. Activists and
journalists descended on Yanukovych's garish residence. Searching for clues to
where his money was hidden, they retrieved thousands of documents. Some of
them had been dumped in a nearby reservoir and were hand-dried by dozens of
volunteers and stored in the residence's sauna. In a show of support, the U.S. sent
a delegation of investigators and analysts, which included F.B.I. agents. It became
clear that tracking down the country's wealth would take years and that Ukrainian
officials were ill-equipped for the task.
Ukraine's problems grew in March, 2014, when Russia annexed Crimea, and soon
aftenvard a war broke out in the Donbass, in eastern Ukraine. Yet it was also a
time of some optimism. In early spring, Petro Poroshenko, a financial backer of
the Orange Revolution who had made a fortune in the chocolate industry,
announced his candidacy for President, pledging "zero tolerance" for corruption.
Poroshenko had helped Lutsenko's wife, Iryna, while Lutsenko was in prison, and
he shared Lutsenko's goal of integrating Ukraine into the E.U. and
Lutsenko enthusiastically backed him.

NATO.

The Obama Administration saw a chance to help remake Ukraine's government.
In April, 2014, Vice-President Biden told a group of parliamentarians that the
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adviser told me that the Vice-President's message was: "If you don't get your shit
together, your country is doomed." In May, Poroshenko won the election, and
Biden attended his inauguration. "There was a sense of guarded optimism that
Poroshenko had a real chance of making some progress," one of Biden's aides said.
Amos Hochstein, a State Department official who worked closely with Biden on
Ukraine, told me, "Our group really thought that, after the Maidan, we could
create a new democracy here, clean things up."

L

utsenko had hoped to become the mayor of Kyiv, but, when Poroshenko
backed another candidate, he ran for and won a seat in parliament, where, for

a year and a half~ he was the head of Poroshenko's faction. Biden expected swift
action on corruption, and a Poroshenko adviser told me that Poroshenko indicated
that "he had everything under control." But it was soon evident that, without a
reliable majority in parliament, he was wary of offending his fellow-oligarchs in
Ukraine, who, if challenged, were sure to make it difficult for him to win
reelection.

In April, 2014, Attorney General Eric Holder had announced the creation of"a
dedicated Kleptocracy squad within the EB.I." and veteran agents were assigned
to help Ukrainian investigators, including those at the prosecutor general's office,
track down the stolen billions. That year, the U.K.'s Serious Fraud Office detected
suspicious transactions involving around twenty-three million dollars, and opened
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for the prosecutor general's office, which needed to provide evidence to the British
to present in court.
A former U.S. law-enforcement official told me that, after an initial period of close
cooperation, "the F.B.L agents would call the prosecutors, and they wouldn't
answer their phones anymore." The official went on, "The agents would show up
and try to meet with them, and the door would be dosed. One time, one of our
agents caught one of them trying to run away when they were coming to see
them." U.S. and U.K. officials later came to believe that at least one prosecutor had
taken a bribe to thwart the money-laundering case against Zlochevsky. In the
years that followed, the alleged bribe was often cited by American officials in
explaining why they felt they could not trust the prosecutor general's office.
Without cooperation from Ukraine, the U.K.'s Serious Fraud Office closed the
case for lack of sufficient evidence.
Lutsenko told me that, during this period, he supported Biden's efforts, but Sergil
Leshchenko, an investigative journalist who had joined Poroshenko's bloc in
parliament, said that Lutsenko had no "particular enthusiasm" for pushing
through reforms. Nevertheless, Lutsenko co-sponsored a bill that, in April, 2015,
created the National Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine

(NABU),

to pursue high-

profile cases. Poroshenko appointed a young lawyer named Artem Sytnyk as its
director. American officials liked Sytnyk, who seemed to have no political
ambitions of his own and was committed to maintaining the new agency's
independence. Sytnyk's investigators were paid better than their counterparts at
the prosecutor general's office, in order to discourage them from taking bribes.
F.BJ. officials were pleased to have a partner vvithin Ukraine, but some members
of Poroshenko's coalition were wary of the new agency, fearing that it would target
them for investigation. Leshchenko told me that he thought Lutsenko supported
NABU

"not as a great believer" but as a matter of obligation. Lutsenko said that

pressure from Ukrainian anti-corruption groups and from the U.S., the E.U., and
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wanted it to have. "But, given the situation, with this hole in our budget, we
passed the laws anyway," he said.
Some American officials had reason to suspect that Poroshenko's pro-reform
stance was an example of pokazukha, a Ukrainian term that means "something that
is just for show." The Obama Administration's doubts about Poroshenko deepened
in 2015, when he chose an old-school prosecutor and friend, Viktor Sl10kin, to be
the new prosecutor general. Perhaps to reassure the Americans, Poroshenko also
nominated David Sakvarelidze, a respected anti-corruption expert, to lead a new
internal-affairs unit charged with investigating misconduct within the prosecutor
general's office. But tensions soon erupted benveen Sakvarelidze and Shokin.
When the internal-aff.1.irs unit launched a sting operation against a friend of
Shokin's, Shokin cracked down on Sakvarelidze's team, prompting anti-corruption
activists to protest. Geoffrey Pyatt, at that time the U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine,
publicly sided with Sakvarelidze, delivering a blunt speech in Odessa in which he
singled out for criticism the prosecutor general's office. Later, U.S. officials learned
that Shokin's allies had tried to get Pyatt recalled, planting a fake news story
claiming that Biden had agreed to his removal. The F.B.l. was fod up with
Shokin, and decided to shift its support to

NABU.

ADVER11SEA1ENT

In December, 2015, Biden gave a speech to the Ukrainian parliament: "It's not
enough to set up a new anti-corruption bureau and establish a special prosecutor
fighting corruption. The Office of the General Prosecutor desperately needs
rcft)rm." Bidcn threatened to block a billion dollars in I.M.F. loan guarantees to
Ukraine unless Poroshenko fired Shokin. Poroshcnko resisted, but, one of his
former advisers told me, "there was no other option, and we were hitting
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young prosecutor who worked under Sakvarelidze.
The relationship between Lutsenko and the anti-corruption activists began to
sour. Lutsenko told me that the activists, who were treated by the international
community as "heroes," were turning the Americans against him and his
colleagues. Daria Kaleniuk, of the Anti-Corruption Action Center, said, "What
irritated Lutsenko was that the LM.F., the E.U., and other foreign partners
trusted our analysis and doubted the true intentions of parliament and the
President." Volodymyr Chemerys, a frmner Lutsenko ally, said that Lutsenko
represented a familiar archetype: the child oflate-Soviet Communist
nomenklatura, devoid ofideological belief: who thinks of power as a natural
birthright. "It's clear to me now that Yuriy wasn't driven by any civic or political
motives but rather the pursuit of power and fame," Chemerys said.

I

n April, 2016, a delegation of Ukrainian lawmakers visited Japan. Lutsenko
told me that, during the trip, Poroshenko asked him ifhe would be the new

prosecutor general: "I said, 'That's focking crazy, but I like it.' " Lutsenko
compared the challenge he faced in the job to repairing a Soviet-era jalopy while
driving it on the highway. Still, Valentyna Telychenko, a prominent Ukrainian
lawyer who briefly advised Lutsenko in the prosecutor general's office at the start
of his term, told me, "Lutsenko was very optimistic. He and almost everyone else
in Ukraine knew, at that time, that the prosecutorial system was absolutely
unhealthy."
Shortly before Lutsenko was made prosecutor general, Sytnyk, the head of NABU,
told journalists, "I believe this appointment is our last chance both for the
prosecutor's office and for all of Ukraine.'' Lutsenko was not a lawyer, and
American diplomats and law-enforcement officials had hoped that the job would
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Lutsenko made no secret of the fact that he aspired to be Prime Minister, if not
President. In May, 2016, he joined Poroshenko and other prominent politicians at
a memorial service honoring victims of the Soviet secret police. A foreign
diplomat who attended told me that Ukrainians there seemed to be more
interested in talking to Lutsenko than to Poroshenko. Lutsenko was "a political
rock star," the diplomat said. "He was young, irreverent, glib-speaking, and really
mixing it up with people. People responded to that."
Before Lutsenko's appointment was approved, he met three times with George
Kent, the U.S. Embassy's deputy chief of mission. Kent reported back to his
colleagues in Washington that he believed the U.S. government could work with
Lutsenko. One of Poroshenko's advisers told me that he cautioned Ambassador
Pyatt against jumping to conclusions. The adviser said, "The Americans made the
mistake of putting everyone in two baskets-the good guys and the bad guys.
Sorry, guys! There are gray guys, and there are gray guys."
Lutsenko told me he knew that it would be difficult to institute fundamental
change. "But he believed he could make it a bit better," Valentyna Telychenko told
me. The activists called for an overhaul, demanding that the prosecutor general's
office focus on prosecuting criminals and that it transfer its investigators, who
were seen by the F.B.I. as "attack dogs," to other Ukrainian law-enforcement
bodies. One activist, Oleksii Grytsenko, recalled, "We said that if there are serious
reforms we will be allies. If there will be no reforms, we will do everything so that
he leaves in disgrace." The Obama Administration urged Lutsenko to replace
Shokin's team. When Lutsenko resisted "cleaning house," and failed to deliver on
other changes favored by the Americans, the U.S. Embassy's hopes for cooperation
with the prosecutor general's office began to fade.

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

946
Htf

NE.WYORKER
-

r

prosecutor general's office. An encounter between members of the two agencies on
a Kyiv street near the facility turned into a brawl, and two NABU operatives were
detained by the prosecutor general's office. One of them said later that he was
beaten while in custody and that an interrogator had threatened him with a knife,
smashed his finger, and demanded that he provide the password to unlock his
laptop computer. (Lutsenko defended the conduct of his staff by saying that the
agents had failed to show proper identification.) Bohdan Vitvitsky, a former
Assistant U.S. Attorney who served as Lutsenko's special adviser within the
NABU

Embassy, upbraided Lutsenko: "This is why God created doors. You settle this
kind of shit behind closed doors."
accused the prosecutor general's office of "torturing" its staff; and protests
broke out in which anti-corruption activists, including Mustafa Nayyem, the
NABU

journalist who wrote the book about Lutsenko, chanted their support for Sytnyk
and denounced Lutsenko. A friend of Lutsenko's later witnessed a confrontation
between him and Nayyem. "It was clear that Mustafa had invested his heart in the
relationship and was now angry, and saying, 'You betrayed me,' " the friend
recalled. Vitvitsky attempted to improve relations between Lutsenko and Sytnyk
by arranging dinners for them so that they could air their grievances. But before
one of the dinners Sytnyk gave an interview in which he criticized Lutsenko and
the prosecutor general's office, prompting Vitvitsky to dress him down in front of
his colleagues. "For fuck's sake, you don't do something like that," Vitvitsky told
Sytnyk. "If you've gotta bitch, come to the meeting and say whatever you want to
say. But you can't publicly trash a fellow law-enforcement institution." Rumors
spread within the U.S. Embassy in Kyiv that Vitvitsky was "too close" to
Lutsenko, and his contract was later cancelled, increasing Lutsenko's sense of
isolation.
At every level, American officials were frustrated by their Ukrainian counterparts'
refusal to investigate and prosecute corruption and self-dealing among
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and Trade to take over a state-owned Ukrainian pipeline company, Ukrtransgaz, a
move that was seen by the Americans as "a highly corrupt act," benefitting a
Poroshenko ally. Marie Yovanovitch, who had just arrived in Kyiv as the U.S.
Ambassador, met with the Prime Minister, Volodymyr Groysman, who told her
that the Ukrainian government would "suspend" the transfer of the pipeline
company. "And Masha says, 'I don't know the Ukrainian legal system, but in the
U.S. legal system there is no such thing as "suspend,"'" a participant at the
meeting recalled. " 'There is a move which is called "cancel." ' Masha was very
tough."
In a separate meeting, according to a Biden aide, the Vice-President lost his
temper with Poroshenko. The aide said that, when Poroshenko tried to blame
Groysman, "Biden was just, like, 'Enough. Everything that happens in Ukraine,
you know about it. This is bullshit. If you do it again, you've lost me. That's it. I'm
done.'" A Poroshenko adviser told me, "The relationship, at that point, cracked."

ADVERTISElvlENT

In October, 2016, Lutsenko and Yovanovitch met at the prosecutor general's
office. According to Lutsenko and a former aide of his, Yovanovitch had recently
learned that Lutsenko's office was investigating Vitaliy Kasko, the young
prosecutor who had worked with David Sakvarelidze in the internal-affairs unit
under Shokin. She explained that she and other American officials believed that
there were other people who should be a higher priority for investigation. If
Lutsenko was committed to reforms, she said, he should look closely at whether
some of his own prosecutors were part of the corniption problem. (Yovanovitch
declined to talk to me for this story.)
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Lutsenko resented feeling like he was being dictated to by the American
Ambassador. According to the Lutsenko aide, Lutsenko told her, "Look, the
people that your Embassy supports are not angels, either." Lutsenko gave
Yovanovitch examples of prominent anti-corruption experts and activists whom he
reserved the right to investigatt'-among them Sergii Leshchenko, the former
investigative journalist who joined the Ukrainian parliament as a reformer; Vitaliy
Shabunin, a co-founder of the Anti-Corruption Action Center; and Kasko. When
Yovanovitch became upset, Lutsenko took a piece of paper from his desk and
wrote their names on it. He told Yovanovitch that this was her "do-not-prosecute
list" and then, in a dramatic flourish, ripped it to pieces. "Maybe I was rude,"
Lutsenko admitted. "Maybe it was possible to explain myself in a more polite
way." The Lutsenko aide said that Yovanovitch tried to calm Lutsenko down by
saying, "Of course you have the fully fledged right to prosecute whoever you
want," but also that Lutsenko and Yovanovitch were "like oil and water." In her
deposition on October 11th, Yovanovitch said, "I want to categorically state that I
have never, myself or through others, directly or indirectly, ever directed,
suggested, or in any way asked for any government or government official in
Ukraine or elsewhere to refrain from investigating or prosecuting actual
corruption."

oon after becoming prosecutor general, Lutsenko, seeking tangible results to
prove his efficacy, seized on a long-standing tax-evasion case against Burisma.

S

He impounded some of the company's assets, and later, as part of a settlement,
Burisma agreed to pay the state around seven million dollars. Zlochevsky's
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official, who helped secure the settlement on behalf of a U.S. consulting firm
retained by Burisma, said that the decision was "clear evidence of Ukraine's
commitment to the rule of law and due process-twin pillars of democracy."

VIDEO FROM THE NE.W YORKER

President Trump li..lrripeached

0

A Ukrainian official told me that, because of a sharp decline in the value of
Ukraine's currency, the settlement had been relatively lenient for Burisma.
Moreover, a former U.S. law-enforcement official said that the Americans were
angered that Lutsenko had helped rehabilitate Zlochevsky, who they believed had
bribed at least one prosecutor in 2014 to stall the British money-laundering case
against him. "It appeared to be another case of justice purchased," the U.S. lawenforcement official told me, of the settlement.
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government. Lutsenko credited a prosecutor named Kostiantyn Kulyk with having
recovered the assets. American officials learned that Kulyk had been a target of a
NABU corruption investigation, and told Lutsenko that they didn't want to work
with him. Lutsenko disregarded their concerns, deepening the distrust.
Seven months later, Lutsenko's office sent a letter to the legal attache at the U.S.
Embassy in Kyiv, requesting the Americans' assistance in recovering potentially
billions of dollars more. Lutsenko claimed to have information showing that
Franklin Templeton, the U.S. financial firm, was money-laundering more than
seven billion dollars that belonged to Ukraine. (A Franklin Templeton
spokesperson told me that the firm had begun, in 2010, to buy bonds that were
issued by the government of Ukraine, eventually accumulating a total of $7.4
billion. "These were investments of Franklin Templeton into Ukraine, not
investments by Ukrainians into our funds," the spokesperson said. In 2014,
Ukrainian authorities had approached the F.B.I. with allegations about Franklin
Templeton, but they failed to provide evidence to back up the claims. Later,
Franklin Templeton sold its holdings, the spokesperson said.) The former
Lutsenko aide admitted to me that the Franklin Templeton allegations were a
fiction driven by assertions made by Kulyk. "Kulyk is a great fairy-tale teller, and
Lutsenko is a great lover of fairy tales," the aide said. (Kulyk could not be reached
for comment.)
Lutsenko told me that he did not receive a response to his request for assistance in
the case from the legal attache or from Yovanovitch. An F.B.I. spokesperson in
Washington declined to comment, but a former U.S. law-enforcement official told
me that the F.B.I. had informed the prosecutor's office that it could not assist
them unless they substantiated the allegations against Franklin Templeton. "I
think they were hoping that Franklin Templeton would pay to make it go away
and Poroshenko and Lutsenko could get a piece of that," the official said.
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operative who was leading a sting operation against the deputy head of Ukraine's
State Migration Service; the deputy was suspected of being involved in a scheme
to sell fraudulently obtained biometric passports. U.S. officials told me that they
suspected that Lutsenko had compromised the NABU operation in order to
undermine the operative's credibility as a witness in another case in which
Lutsenko himself was a possible suspect. (Lutsenko denied the allegation, saying
that his people had acted on a tip from the Migration Service official herself, who
had reported a bribery attempt.) Soon afterward, Kent criticized the prosecutor
general's office, in a meeting with international ambassadors and the deputy
directors of Ukraine's main law-enforcement agencies. "If you continue to waste
our taxpayer money, we'll hold you accountable," Kent said, according to a person
present. Lutsenko appears to have ignored the warning. Later that fall, he publicly
backed proposed legislation to allow parliament to fire Sytnyk, whose position as
the head ofNABU was protected under the law that had created the bureau.
American officials outmaneuvered Lutsenko by pressuring two key members of
Poroshenko's team not to support the legislation.

In May, 2018, Lutsenko attended an event in New York marking the fifteenth
anniversary of the adoption of the United Nations Convention against
Corruption. Ukrainian diplomats had tried to arrange meetings for him in D.C.,
with Attorney General Jeff Sessions, among others, but, the former Lutsenko aide
said, "our Ambassador was told clearly that 'Yovanovitch is blocking everything
from Kyiv. I cannot jump this gap.' "U.S. diplomats and law-enforcement officials,
having concluded that Lutsenko was intentionally harassing U.S.-backed
reformers instead of focussing on real cases of corruption, chose not to advocate
for the meetings that he wanted. A former U.S. law-enforcement official described
Lutsenko's behavior: "He walks in the door and starts whining about NABU, about
whether Sytnyk is talking out of turn, and whining about this, and whining about
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hat spring, Dmytro Shymkiv, Poroshenko's deputy chief of staff, saw a flurry
of reports on Fox News and other conservative outlets about Hunter Biden.

The reports were based on material from a recently published book, titled "Secret
Empires," by Peter Schweizer, a conservative researcher and a senior contributor at
Breitbart News. Schweizer had worked closely with Steve Bannon, who ran
Breitbart News, on a different book, published in 2015, that sought to tarnish the
reputation of Hillary Clinton in the lead-up to the 2016 election. The stories that
Shymkiv saw portrayed the Biden family as corrupt and greedy, and suggested that
Joe Biden was complicit in his son's business dealings in Ukraine.
Burisma had announced that Hunter had joined its board in 2014, less than a
month after Zlochevsky's accounts in the U.K. were secretly frozen. The
announcement received little sustained attention in the U.S., but the pro-Russia
media jumped on the story and continued to push it as a matter of dark concern.
Hunter, who had long struggled with severe drug and alcohol problems, had
almost no expertise in the region or in energy, and many U.S. and Ukrainian
officials suspected that Zlochevsky had put Hunter on the board in the hope of
protecting himself from prosecution. Some White House and State Department
officials disapproved of Hunter's role at Burisma, concerned about the appearance
of a conflict of interest, but they mostly avoided discussing the matter with Joe
Biden. The Vice-President had an unwritten "Don't ask, don't tell" policy when it
came to his family members' business decisions. The issue seemed too sensitive to
raise easily, particularly given that Biden's elder son, Beau, had advanced cancer.
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concerned, because Hunter Biden was on the Burisma board, that any steps they
took might displease powerful people in Kyiv and Washington, and they slowed
down their efforts. Andrii Telizhenko, who served as an adviser to Ukraine's
prosecutor general at the time, Vitaliy Yarema, told me, "I got calls from Yarema,
from lower prosecutors, asking, 'What should we do? Can you find out from the
U.S.?' They still have the Soviet mentality. They were afraid of power. They asked
themselves, 'What will happen to us and our families?' "
Hunter Biden and Devon Archer, Hunter's business associate, told me that they
had been unaware of the case against Burisma in the U.K. Archer first met
Zlochevsky in the winter of 2014. They were introduced by Alex Kotlarsky, a
Ukrainian who was in the car-service business in New York City and was working
with TriGlobal Strategic Ventures-the venture-capital firm that Giuliani used to
expand his consulting into the Ukrainian market. Kwasniewski, the former Polish
President, who was a Burisma board member, later offered Archer a seat on the
board, and Archer arranged for a law firm that employed Hunter to provide legal
services to the company. Burisma then offered Hunter a board seat. Archer said
that he wanted to help Hunter, who was struggling personally and financially.
Hunter and Archer told me separately that they tried to vet Zlochevsky and
Burisma before joining the board and felt reassured when Nardello & Co., the
firm they hired to conduct the research, said that it did not find any open criminal
cases against Zlochevsky, possibly because authorities in the U.K. didn't publicly
identify him as their target. Hunter told me that, before he accepted the Burisma
offer, he spoke to Kwasniewski, who told him that the board was serious about
improving governance and transparency, and that Burisma was strategically
important in the wider struggle between Russia and the West. Hunter felt
reassured on a more personal level after doing some of his own research. He read
that Zlochevsky had championed efforts to insure that bears held in captivity in
Ukraine were treated more humanely, opposing a long-standing practice of
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dubbed Evil-chevsky. ("Zlo" means "evil" in the Ukrainian and Russian
languages.) In the first year that Hunter and Archer were on the board, Burisma
paid a company controlled by Archer a total of two million dollars. Burisma
agreed to pay Archer and Hunter each around five hundred thousand dollars
annually after that.
A former Poroshenko adviser told me that he and his colleagues found it "strange"
that Hunter Biden had joined the board ofBurisma, which had "a dubious
reputation," but that they hadn't wanted to discuss it with Joe Biden. "They were
uncomfortable penetrating the privacy of the family," he said. Shymkiv told me
that, in the spring of 2018, he began to suspect that Republicans would use
Hunter's membership on the board against Joe Biden ifhe entered the 2020
Presidential race. "I know how Ukrainian politicians would be tempted to get
involved," he said. "I told them, 'Please, please, don't. It's going to be damaging.
Republicans will play you against the Democrats. Don't give them ammunition.
We are a country that needs bipartisan support.' "

In January, 2019, Lev Parnas-who told me that he was "like Rudy's assistant"arranged a Skype call between Giuliani and Viktor Shokin, the prosecutor general
whom Poroshenko had fired at the urging ofJoe Biden, two years earlier, and who
had since retired. During the call, Shokin made the unsubstantiated claim that
Biden had him removed from the job because he had been investigating
Zlochevsky and Burisma. Ukrainian and American officials told me that the
situation was quite the opposite, and that Shokin had in fact been fired for failing
to investigate Burisma and other similar cases despite calls by Ambassador Pyatt
and others for him to do so.
Giuliani invited Shokin to talk to him in New York, but consular officials who
consulted with Ambassador Yovanovitch blocked his visa. Yovanovitch notified
her superiors in Washington, including Kent, who concurred with the decision.
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15th deposition.

Giuliani, in an attempt to get the decision reversed, intervened with officials at the
White House and at the State Department. He was not successful. Yovanovitch
said in her October 11th deposition that Giuliani had accused her of preventing
Shokin from coming to New York to provide him with information about
"corruption at the Embassy." Giuliani told me, "I was kind of pissed off at her at
that point."
Lutsenko told me that his main interest in talking to Giuliani was to seek his help
in arranging a meeting with the next Attorney General. He wanted to discuss,
among other things, his 2017 request for the Americans' help in recovering the
billions of dollars that, he alleged, were held by Franklin Templeton. Recovering
the funds would be a coup, and would prove his critics wrong. In November, 2018,
Trump fired Sessions, and Matthew Whitaker stepped in as the interim Attorney
General. In December, Trump said he would nominate Barr to be Sessions's
replacement. Giuliani told me that he didn't want to burden Whitaker with the
Lutsenko matter. "So I figured we'll wait, because I knew Barr would have the
balls to deal with it," Giuliani said.
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in communication with Mayor Giuliani, and that they had plans, and that they
were going to, you know, do things, including to me." She added, "The impression
that I received is that Mr. Lutsenko was talking rather freely about this in, you
know, certain circles, and so others heard about it who wanted to let us know."
Kent testified that Ukraine's Prime Minister, three government ministers, and a
former Prime Minister all told him during a May, 2019, visit to Kyiv that
Poroshenko "authorized Lutsenko to share the information with Giuliani that led
to the attacks on Ambassador Yovanovitch." Lutsenko insisted that he didn't
consult with Poroshenko before he met with Giuliani. "It was my initiative," he
said. This seems unlikely, as Lutsenko carefully manages his relationship with
Poroshenko. Lutsenko also said that he had not expected to discuss Yovanovitch
with Giuliani, but several Ukrainian officials noted that he was obsessed with
getting even with her. A Ukrainian official told me that, in one meeting, Lutsenko
explicitly said that he wanted her to be removed. Lutsenko said he learned from
Poroshenko that Yovanovitch had asked for him to be fired. In Yovanovitch's
deposition, she said there wasn't a clamor to remove Lutsenko as prosecutor
general while Poroshenko was President, but added, "I think we certainly hoped
that Mr. Lutsenko would be replaced in the natural order of things," once
Poroshenko lost power.

W

hen Lutsenko met with Giuliani in late January, he told Giuliani that the
prosecutor general's office had recently uncovered new information about

Burisma's payments to members of its international board, which included Hunter
Biden. He said that Giuliani asked him for details about Burisma's payments to
Hunter and his business associate, Devon Archer. "He asked me many times,
'How much?' " Lutsenko told me. He recalled that Giuliani asked whether Hunter
had actually provided consulting or whether his appointment to the board was
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A summary of the meeting, which Lutsenko said was drafted by a Giuliani
associate who was present, and which Lutsenko shared with me, suggests that
Lutsenko, aware of Giuliani's appetite for anything that might embarrass the
Bidens, handed over an assortment of seemingly tantalizing but ultimately
insubstantial data points, including what he claimed were Latvian bank records
that purportedly showed Burisma payments to members of its international board.
Lutsenko claimed that the records indicated that a company co-owned by Hunter
and Archer had been paid nearly a million dollars "for lobbying" Joe Biden.
Hunter and Archer told me that no such payment was made for lobbying Eiden,
and that they did not discuss their Burisma work with the Vice-President.
Lutsenko said he then suggested to Giuliani that, if the Americans launched an
investigation into Hunter Biden's ties to Burisma and into any conflicts of interest
arising from his father's role overseeing U.S. policy in Ukraine, the prosecutor
general's office would share relevant information. Lutsenko suggested that U.S.
authorities could interview Hunter and Archer. "Did they pay taxes in America?"
Lutsenko asked Giuliani, adding, 'Tm sure yes, but let's check it. Maybe they're as
stupid as Manafort"-a reference to Trump's former campaign manager, Paul
Manafort, who is currently in prison for bank fraud and failing to pay taxes on the
income from his consulting work for Viktor Yanukovych.
Giuliani was looking for any information that could support Trump's suspicions
that Ukrainians had tried to help Hillary Clinton in the 2016 election. (Toward
the end of our second evening in London, after several rounds of drinks, Lutsenko
speculated that Giuliani was hoping that Trump would make him Secretary of
State.) Lutsenko, apparently eager to undermine his domestic rivals, told Giuliani
that he had evidence that Artem Sytnyk was a Clinton supporter who was
protected by Yovanovitch, and accused NABU of playing a role in the release of
damaging information about Manafort. "He knew about how the Embassy was
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On the third day of their conversations, Lutsenko said, Giuliani promised to
arrange for Lutsenko to have a meeting in Washington with Barr once he was
confirmed by the Senate. Barr and Lutsenko could then set up a "joint
investigation team" that would seek to recover the Ukrainian assets allegedly held
by Franklin Templeton. Lutsenko and Giuliani told me that they were also hoping
that U.S. law-enforcement agencies would launch an investigation into Joe and
Hunter Biden's activities in Ukraine. If one were launched, Lutsenko said, the
prosecutor general's office would be asked to share information related to the case.
"For me, seven billion dollars," Lutsenko told me. "For him, Burisma. It could
start after a meeting or call with the Attorney General."
Back in Kyiv, Lutsenko said, he briefed Poroshenko; Arsen Avakov, Ukraine's
Interior Minister; and Arseniy Yatsenyuk, the former Prime Minister. "I didn't
have anything to hide," Lutsenko said. He told me that Poroshenko did not
discourage him from continuing his conversations with Giuliani and that
Poroshenko was happy to hear that Giuliani wanted to remove Yovanovitch.
According to Lutsenko, Poroshenko "hated" her. (Through a spokesperson,
Poroshenko denied feeling this way.) But Lutsenko said he sensed that, despite the
poor state of Poroshenko's relations with Joe Biden, he was worried about
damaging ties with the Democratic Party.
On February 11th, U.S. officials learned about Lutsenko's talks with Giuliani from
Avakov, who attended an event at the U.S. Institute for Peace, in Washington.
According to George Kent's deposition in the House impeachment inquiry,
Avakov told him that the private meetings sounded like "the wrong thing to do."
Kent asked Avakov why Lutsenko had wanted to have the meetings with Giuliani
in the first place. According to Kent, he said," 'To throw mud.' And I said,
'Throw mud at whom?,' and he said, 'A lot of people ... towards Masha, towards
you, towards others.' "
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Lutsenko was ready to meet with Barr, who would be sworn in as Attorney
General two days later. When Lutsenko said that he was, Giuliani said that
Lutsenko first needed to hire a lawyer who could arrange the meeting. "I had a
conflict," Giuliani told me. "I couldn't do it." Giuliani recommended a married
couple, Victoria Toensing and Joe di Genova, who often appear on Fox News.
Lutsenko declined to employ their services. Giuliani told me that he had decided
not to reach out to Barr directly. "I don't know what crime they would have made
out of that," he said.

ohn Solomon, the columnist for The Hill, told me that he, too, had been
reporting on the rift between the U.S. Embassy in Ukraine and the prosecutor
general's office. In March, Toensing and diGenova, Solomon's private lawyers,

J

introduced Solomon to Parnas, to help him set up interviews with Lutsenko,
Shokin, and other Ukrainian officials. Parnas told him that Giuliani was pursuing
a similar line of inquiry. Solomon called Giuliani, to see ifhe had any information
to share. According to Solomon, Giuliani said, 'Tm not ready and my client's not
ready to decide what to do with this information, and my first inclination is to give
it to the U.S. government." Solomon told me that he responded by saying, "Keep
me in the loop."

ADVERTISEMENT

Lutsenko told me that he was waiting to hear about the meeting with Barr when
he heard from Solomon. He gave him a long on-the-record, videotaped interview,
in which he described having a "difficult personal relationship" with Yovanovitch.
The first segment of Solomon's video interview with Lutsenko was published on
the Web site of The Hill on March 20th. Lutsenko told me, "Sincerely speaking, I
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and then to start with my seven-billion-dollar case." Giuliani told me that he
hoped that officials at the Justice Department, at the F.B.I., and at the State
Department would take note of Solomon's stories and look into them. "I figured
the best way to do this now was to let them pick up on it, instead of my trying to
force it on anybody," Giuliani said.
Giuliani said that he was asked to provide the State Department with some of the
evidence he had collected from Lutsenko, Shokin, and others. The dossier was
sent in a plain yellow envelope that was addressed, in calligraphic letters, to
"Secretary Pompeo." The return address was "THE WHITE

HOUSE."

Solomon said

he wasn't involved in the creation of the dossier and does not know why the
package contained a Post-it marked "Solomon Timelines."
One section of the dossier, dated March 28, 2019, contained particularly
outlandish claims. Kent, Yovanovitch, and other officials are accused of setting up
NABU

in order to protect the Bidens rather than to investigate corruption. (Neither

Kent nor Yovanovitch was working in Ukraine when the law establishing NABU
was passed.) Hunter Biden is alleged to have had breakfast on May 26, 2015, with
Deputy Secretary of State Tony Blinken to discuss Burisma. (At the time, Hunter
was at the hospital bedside of his brother, who died four days later.) The section
also included a memo that claimed, falsely, that the financier George Soros, a
perennial target of right-wing and anti-Semitic conspiracy theorists, had "played a
big role" in getting Yovanovitch nominated as Ambassador to Ukraine. "Until she
is removed Soros has as much, or more, power over Yovanovitch as the President
and Secretary of State," the memo reads.
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to look at that, and they're going to see that what they're saying about Yovanovitch
is true. And then they're going to see, holy shit, there's a whole big bribery or
money-laundering case here. We'll give it to the Justice Department, so now I'm
home free." An F.B.I. spokesperson, Brian Hale, declined to comment on what, if
anything, the Bureau did with the information.
Lutsenko and Parnas kept in touch with each other via text message. Parnas often
sent him news clips related to the Bidens and Yovanovitch. Lutsenko reached the
conclusion that Giuliani either was not able to convince Barr to meet with him or
was no longer trying. Lutsenko said he understood that Giuliani and his associates
wanted him, as the prosecutor general, to "announce" investigations into the
Bidens and into claims of Ukrainian interference in the 2016 election. He told me
that he suspected that an attention-grabbing announcement from Ukraine was
more important to Giuliani than the proposed investigations themselves, which
would drag on for years. But Lutsenko said that, under Ukrainian law, he didn't
have grounds to announce an investigation into the Bidens. "I was near the red
line, but I didn't cross it," Lutsenko said. Giuliani told me, "I was wondering what
kind of game he was playing. I felt like we were getting scammed."
On April 21st, after Volodymyr Zelensky easily won the Presidency of Ukraine,
Parnas asked Lutsenko whether he could arrange a meeting for Giuliani with the
new President. Lutsenko said that he didn't have a sufficiently close relationship
with Zelensky to do that. Shortly afterward, Zelensky made clear that Lutsenko
should step down.

In May, Lutsenko met with an American friend, who warned him that his
association with Giuliani's smear campaign against the Bidens and Yovanovitch
was causing serious damage to Ukraine's standing in the United States. The friend
told me, of Lutsenko, "He may be ambitious and occasionally reckless, but he is
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of now, we do not see any wrongdoing. A company can pay however much it
wants to its board." Lutsenko told me that he chose to speak to Bloomberg "to
declare my real position" and "to show I'm not Giuliani's marionette." Giuliani
was furious. "It was going along fine," he said, before Lutsenko seemed to let the
Bidens off the hook. "It undermined everything."
Giuliani reached out to Fruman and arranged a phone call with Lutsenko. It was
the middle of the night in Kyiv when they spoke, Lutsenko told me. Giuliani
recalled, "I got pretty angry at him on the phone." He told me that he thought
Lutsenko should have brought a case against former Vice-President Biden for
bribery-an idea apparently based on Biden's threat that he would withhold a
billion dollars in l.M.F. loans unless Shokin was fired.
"I said, 'Have you ever read your goddam bribery statute?' " Giuliani told me.
" 'Let me read it to you.' " He went on, " 'This takes a mental midget to do one
plus two equals crime. You don't need to be a lawyer, Yuriy, you just need to be an
honest man.' " According to Lutsenko, Giuliani kept on repeating "bribery,
bribery," in a loud and agitated voice. Lutsenko said that he told Giuliani that the
bribery assertion didn't make any sense to him. If Giuliani was correct, then
anytime a state withholds something of value from another state to get something
it wants, which happens all the time, it could be accused of bribery. According to
Lutsenko, Giuliani responded by saying, "I'm a lawyer, you're not."
Because of his falling out with Lutsenko, Giuliani told me, he turned his attention
to Kostiantyn Kulyk, whom the EB.I. refused to work with, and Nazar
Kholodnytsky, the special anti-corruption prosecutor, for information.
Yovanovitch, in a March, 2019, speech, said that Kholodnytsky, who had been
recorded coaching suspects on how to avoid criminal charges, "must be replaced.''
Solomon told me that, toward the end of May, Giuliani contacted him, wanting to
share the information that he had collected. "I think we should get it out to the
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n July 21st, Ukraine held parliamentary elections, and, at a press conference
that followed the release of the first exit polls, a reporter asked Zelensky if

he could name his candidate for prosecutor general. Zelensky responded, "That
name certainly won't start with 'Lu-' and end with '-tsenko.'" On August 29th,
when the new parliament was sworn in, Lutsenko submitted his resignation. He
told me that, contrary to reports that he was angling to stay in the job, he was
happy to leave.

ADVERTISEMENT

Lutsenko said that, when the White House released an official account of Trump's
call with Zelensky, on September 25th, he felt a measure of vindication. As he saw
it, Trump had pressed Zelensky to announce investigations into the Bidens and
into allegations of Ukrainian interference in the 2016 election because Lutsenko
hadn't announced the probes himsel£ "The publication of that transcript proves
that I stopped before the red line," he said. But, Lutsenko acknowledged, his
future in politics was more uncertain than ever. Yovanovitch's removal as
Ambassador had allowed her and her colleagues to use the impeachment inquiry
to describe his most unscrupulous behavior as prosecutor general. I asked
Lutsenko if he had read Yovanovitch's deposition. "I don't want to read her
fantasies," he said. At home, the Anti-Corruption Action Center joined nineteen
other organizations in calling for Lutsenko to be sanctioned by the U.S. Treasury
Department for contributing to "grave corruption and human-rights violations in
Ukraine." Daria Kaleniuk, the center's director, said she believed that Lutsenko
had committed "state treason."
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most important thing in your flat, because every morning, when you shave, you
have to look into your own eyes. It is impossible to lie to yoursel£ I'm proud that I
still have a good relationship with my mirror."

In a phone call with me on November 21st, Giuliani described some tips he was
hearing from his sources in Ukraine, including allegations that a Ukrainian
oligarch had made illegal campaign contributions to Hillary Clinton totalling
forty million dollars, "that Biden helped to facilitate." In addition, he said, "I was
told Biden had participated in the hacking"-a reference to the penetration of
Democratic National Committee computer servers in 2016, which U.S.
intelligence agencies have attributed to Russia's military intelligence agency, the
G.R.U. The conspiracy theories were endless. "They may be true, they may be
false," Giuliani said of the rumors. Toward the end of the conversation, Giuliani
spoke wistfully of Lutsenko as a "critical witness" in his investigation, and he said,
"If there's some way to, kind of, sit down and patch it up, I'm open to it."
He didn't waste time. A few days later, One America News Network, a right-wing
television outlet that Trump has promoted on Twitter, which reaches thirty-five
million households, aired the first episode in an "exclusive multipart series" that,
according to a trailer, "debunks the impeachment hoax and exposes Biden family
corruption in Ukraine." The series is hosted by Chanel Rion, the network's White
House and political correspondent and the author of several books of juvenile
mystery fiction "for girls who want to Make America Great Again." On
December 3rd, Giuliani tweeted that he was "working on an important project
with@OANN." That day, "at a safe house on the outskirts of Budapest," Rion
interviewed Giuliani, who plays the role of a guide in the series, alongside
Lutsenko.

In a preview of the episode, Rion says that Lutsenko accused the American media
of "wrongly" pitting him against Giuliani by abridging his statements on the
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Templeton-a claim rejected by the F.B.I. in the course of several years as
unsubstantiated. As Lutsenko speaks in broken English about the letter and about
Yovanovitch's testimony, Giuliani jots down notes, as if he were collecting a
witness's statement for a report he was preparing. The letter is evidence, Lutsenko
says, that Yovanovitch lied under oath when she said that Lutsenko had not told
her why he wanted the meetings with Barr. "This is this document, with
signature, with stamps, with everything," he says. After the interview, Rion shot a
short segment, on a snowy, tree-lined road: "It all made sense, says Lutsenko,
when he realized that Adam Schiff was an investor in Franklin Templeton
himself." (A Schiff aide told me, in an e-mail, "As disclosed in his annual, publicly
available financial disclosures, Rep. Schiff owns shares in some Franklin
Templeton mutual funds, and has since 2009.")
On December 12th, Trump promoted Lutsenko's latest claims that Yovanovitch
lied under oath, retweeting to his 67.5 million followers a link to Lutsenko's
interview with Rion. The day after Lutsenko's interview, I asked him why he had
renewed his partnership with Giuliani, whose competence he had previously
questioned. "I have no other way to protect my reputation," he responded. "Why
not?" ♦

Published in the print edition ofthe December 23, 2019, issue, with the headline "The
Man in the Middle."

Adam Entous is a staffwriter at The New Yorker.
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UKRAINE'S UNLIKELY PRESIDENT, PROMISING A
NEW STYLE OF POLITICS, GETS ATASTE OF
TRUMP'S SWAMP
Volodymyr Zelensky swept to power pledging to end corruption. Then the White House called.
By Joshua Yaffa October 25, 2019

Audio:

iev's central square, the Maidan, was the site of two revolutions, and its name has
become a kind of universal shorthand for a popular uprising. The first revolution,
in 2004, brought to power Viktor Yushchenko, who promised European-style reforms
but ended up presiding over a feckless administration. Disaffection with his corrupt
successor, Viktor Yanukovych, led to the second revolution, starting in 2013, in which

K

more than a hundred protesters were killed. The Maidan is also the site of the annual
celebrations of the country's Independence Day-the anniversary of the day, August
24, 1991, that Ukraine formalized its statehood after the collapse of the Soviet Union.
This year, on August 24th at nine in the morning, more than a thousand children
formed a line that led up the street where, five years ago, scores of demonstrators were
fired on by snipers. The children, dressed in white, clutched yellow-and-blue Ukrainian
flags and bouquets of daisies.
Volodymyr Zelensky, the country's new President, stood halfway up the cobblestoned
alley with his wife, Olena. Zelensky, who was elected in April, with seventy-three per
cent of the vote, is forty-one, with close-cropped brown hair and a disarming ability to
adopt whatever persona suits the occasion. Before he declared his candidacy for
President, on New Year's Eve, 2018, he was the leading member of a troupe of actors
and satirists who spoke to Ukrainians' frustrations with the country's turbulent postSoviet transition. On the phenomenally popular television show "Servant of the
People,"which aired from 2015 to the spring of 2019, he played Vasyl Holoborodko, a
https://www,newyorker.com/magazine/2019/11 /04/how-trumps"'6missaries-put•pressure--on-.ukraines-new-president
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lovable and self-effacing high-school teacher who, in the first episode, is filmed by a
student unleashing a profanity-filled tirade against Ukraine's corrupt political class.
Holoborodko becomes a viral sensation, so much so that, however improbable the plot
point might be, he is elected President.
Since 1991, Ukrainian politicians, despite claiming to be against corruption, have kept
close ties to oligarchs while taking pleasure in their bureaucratic powers, enjoying what
Dostoyevsky once called "administrative ecstasy." Zelensky, who cast himself as a
Ukrainian Everyman, represented a departure, though his campaign was light on policy
specifics. Even a hundred days into his Presidency, he had spent little time articulating
how, exactly, he was planning to execute his proposed reforms, which included
disciplining a self-interested oligarchy and negotiating an end to the five-year war with
Russian-backed separatists in the eastern region of the Donbass, in which, to date,
more than ten thousand people have been killed.
His earliest moves were symbolic. He reduced the bloated Presidential motorcade to
two cars with no sirens, the minimum his bodyguards would allow, and hinted that he
might move the Presidential administration from its Stalin-era building, on Bankova
Street, to somewhere more laid-back. For Independence Day, he replaced the
traditional Soviet-style military parade of soldiers and tanks and missile launchers,
which he called "pompous and expensive," with the March of Dignity, featuring
schoolteachers, doctors, social workers, and athletes.
Zelensky and Olena walked down the street, trailed by children. Church bells rang.
Then Zelensky addressed the crowd. "Twenty-eight years have passed,"he said,
referring to Ukraine's post-Soviet independence. "They were difficult, stormy, thornybut they were ours together." He went on, "The whole country cut coupons"-a
reference to the quasi-currency issued after independence to help Ukrainians buy daily
necessities-"and, let's be honest, watched 'The Rich Also Cry' "-a Mexican
telenovela popular in the former Soviet Union in the early nineties. The speech,
optimistic and unifying, tinged with a sense oflaughter through tears, encapsulated
Zelensky's brand of populism.

In the end, the obstinate forces of tradition and inertia stymied the administration's
move from Bankova Street. But, under the new President, visitors could wear shorts if
they liked. The new Prime Minister, Oleksiy Honcharuk, a thirty-five-year-old lawyer,
https:/Jwww.newyorker.com/magazine/2019/11 /04/how-trumps-em!ssarles-put-pressure-on--ok:raines~new-president
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once rolled into work on a scooter. Zelensk:y, in his first days in office, suggested to the
pair of honor guards who have historically been positioned outside the President's
office, greeting the commander-in-chief each morning with a salute and the words
"Good day, Mr. President! I wish you health!," that perhaps they could just say a quiet
"Good morning."
A few days after the March of Dignity, I visited Zelensk:y at the Presidential suite,
which occupies the entire fourth floor of the administration building-a warren of
corridors, gilded reception rooms, and parquet floors. He welcomed me into his office,
which looks much as it did under Yanukovych, a kleptocratic would-be dictator with
famously bad taste. There are half columns of green marble, and a carpet in rich yellows
and reds covers the floor. Taking a seat across from me in a large leather armchair,
Zelensk:y smiled conspiratorially. "This is no place for a normal person," he said. He
delivered a practiced routine about his "iPhone 11"-a switchboard the size of a
microwave--before growing suddenly serious. "These walls are filled with the
symbolism of the past thirty years," he said, wrinkling his nose in disgust. "They were
the site of what brought our country to the condition it's in. You want to wash all this
off yourself."
I asked him how his career in entertainment had prepared him for politics. "What the
viewer loves in an actor, this feeling of humanity-of course I use it," he said. "And
that's very easy to do, because I remain myse1£" Acting had taught him another lesson,
too: "Politics is like bad cinema-people overact, take it too far. When I speak with
politicians, I see this in their facial expressions, their eyes, the way they squint."
Energized by the parallel, he went on, "I look at things like a producer. I would often
watch a scene on the monitor, and the director and I would yell, 'Stop, no more, this is
unwatchable! No one will believe this.' "
Zelensk:y's most scrutinized performance to date was a phone call, on July 25th,
between him and President Donald Trump, a summary of which the White House
released in late September, after a whistle-blower complaint came to light. The
complaint indicated that, during the call, Trump had "sought to pressure the Ukrainian
leader to take actions to help the President's 2020 reelection bid," including asking
Zelensk:y to pursue an investigation into Hunter Biden,Joe Biden's son, who was on
the board of the Ukrainian gas company Burisma.
h1tps://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2019/11 I04/how-trumps--emissaries-put..pressure-on-ukraines-new-president
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President Trump Is Impeached

In the call, Zelensky, who is speaking Ukrainian and using an interpreter, is generous
with his praise, mentioning that he stayed at the Trump International Hotel and Tower
on Central Park. "I just wanted to assure you once again that you have nobody but
friends around us," he says. When Trump compliments Zelensky on his election
victory, Zelensky builds on their similarities: two very different types of populist who,
nevertheless, both turned television stardom into political power. "We used quite a few
of your skills and knowledge," he says. "We wanted to drain the swamp here in our
country."Trump launches into a rant about Europe-"Germany does almost nothing
for you," he says-and Zelensky readily agrees "not only one hundred per cent but
actually one thousand per cent." Zelensky then mentions U.S. military aid. Trump
brings up a "favor," and goes on to talk about a conspiracy theory connected to the
2016 U.S. election, and also "talk ofBiden's son." Zelensky indicates that he is open to
Trump's requests. Soon, he says, Ukraine will have a new prosecutor general-"one
hundred per cent my person," who will "look into the situation."
Zelensky, evidently embarrassed, has said that he hadn't expected his side of the
conversation to be published. Vitaliy Sych, the editor of the weekly news magazine
https:/lwww.newyorker.com/magazine/2019/11/04/how-trumps-emissaries-put-pressure-on-ukraines-new--president
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Novoye Vremya, told me that Zelensky, although he sounded "fawning and servile," had
been put in an almost impossible position. For nearly three decades, Ukraine has
counted on bipartisan support in Washington to offset relentless pressure from Russia.
Zelensky, desperate to end the war in the Donbass, is heavily reliant on U.S. military
aid and diplomatic muscle. He was set on arranging a meeting with the U.S. President.
"It would be a signal to Russia, of course," a policy adviser of Zelensky's told me; such a
meeting would strengthen Ukraine's position in its standoff with its more powerful
neighbor. "But it would also be seen as a very positive sign in Ukraine: here is a new
President who is supported by the leader of the most powerful country in the world."
On September 24th, after the news of the whistle-blower complaint, House Speaker
Nancy Pelosi announced a formal impeachment inquiry into Trump. The next day,
when the summary of the call was released, Zelensky finally got his audience with
Trump, on the sidelines of the United Nations General Assembly. The circumstances
were not the ones he had wished for. At a joint press appearance, he insisted, in slightly
broken English, he had not been pressured in the call, and that, in any case, he did not
want to get involved in American politics. (Earlier, he had told a Russian journalist,
"The only person who can put pressure on me is my son, who is six years old.")
On October 22nd, William Taylor, the top U.S. diplomat in Kiev, delivered testimony
to Congress as part of the impeachment inquiry. He said that he had become
"increasingly concerned that our relationship with Ukraine was being fundamentally
undermined by an irregular, informal channel of U.S. policy-making."The channel, he
said, was coordinated by Rudy Giuliani, Trump's personal lawyer, and included Kurt
Volker, then the U.S. Special Representative to Ukraine; Gordon Sondland, whom
Trump appointed Ambassador to the E. U.; and Rick Perry, the Secretary of Energy. In
mid-July, Trump had ordered a freeze on nearly four hundred million dollars in U.S.
military aid to Ukraine that had been authorized by Congress, though it reportedly
took several weeks for the news to make its way to Kiev. Taylor testified that Sondland
had made clear to Zelensky that both a White House meeting and the military aid
were dependent on his publicly announcing that he would conduct investigations that
were of personal and political interest to Trump.
During my meeting with Zelensky, in August, he talked about the frozen military aid
as a technical matter. But there was clearly something on his mind. "There are some
https:/Jwww.newyork.er.comimagazine/2019/11/04/how-trumps-emissaries-put..pressure-on-ukraines~new-president

AB

39-405

5122

01/18/2020

971
11212020

Ukraine's Unlikely President, Promising a New Style of Politics, Gets a Taste of Trump's Swamp I The New Yorker

difficulties," he said. «It's a complicated story that started a long time ago." He summed
up his position: "Large empires have always used smaller countries for their own
interests. But, in this political chess match, I will not let Ukraine be a pawn."The
sentiment was spot on and the delivery perfect, but, in reality, it might have already
been too late.

B

efore the collapse of the Soviet Union, Zelensky's home town ofKryvyi Rih, in

the southeast, was a major center ofiron mining and metallurgy. By the early
nineties, it had fallen into decline, blighted with unemployment, alcoholism, and

banditry. Gangs of teen-age delinquents known as the beguny, or "runners," terrorized
the city with hammers, knives, and bottles. Zelensky and his friends found an escape in
a variety-show and sketch-comedy competition called K.V.N., the full name of which,
in Russian, means Club of Funny and Inventive People. K.V.N. competitions first
appeared on Soviet television in the nineteen-sixties and soon became a national
pastime, held in universities and performance venues all over the Soviet Union.
In 1994, Zelensky's high school, School No. 95 in Kryvyi Rih, held a K.V.N.
tournament that pitted teachers against students. Alla Shepilko, then a mathematics
teacher and now the school's director, recalled that Zelensky, who was in the eleventh
grade, was the captain of the student team, and was confident that they would win.
Shepilko asked him why, and he said, "Because you are the teachers. You can say only
what you are allowed to say. But we are free to say what we really want."When I
recently visited the school, a squat building of beige brick, with a design out of the
standard-issue socialist-architecture catalogue, Shepilko told me, "It's true-we were
delicate, always searching for just the right words. But they were genuine, speaking
directly and without observing the norms of diplomacy."The students won handily.
Zelensky, whom everyone called Vova, grew up in a Ukrainian-Jewish family: his
mother, Rimma, is an engineer, and his father, Alexander, a professor of computer
science. Like many Ukrainians living in the country's eastern regions, the family spoke
Russian at home. Alexander was known for his work ethic; he often returned from the
office after eleven at night. Even now, at seventy-one, he teaches five classes a semester
at a local university. When I visited him at his office, I discovered that he is also
something of a cutup, ending many of his sentences with a smile. "I'm laughing all the
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time, making jokes, and, if you'll excuse the unliterary phrase, messing around," he told
me.
In the mid-nineties, Zelensky and several of his K.V.N. friends enrolled at a local
university, where they studied law. But they devoted much of their energy to K.V.N.,
and formed a troupe called Kvartal 95. It was run as a collective, but, as Zelensky's
school friend Vadim Pereverzev said, there had to be "one person who has the final
word, who takes ultimate responsibility. This leader turned out to be Vova." Zelensky
attracted the attention of Boris and Serhii Shefir, a pair of brothers who were leaders of
a more established K.V.N. troupe. Serhii told me, of Zelensky, "He had charisma,
energy, and, most important, desire, an absolute and uncompromising desire." It
became clear that Zelensky and his friends weren't going to become lawyers. Alexander
Zelensky told me, in his office, "I resisted-but not for long. I could see that he was
engaged, that he enjoys it. He found himself, and that's great."

In 2002, Alexander Rodnyansky, a producer who was then the head of Ukraine's largest
television network, agreed to air Kvartal 95's live comedy show in prime time. Russian
society's relationship to politics tends to be marked by a leaden self-seriousness,
Rodnyansky told me, but in Ukraine, where politics is defined by a cycle of hope and
disappointment, people approach everyone and everything with a guffawing irony and
an abiding skepticism. It's a sense of humor that is irreverent and heavy on folksy
shtick, which wormed its way from Odessa to Kryvyi Rih and, later, to Brighton Beach.
The members of Kvartal 95 were masters of the genre.
The show, "Evening Kvartal," was made up of sketches that resembled those on
"Saturday Night Live,"with the dial for the zany and the ribald turned up. Zelensky
and his castmates mocked the villains of the first Maidan and also its heroes. The
oligarchs were ripe for satire, but so were traffic police, petty bureaucrats, and the
Orthodox Church. Politicians of opposing factions came to see the show, often sitting
on different sides of the audience. "Sometimes we'd hear that we'd gone too far, or that
we offended someone," Shefir remembered. "A person whom we'd poked fun at would
come up and tell us, 'That was a bad joke you told about me, but what you said about
the other guy was funny.' "

In December, 2013, Vladimir Putin, wary oflosing influence over Ukraine, offered
Yanukovych a bailout worth fifteen billion dollars and a favorable gas deal after
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Yanukovych withdrew from a trade agreement that would have brought Ukraine closer
to the E.U. For many people in Ukraine, Yanukovych's refusal to sign the agreement
was a blow; Europe represented not just a potential trading partner but an aspirational
vision of Ukraine as a modern, functional, corruption-free country. Hundreds of
thousands of demonstrators filled the streets to protest the government. One Kvartal
95 sketch from the period made fun of the brutality of the riot police; in another,
Zelensky played a psychiatric patient who is recruited by a government functionary to
go after demonstrators.

In February, 2014, after months of clashes, Yanukovych fled. Within weeks, Russia had
annexed Crimea, and by that summer it had ignited a separatist conflict in the
Donbass. Petro Poroshenko, an oligarch with holdings in everything from chocolate to
media, was elected President, with a mandate to carry out deep and lasting change. But
it soon became clear to his opponents that, like his predecessors, Poroshenko was
primarily intent on preserving his grip on power, making backroom deals with fellowoligarchs and wielding influence over law enforcement and the courts.

In the winter of 2015, Zelensky and his Kvartal 95 colleagues began writing "Servant
of the People," a sendup of Ukraine's corrupt political culture. In early episodes,
Zelensky's character, Holoborodko, confused and overwhelmed after becoming
President, is introduced to his extensive staff(there is a tanning specialist, a masseur for
the President's earlobes, and an ostrich cultivator) and shown around his new residence.
"Remember the government default of 2008?" an aide asks, pointing to a golden
chandelier. "That's what caused it." In a scene that has recently taken on an uncanny
resonance, Holoborodko gets a call from the German Chancellor, Angela Merkel.
"Hello! Congratulations, we decided to invite your country into the European Union,"
she tells him. Holoborodko goes nuts. "Oh, fuck! Oh, sorry-wow! I'm so happy!" he
cries. But it's a mistake: Merkel meant to call Montenegro. He ends the call, cursing
furiously.
Holoborodko speaks with a bracing honesty. When meeting with officials from the
International Monetary Fund, a big lender to Ukraine, who are presented as conniving
hucksters, he tells them, "Go to Hell! We aren't beggars, or migrant workers, or some
borderland wedged between ores and elves." He is a wise fool, calling out injustice and
illogic not just among the ruling class but among ordinary Ukrainians, too. In one
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episode, he goes off message at a press conference, telling a television correspondent
how a pure-hearted Ukrainian can readily turn into a khokhol, an epithet that Russian
speakers sometimes use for Ukrainians to denote weak-mindedness. He goes on to
explain how this happens: the story starts at birth, he says, with a bribe for the doctor
in the delivery room. The Ukrainian of Holoborodko's fable rises in the world,
becoming a deputy in parliament, and, over time, his cynicism grows. He ends up
swapping barbecues on the Dnipro River for holidays in the Maldives, so as to get
farther away from other khokhols like himsel£ That, Holoborodko says, is our
"mysterious khokhol soul."
Zelensky once joked to a BBC reporter that, although he is a fan of"Monty Python,"
Ukrainian audiences wanted something broader, like "Benny Hill." But, for all the
buffoonery of"Servant of the People," it contained a barely hidden civic manifesto. "We
were not just making a kind of humorous critique but also proposing something to
society, putting forward our vision,"Yuriy Kostyuk, one of the show's chief writers, said.
"In fact, the show was successful precisely because we weren't indifferent-we really
wanted 'Servant of the People' to demonstrate that a different life was possible."
The show was a runaway hit, and in 2016 it was picked up by Netflix for distribution
abroad. At the time, Ukraine's post-Maidan hopes for deep, systemic change were
fading. No high-ranking officials had been prosecuted for corruption. The war
continued. "We'd spent our lives worried about the same problems that worried
everybody, and on top of that we had gained a certain degree of popularity and public
trust," Pereverzev said. "All this was leading us to something, even if we didn't know
what." Kostyuk told me about a moment on set, in 2015, when the team was filming
the khokhol monologue: "I was looking at the monitor, and I caught myself thinking,
Can this really be it? Is this the ceiling-the maximum of what we can convey through
the television screen?"
Zelensky told me that his decision to enter politics was the result of a nagging feeling
that he needed to do something to help transform his country. "I started out making
fun of politicians, parodying them, and, in so doing, showing what kind of Ukraine I
would like to see,"he said. ''.And then came this series, in which I could play such a
President. O.K., so I couldn't actually be the President, but I could play him ... and at
some point I understood there was a chance. These feelings accumulated in me to the
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point of spilling over-which coincided with things accumulating and spilling over for
the Ukrainian people, too."
As the head of Kvartal 95, Zelensky had faced bureaucratic issues that spoke of wider
problems. "It was difficult to register my business,"he told me. "It was difficult to pay
my taxes. It was difficult to protect my intellectual property. It was constantly difficult."
To help Ukrainian businesses, he went on, "I needed a political instrument." Zelensky
decided to launch a political party- Servant of the People Party, its name borrowed
from the show-which he hoped would be able to get a handful of competent deputies
voted into parliament. Serhii Shefir, by then a top executive at Kvartal 95, recalled, "We
felt that the people were listening to us, but that politicians weren't. So we decided that
we needed to go into their territory, to go inside their system, and to start talking to
them from there." Zelensky announced his candidacy on the "Evening Kvartal" New
Year's special.
Poroshenko was running for reelection on a platform anchored in Ukrainian
nationalism and an attachment to a heroic past. His campaign slogan was "Army,
language, faith." Zelensky's Ukraine was aspirational, a country of programmers and
entrepreneurs. He asked simple, provocative questions. When we met, he described
encountering the West in the two-thousands. "I travelled to America and all over
Europe," he said. "And I didn't understand why in Franee or Germany you can walk the
streets and see, in the morning, grandmothers sitting in cafes drinking coffee. Why isn't
it like that in my country?"
Zelensky's campaign was daringly experimental. He gave very few interviews and
barely held traditional campaign events. Instead, he recorded his own content on the
campaign trail, mainly videos-in which, for instance, he toured Lviv, in western
Ukraine, with a local guide, who taught him a few words in the regional dialect, and
interviewed I.T. professionals. The "Evening Kvartal" troupe mounted a national tour,
putting on comedy shows in which the performers acted as though their star weren't in
the middle of a Presidential campaign, while winking that, of course, he was. Toward
the end of the tour, in the city ofDnipro, Zelensky addressed the crowd as himself. "It
feels like for the past twenty-eight years we've been living in some dark forest," he said.
"But we can do this together and leave darkness behind." He called on audience
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members to turn on the flashlights on their cell phones and hold them aloft. He said,
"On March 31st"-Election Day-"raise your eyes and find the light."
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The third season of"Servant of the People" premiered as the election approached. The
show's fictional Ukraine, still led by Holoborodko, had splintered into two dozen
independent fiefdoms-a metaphor, perhaps, for the separatist territories in the
Donbass, or maybe a reference to the rhetoric of many of Ukraine's post-independence
politicians, Poroshenko included, who had pitted the country's Ukrainian speakers
against its Russian ones. "Enough with the old slogans that cleave our land apart-east,
west, north, south-we're one country, we're all Ukrainians," Holoborodko says. During
the campaign, Zelensky was happy for voters to conflate him with his television
counterpart. As one ofZelensky's advisers, Kyrylo Tymoshenko, a television and event
producer, told me, "The show created an image in the minds of people of who the
President could be."
Kostyuk, the writer for "Servant of the People," who had become Zelensky's top
campaign aide, told me that the team had been impressed by the New York
representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez; they admired her viral campaign video,
which positioned her as a woman of her community-getting ready for work, taking
the subway, talking to voters. Kostyuk paraphrased the video's message: "How can those
in power truly represent us when they don't live next door, don't breathe the same air,
don't drink the same water, aren't treated in our hospitals, don't send their children to
the same schools?" He added, "That's what we were saying, too."
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Iryna Bekeshkina, a leading sociologist in Kiev, called Zelensky's campaign a "direct hit,
right on target." By the end of Poroshenko's term, Ukrainians were disgusted with the
incumbent political class. Bekeshkina and her colleagues analyzed the results of a 2018
nationwide poll and found that only sixteen per cent of the population identified
"professionalism'' as a key attribute for a politician. More important was that a
candidate be seen as an honest and incorruptible person. Zelensky had that image
going into the campaign, and he preserved it by avoiding uncomfortable or
complicated topics, such as whether Ukraine should aspire to join NATO, or negotiate
directly with separatist leaders in the Donbass. "He was a screen on which every person
projected his own fantasies," Bekeshkina said. One Western diplomat in Kiev put it
slightly differently: "You could say that having no real policy positions turned out to be
his secret sauce."

In February, 2019, after Zelensky met with European ambassadors in Kiev, news leaked
that they were uneasy about his candidacy. An E.U. diplomat told me that, although
Zelensky was "a very careful listener," he spoke in "very general statements and wasn't
able to answer simple political questions. The impression was terrible." And, for all
Zelensky's emphasis on replacing the corrupt regimes of the past, he was seen to be
close to Ihor Kolomoisky, an oligarch with holdings in metals, aviation, energy,
banking, and media, who owns 1+ 1, the channel that aired "Servant of the People."
During Zelensky's campaign, 1 + 1 enthusiastically promoted his candidacy.
Kolomoisky's worth is estimated at more than a billion dollars. He owned PrivatBank,
Ukraine's largest financial institution, from 1992 to 2016. That year, the Ukrainian
government nationalized the bank, which was on the brink of insolvency, and
Kolomoisky and his associates were accused of embezzling five billion dollars.
(Kolomoisky has denied these accusations.) He fled to Switzerland, and then to Israel.
In the weeks before the election, Ukrainian journalists published records showing that
Zelensky had travelled on a private jet thirteen times to Geneva and Tel Aviv, where
Kolomoisky has homes. Zelensky was accompanied on many of those flights by Andriy
Bohdan, Kolomoisky's lawyer, who later became Zelensky's chief of staff.
Vitaliy Shabunin, who heads the Anti-Corruption Action Center, in Kiev, said that a
certain degree of proximity to a figure like Kolomoisky was unavoidable for a politician.
"If you are a baker and can't get your loaves into the supermarket, your business is
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destined to forever remain small-scale," he said. "And, for Zelensky, the supermarket
belongs to Kolomoisky." Zelensky told me that, in the Ukrainian media, "every channel
belongs to one large financial interest or another." Given the long history he shared
with 1+ 1, it was only logical that the channel supported his candidacy. But "support" on
Ukrainian television doesn't mean positive advertising, he clarified, so much as "how
you are destroyed on this or that channel," and, on Kolomoisky's channel, "no one
destroyed us."
The twenty-four hours before an election in Ukraine are known as a "day of silence,"
when no campaigning is allowed. 1+ 1 circumvented this rule by airing a variety show of
Kvartal 95 offerings featuring Zelensky and a documentary on Ronald Reagan, in
which Zelensky voiced the President in Ukrainian. As if the parallel weren't obvious
enough, a spokesperson for the network explained, in a press statement, "Reagan traded
his acting career for politics, where he achieved great results."The next day, in the first
round of voting, out of thirty-nine candidates, Zelensky came in first, with thirty per
cent of the vote; Poroshenko came in second, with sixteen. In their final showdown, on
April 19th, the two men met for a debate at Kiev's Olympic Stadium. They taunted
each other on a cramped stage. "I am the result of your mistakes," Zelensky told
Poroshenko.
elensky's difficulties with the Trump Administration began not long after the
election. In early May, Rudy Giuliani announced that he intended to go to Kiev.
He wanted the Ukrainian authorities to pursue several matters, including investigations
into Ukraine's supposed interference in the 2016 U.S. election and into the Bidens.
Adam Schiff, the chairman of the House Intelligence Committee, said that Giuliani
was trying to recruit a foreign government to influence the U.S. electoral process.
Giuliani cancelled his plans, blaming Democrats and various Ukrainians. "I'm not
going to go, because I think I'm walking into a group of people that are enemies of the
President-in some cases, enemies of the United States," Giuliani said, on Fox News.
According to the Western diplomat in Kiev, Zelensky's team felt "personally targeted"
by Giuliani's comments. The policy adviser of Zelensky told me that this was the
moment when Zelensky and his staff realized the difficulty of the position they were in:
"We understood that there is a risk in being dragged into this struggle, and had a clear

Z

feeling that it's definitely not where we want to end up."
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Around this time, Zelensky held a meeting ostensibly to talk about energy policy.
Instead, the group spent hours discussing how to deal with Trump and Giuliani's
expectations. "He was concerned," a person familiar with the meeting said, of Zelensky.
"The reason for the meeting was about not wanting to say no to the President of the
United States, whose support he was going to need on Russia, security and the I.M.F."
Later that month, two Soviet-born businessmen, Igor Fruman and Lev Parnas,
working for Giuliani, showed up in Kiev. They wanted to see Zelensky. He demurred,
and dispatched Shefir, the Kvartal 95 executive, who was acting as one of his chief
political advisers, to meet with them. According to someone familiar with the
exchange, Shefir told them that the Zelensky team could not talk about a potential
meeting with Giuliani until after the inauguration: "They"-the Zelensky advisers
-"had the instinct not to stick their finger in the socket."
Meanwhile,journalists and diplomats in Ukraine were becoming newly concerned
about Zelensky's relationship with Kolomoisky. Just before the inauguration,
Kolomoisky had made a triumphant return to Ukraine on a private jet. In April, a
district court in Kiev had declared the nationalization of PrivatBank illegal, inviting the
possibility that the bank could be returned to him. In May, Kolomoisky told the
Financial Times that Ukraine should simply default on its foreign debt. "We should
treat our creditors the way Greece does," he said. "How many times has Argentina
defaulted?" Defaulting would throw into turmoil loan negotiations with the I.M.F., and
Zelensky said that Ukraine had no such plans. But, as a source familiar with the
country's discussions with the I.M.F. said, "the reaction could have been stronger."Yulia
Mostova, the editor of the Kiev-based Mirror Weekly, told me, "When the President
wields personal control over law enforcement and the courts, it's terrible. But when the
President doesn't have any influence on the judicial system, and these bodies use that
freedom to spit on the law, it's no better."
In May, in a Holoborodko-esque gesture, Zelensky walked to his inauguration
ceremony, giving high fives en route. In his speech, he spoke of how he wanted
bureaucrats to remove portraits of the President from their offices. "Hang your kids'
photos instead, and look at them each time you are making a decision," he said-an
echo ofHoloborodko's declaration, in his inaugural address, that his only promise was
to "act in such a way that I won't be ashamed to look children in the eye."Then, in a
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surprise move, Zelensky announced the dissolution of parliament and called for new
elections.
In July, the Servant of the People Party came in first in the parliamentary elections,
gaining enough seats to rule on its own, without forming a coalition. None ofits M.P.s
had held office before. In one race, a twenty-nine-year-old wedding photographer
defeated the millionaire owner of a local aerospace factory, a four-term incumbent. In
another, a former elections-commission official, who had been in parliament since the
nineties, was ousted by the owner of a regional chain of pizzerias.
Volodymyr Fesenko, a veteran political analyst and the head of the Penta Center, a
think tank in Kiev, explained that, whereas the two Maidan revolutions brought into
power a "contra-elite"-a long-standing opposition that had experience in politics and
government-Zelensk1 and the Servant of the People Party marked the first time that
the country would be run by a ~proto-elite" of outsiders. With a popularity rating above
seventy per cent and an overwhelming majority in parliament, Zelensky had assembled
more power than any Ukrainian leader in modern history.
He began to enact a series of sweeping changes. He cancelled legal immunity for
parliamentary deputies, a move long sought by anti-corruption activists. He called for
the private sale of farmland in the country, which the World Bank estimates could add
fifteen billion dollars a year to the economy. On September 7th, after weeks of
negotiations, he welcomed home thirty-five Ukrainians who had been held as prisoners
by Russia, including the film director Oleg Sentsov, who had become a cause celebre.
Zelensky hired a half-dozen writers and producers from Kvartal 95 to join him as
Presidential advisers. They struck me as approachable and intelligent, if a bit
intoxicated by their success. Tymoshenko, the producer, who now serves as a top
communications adviser to Zelensky, told me that the administration had conducted
research that it says shows that people are less interested in watching press conferences
than in hearing the President himself "They want the President to sit in front of a
camera and speak with them directly, like, 'Iiey, guys, so here's what happened last
week,' "he said. Bohdan, Zelensky's chief of staff: put it more bluntly: "\/Ve talk to the
people without go-betweens, without journalists." A hundred days into Zelensk1 's
Presidency, his first in-depth interview-with an actor from the Kvartal 95 troupe who
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played Holoborodko's Prime Minister on "Servant of the People"-was far from hardhitting.
During the campaign, Natalie Sedletska, the head of an investigative-news program
called "Schemes," had tried to ask Zelensky about production contracts that Kvartal 95
had with Russian partners; he declined to comment. (A spokesperson for Zelensky said
he does not remember receiving Sedletska's inquiry.) In January, reporters from
"Schemes" waited for Zelensky outside his office, but he brushed past them, saying, "I
don't owe you anything." Sedletska told me that she didn't necessarily believe that
Zelensky was hiding explosive secrets, but did think that he might not be ready for his
"collision with reality." She went on, "You're no longer just the darling of the people but
the object of real scrutiny, and of real questions."
recently spoke with Alexey Kiryushchenko, who directed all three seasons of
"Servant of the People" and has adapted many American sitcoms for Ukrainian and
Russian audiences. (Local versions of"The Nanny" and "Who's the Boss?" are among

I

his biggest hits.) Kiryushchenko told me that he often gets stopped on the street:
"People grab me to ask, 'Will there be a new season?' I tell them they've already missed
it."That season, he explained, had begun with Zelensky's campaign and unlikely
victory: "It's come to life, it's happening in real time."

In retrospect, what was unfolding looked less like a comedy than a geopolitical
psychodrama. William Taylor testified that Trump, having promised Zelensky a White
House meeting in a congratulatory letter on May 29th, declined to set a date for weeks.
In the days before the July 25th phone call, Taylor said, Gordon Sondland, the
Ambassador to the E.U., recommended to Zelensky that he use the phrase "I will leave
no stone unturned" when he spoke to Trump. The morning of the call, Kurt Volker
wrote a message to Andriy Yermak, a lawyer and a longtime friend of Zelensky's, who
was acting as an emissary to the Trump Administration. Volker told Yermak that, if
Zelensky managed to convince Trump that he would take action on the various issues
of political interest to the U.S. President, "we will nail down date for visit to
Washington."
Zelensky and his advisers, few of whom had experience in foreign diplomacy, spent
much of the summer looking for a way out of their predicament. The Western
diplomat in Kiev described for me the nature of his conversations with the Zelensky
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administration: "The Ukrainians would ask us, 'Is there a person we can talk to in the
U.S.?'They were looking for a magic solution, aperson who could fix this and make it
go away." But U.S. policy toward Ukraine was split into what Taylor described as "two
channels of U.S. policy-making and implementation, one regular and one highly
irregular."John Bolton, then Trump's national-security adviser, "wanted to talk about
security, energy, and reform" with Ukrainian officials, Taylor said, but Sondland "wanted
to talk about the connection between a White House meeting and Ukrainian
investigations." One thing was clear, the Zelensky policy adviser said: "We were trying
not to upset Trump, even as we knew we could not answer this question in a way that
would satisfy all sides."

In early August, Yermak and Giuliani decided to meet in Madrid. "Why should we rely
on speculation and secondhand conversations?"Yermak recalled thinking. But their
conversation seems to have led to further confusion: Giuliani left the meeting with the
impression that Ukraine would pursue the investigations into the Bidens and Ukraine's
role in the 2016 U.S. election, while Yermak believed that he had made only general
assurances that the new administration would look into a range of cases, as part of its
over-all anti-corruption agenda. The Zelensky policy adviser wondered, in hindsight,
whether engaging with unofficial emissaries like Giuliani under any circumstances had
been a mistake. "People wanted to bring the President good news-'I met Giuliani, I
resolved everything,' "the policy adviser said. But it was never going to be so simple.
"We should have stayed away."
Taylor, who had learned about the freezing of military aid to Ukraine on July 18th, said
that, after a visit later that month to the front lines in the Donbass, he had become
grimly aware that "more Ukrainians would undoubtedly die without the U.S.
assistance." He stated that Sondland had told Zelensky that, ifhe did not "clear things
up" by issuing a public statement about the investigations, the two countries would be
at a "stalemate."Taylor took this to mean that Ukraine would not receive the military
aid. He summarized the message he heard from Sondland and Volker: ~When a
businessman is about to sign a check to someone who owes him something, he said, the
businessman asks that person to pay up before signing the check."
Senator Chris Murphy, who sits on the Committee on Foreign Relations, told me that,
when he met with Zelensky in Kiev on September 5th, Zelensky immediately brought
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up the funds: "He started the meeting and said, 'What's going on with this aid, why
isn't it coming?' He was clearly confused and bothered." According to Taylor, in early
September, Zelensky agreed to make a statement to CNN. But, on September 11th,
the military aid was finally released, and the interview never happened.
Zelensky appeared to have settled on trying to funnel Trump's requests through a
formal legal process. Yermak told me that, ifTrump and other officials had concerns, "it
would be most logical to arrange a meeting between the Attorney General"-William
Barr-"and our general prosecutor, where they could discuss all the issues regarding
cooperation between the United States and Ukraine." Mostova, of the Mirror Weekly,
described the approach as a play for time. "They thought the pregnancy would go away
on its own, shall we say, but it doesn't work like that," she said. The policy adviser said,
of Zelensky, "He had only good intentions. He just wanted to do his job as President,
and get the support he thought his country needed."

In one sense, Zelensky was saved by the whistle-blower complaint, which seems to
have put an end to Trump officials' demands for investigations. But, as the
impeachment inquiry proceeds in Washington, the challenge for Zelensky will be to
avoid irritating a volatile American President while preserving good will among
Democrats. Zelensky could be in a tough spot if, in the course of the impeachment
inquiry, Congress requests to speak with Ukrainian officials or to access their
documents. The Zelensky policy adviser said, "It's like when a policeman comes up to
you in America and says, 'Whatever you say could be used against you.'There is
absolutely no benefit to getting involved."
former communications consultant to the Zelensky team suggested to me that
one of the President's biggest weaknesses is his laikozavisimost, or "likes
dependency"-an attachment to the overwhelming approval that he has received on
social media. Many prospective reforms, however, such as the fiscally necessary measure
of raising domestic prices on heating gas, are certain to be unpopular. When I spoke to
Zelensky, he conceded, "Most people loved what I did before. But, in this job, if you are

A

the subject of such high expectations, you can fall rather painfully." He added, "Worry
and discomfort won't affect my decisions. I've buried all that deep down."
Though the pressure campaign from Trump is likely over, Zelensky's relationship with
Kolomoisky is a more persistent concern. The President may be required to distance
https://www,newyorker.comimagazine/2019/11/04/how-trumps-emissaries~put-pressure--on-ukraines..new-president
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himself from the man who helped make his fame possible. Zelensky, during our
conversation, insisted that he would not offer Kolomoisky any special privileges, and
that he would push him, just as he was pushing other oligarchs, to spend a considerable
amount of his fortune on social and infrastructure projects. Already, one oligarch had
paid for a fleet of ambulances, and another had provided new apartments to the
families of Ukrainian servicemen. Zelensky said that he tells each of them, "Look,
buddy, the past is past.... But the time has come to give up the majority of your
money to social projects and the reconstruction in the Donbass." He insisted that he
was not afraid of offending Kolomoisky or oflosing the support of 1 + 1. "If the channel
turns against me after that-well, then we will understand that he doesn't want to live
in a different way," he said.

In September, the administration in Kiev released a photograph showing Zelensky and
Kolomoisky in Zelensky's office, smiling broadly. Several days later, Prime Minister
Honcharuk told the Financial Times that the administration was seeking a
"compromise" with Kolomoisky about the future of PrivatBank. The comments created
a furor, and Honcharuk disavowed them. On September 17th, a house belonging to
Kolomoisky's chief antagonist, Valeria Gontareva, a former head of Ukraine's central
bank, was destroyed in an arson attack. No suspects were found, but the source familiar
with the country's discussions with the I.M.F. said that it was "hard not to draw a
connection" with Kolomoisky and the ongoing legal disputes surrounding PrivatBank.
An agreement for a new I.M.F. loan package for Ukraine, worth as much as six billion
dollars, has been delayed because of concerns about the independence of Ukraine's
central bank. Zelensky condemned the burning of Gontareva's home, but for several
week~ did not make any forceful statements about Kolomoisky and his efforts to have
PrivatBank returned to him. The source said, "By not doing anything, he is showing
where he stands." Finally, on October 23rd, Zelensky's administration made its position
clear, saying that it sees "no reason to return the state-owned PrivatBank to its former
shareholders."
On a recent evening, I went to see Kolomoisky in his office in Kiev. At fifty-six, he is
avuncular, almost cuddly looking, with a curly mane of silver hair and a silver beard. He
told me that, at first, he hadn't been sure about Zelensky's decision to enter politics, but
that he'd quickly become certain of Zelensky's victory. "All he needed to do was

https:/lwww.newyorker.com/magazinel2019/11/04/how-trumps-emissaries~put-pressure-o1W.1kraines-new-president

AB

39-405

19122

01/18/2020

985
112/2020

Ukraine's Unlikely President, Promising a New Style of Politics, Gets a Taste of Trump's Swamp I The New Yorker

announce that he was running-that's it," Kolomoisky said. "He could have left on a
three-month vacation and still would have won."
Zelensky said that he neither sought nor received any advice from Kolomoisky; and
Kolomoisky told me that no one from Zelensky's administration had discussed the
future of PrivatBank with him, or proposed any deals. "But, if they were thinking that
way, they'd be smart," he said. He insisted that he'd had nothing to do with the burning
of Gontareva's home, although, he said, "if you ask me how I feel about it, I don't care
at all. She lost some property-it happens to all of us." He argued that his bank had
been unfairly taken from him, and said that he wanted to either get it back or get some
material compensation, knowing that either option would displease the I.M.F. and
foreign lenders. He brought up the scene in "Servant of the People" in which
Holoborodko sends the I.M.F. delegation packing: if he did it, why can't Zelensky? "He
should tell them to fuck off," Kolomoisky said.
y the end of September, Zelensky-facing increased pressure to make his
positions on Trump and Kolomoisky clear-had still not held a substantive press
conference or given an interview on the subjects to Ukrainian media. On October 1st,

B

he announced that he was prepared to follow a set of conditions, first proposed by
Germany's Foreign Minister, for bringing about an armistice in the Donbass conflict. A
vocal minority considered the terms too favorable to Russia, and, five days later,
thousands of people protested in Kiev. Zelensky's popularity ratings, though still above
sixty per cent, were beginning to show their first slump.
Then, on October 9th, Zelensky announced that he would be speaking to the media
the next day, in what he described as a "press marathon."The event was held at a food
market that once housed a nineteenth-century munitions factory and now boasts the
Instagram-friendly aesthetic that has become part of the global design vernacular:
white tile, blond wood, and geometric light fixtures with softly lit neon bulbs. On the
second-floor balcony, next to a counter offering shucked oysters, Zelensky sat with
rotating groups of a dozen journalists from 10 A.M. until midnight.
His dealings with Trump came up almost immediately. "I really wanted to be worldfamous, but not for this," Zelensky told one group of journalists. Shortly after noon, I
took my place with another group at the table. The Ukrainian reporters pounced,
asking Zelensky about his relationship with Kolomoisky and the situation with
https:/lwww.newyorker.com/magazine/2019/11 !04/how-trumps-emissaries-put-pressure-on-ukraines-new-president
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PrivatBank. By way of explanation, Zelensky acted out what he said was his typical
message to the oligarchs. "You have two billion dollars? O.K., one billion goes to
paving roads," he said, adding, "That's how you have to talk with them-tough is
good."
As he had done in New York, he insisted that he had not been pressured on the call
with Trump, and batted away more detailed questions on the subject. "I understand
that, with my words today, I can influence the choice of the American people," he said.
Defending or accusing Trump "would be unjust, not just to the candidates but to
voters." It would be "a form ofinformational pressure," he said, which could backfire on
Ukraine. He told an American journalist, "We are not the service staff of American
politicians." He knew that many Americans-Democrats, voters, the reporters at the
table-would have liked him to describe the messages that Trump and the people
around him had passed to Ukraine. "I understand what you want-clearly and directly,"
he said. "But I will not change any answers." He sounded like a politician.
Published in the print edition

♦

efthe November 4, 2019, issue, with the headline "The

Swamp."

Joshua Yqffo is a Moscow correspondentfar The New Yorke1: His.first book, "Between Two
Fires: Truth, Ambition, and Compromise in Putin'., Russia," will be published in
January. Read more"

Video
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1 Don't Trust Anyone at All.' Ukrainian President
Volodymyr Zelensky Speaks Out on Trump, Putin and a
Divided Europe
1

Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky sits for a portrait in Kyiv on Nov. 30, 2019 Paolo Pellegrin-Magnum Photos for
TIME

BY SIMON SHUSTER / KYIV
DECEMBER 2, 2019

rH

ardly six months into his tenure as the President of Ukraine, Volodymyr
Zelensky has already learned to temper his expectations. He does not

expect his first round of peace talks with Russia, which are scheduled to take
place in Paris on Dec. 9, to end the war that has been raging along their border
for the past five years. Nor does he expect too much from his Western allies
h!tps://time.com/57421 08/ukraine-zelensky-interview-trump-putin-europe/
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going into these negotiations, Zelensky said in a wide-ranging interview on
Saturday.
Speaking to reporters from TIME and three of Europe's leading publications,
the President explained that, despite getting caught up in the impeachment
inquiry now unfolding in Washington, D.C., Ukraine still needs the support of
the United States.
Otherwise his country does not stand much of a chance, Zelensky said, in its
effort to get back the territory Russia seized from Ukraine in 2014, starting
with the Crimean Peninsula. Nor can Ukraine rely on steady financial support
from abroad if President Donald Trump and his allies continue to signal to the
world that Ukraine is corrupt, Zelensky said. "When America says, for instance,
that Ukraine is a corrupt country, that is the hardest of signals."
During the interview in his office in Kyiv, the comedian-turned-president
denied, as he has done in the past, that he and Trump ever discussed a decision
to withhold American aid to Ukraine for nearly two months in the context of a
quid pro quo involving political favors, which are now at the center of the
impeachment inquiry in Congress.
But he also pushed back on Trump's recent claims about corruption in Ukraine,
and questioned the fairness of Trump's decision to freeze American aid. "If
you're our strategic partner, then you can't go blocking anything for us," he
said. "I think that's just about fairness. It's not about a quid pro quo."
Zelensky's focus during the interview, as it has been throughout his time in
office, was on the effort to end Ukraine's war against Russia and its proxies,
who still control two separatist strongholds in the region of Ukraine known as
the Donbass. More than 13,000 Ukrainians have died as a result of that conflict,
and more are killed or wounded every week. Yet the European attempts to
mediate an end to the fighting have been stalled for over three years.
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For the first time since the fall of 2016, Russian President Vladimir Putin has
confirmed that he will attend the talks under what's known as the Normandy
format, with the leaders of France and Germany acting as mediators. But
without consistent pressure from the U.S., Zelensky is hardly sure the
Europeans will deliver on their promises to defend his country's land, its
people and its economy.
What follows is a partial transcript of the hourlong interview, which was
conducted jointly by TIME, Le Monde of France, Der Spiegel of Germany and
Gazeta Wyborcza of Poland. It has been condensed and edited for clarity by
TIME.
Interviewer: What are you expecting from the peace talks on Dec. 9?
Zelensky: Experience shows that these meetings go on for many hours. They
vary. Often these meetings go in circles, with people repeating the same things
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to each other. Here's what I know from studying them: people have come to
these meetings intending for nothing to happen.

So in the past the negotiators were just pretending?
That is how I felt. Maybe they came with different goals. Each country has its
position. And no doubt Germany and France both did a lot to make these
[upcoming] talks happen. That's already a victory. It's a victory when the
weapons fall silent and people speak up. That's already the first step.

What are the next steps?
First is a prisoner exchange, a real exchange within a clear timeframe. Second
is, I think, very difficult, and that's a ceasefire. It was laid down in all the
(previous agreements] as the priority, as the first point, in all the agreements
and in all the statements. But we have to understand that, indeed, the shooting
slowed down. That's true. But it did not stop. So when we say ceasefire, that's
what we have to achieve. These first two points are related to the lives of
people. That's why, for me, those are the two most important points.

What about the need to hold elections in the regions held by pro-Russian
separatists?
When we talk about elections, we have to understand the third point: before
elections, we need a full withdrawal, a full disarming of all illegal formations,
military formations, no matter the type, no matter the group, no matter the
uniform, no matter what weapons. Resolving these three points will create an
understanding that we want to end the war. We definitely want that. But that
will create an understanding that Russia is also very strongly intent on this.

So Ukraine will not agree to hold elections in the occupied regions until the
withdrawal offorces?
Of course not.

https://time.com/5742108/ukraine•zelensky•interview•trump,,putin--europe/
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What about the border? When will Ukraine regain control of its border with
Russia, including the sections now held by the separatist forces?
Yes, that's the most difficult question. The most difficult. Ifwe even get to it, it
will be the most difficult question in these negotiations. But I'll confess to you
honestly, I don't support the way this is spelled out in the [previous]
agreements. (Under those agreements,] the elections are to happen, and then
the control of the borders goes to Ukraine ... I don't agree with the sequence of
these actions.
And what if the talks achieve nothing?
Look, we are at home here. It is a piece of our land that was taken away. I will
not agree to go to war in the Donbass. I know there are a lot of hotheads,
especially those who hold rallies and say, 'Let's go fight and win it all back!'
But at what price? What is the cost? It's another story of lives and land. And I
won't do it. If that doesn't satisfy society, then a new leader will come who will
satisfy those demands. But I will never go for that, because my position in life
is to be a human being above all. And I cannot send them there. How? How
many of them will die? Hundreds of thousands, and then an all-out war will
start, an all-out war in Ukraine, and then across Europe.
What are your impressions and expectations from Putin?
We've had three calls with the President of Russia. I think they were
productive. We got our sailors back [in a prisoner exchange]. We got back our
guys who wound up behind bars under tragic circumstances, our political
prisoners. That's very important.
Q: Do you have any trust in Putin going into these talks?

I don't trust anyone at all. I'll tell you honestly. Politics is not an exact science.
That's why in school I loved mathematics. Everything in mathematics was clear
to me. You can solve an equation with a variable, with one variable. But here
it's only variables, including the politicians in our country. I don't know these
https:/ltime.com/5742108/ukraine-zelensky-!nterview-trump-putin-europe/
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people. I can't understand what dough they're made of. That's why I think
nobody can have any trust. Everybody just has their interests.

Ukraine has long asked the U.S. to play a greater role in the peace talks
between Russia and Ukraine. That's what Kurt Volker, the Trump
Administration's special envoy to the peace process, was trying to do ...
He tried. He tried hard. That's true. And I think he had a lot of success. I wasn't
a witness to everything he did, because I wasn't President at the time. But I saw
that in those moments when we met, he really was active in defending our
position.

But in the context of the impeachment inquiry, Volker has le~ his post, as
have other officials who supported Ukraine within the Trump
Administration. In that context, how do you see the U.S. role in the peace
process? How has it changed in the last few months, and how do you see it
going forward?
First off, I would never want Ukraine to be a piece on the map, on the chess
board of big global players, so that someone could toss us around, use us as
cover, as part of some bargain ... As for the United States, I would really want and we feel this, it's true - for them to help us, to understand us, to see that we
are a player in our own right, that they cannot make deals about us with anyone
behind our backs. Of course they help us, and I'm not just talking about
technical help, military aid, financial aid. These are important things, very
important things, especially right now, when we are in such a difficult position.

Why the Assassination of Iran's

Qasem Soleimani Has the U.S.
Bracing for Retaliation
The Quds Force commander was the face of Iran's regional
ambitions
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The United States of America is a signal, for the world, for everyone. When
America says, for instance, that Ukraine is a corrupt country, that is the hardest
of signals. It might seem like an easy thing to say, that combination of words:
Ukraine is a corrupt country. fust to say it and that's it. But it doesn't end
there. Everyone hears that signal. Investments, banks, stakeholders,
companies, American, European, companies that have international capital in
Ukraine, it's a signal to them that says, 'Be careful, don't invest.' Or, 'Get out of
there.' This is a hard signal. For me it's very important for the United States,
with all they can do for us, for them really to understand that we are a different
country, that we are different people. It's not that those things don't exist.
They do. All branches of government were corrupted over many years, and we
are working to clean that up. But that signal from them is very important.

Yet last week President Trump said on live television that Ukrainians are
corrupt, and they steal money. Do you have a plan for changing his mind?
https://time.corn/5742108/ukraine-zelensky-!nterview-trump-putin-europe/
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I don't need to change his mind. During my meeting with him, I said that I
don't want our country to have this image. For that, all he has to do is come
and have a look at what's happening, how we Jive, what kinds of people we are.
I had the sense that he heard me. I had that sense. At least during the meeting,
he said, 'Yes, I see, you're young, you're new, and so on.'

What role do you see the U.S. playing in the peace process going forward?
America, first of all, has its direct relations with Russia. To influence Russia, to
make everyone see that this (war) is a big tragedy, and that it must end, I think
that Mr. Trump can speak directly, and I think they do talk about these things.

Trump and Putin?
Yes. I don't like when others talk about us without us there, in the sense of
some benefits for them. But if it's a conversation along the lines of, 'Look, let's
make this stop. Ukraine is different now. Ukraine wants to stop it. There is no
radicalism. No one is killing and eating anyone in that country. See for
yourself. Come on.' Then the whole world would support Ukraine, and America
is one of the keys to this happening.

President Emmanuel Macron of France recently said that NATO is
experiencing brain death. What do you think about that? And what do you
think about the reset of relations he wants with Russia, saying that Russia is
part of Europe, and Russia is not a threat? Do you agree with it?
For us, look, it does sound strange. When it comes to Russia, it seems France
has different relations now with Russia. I think some of these words are linked
with the weakening of sanctions policy. That's what I have seen more deeply
now. I understand, because economically, [the sanctions policy) doesn't benefit
France and Germany. But when we're talking about human beings, we shouldn't
consider benefits. And on this, the European leaders guaranteed to me that the
sanctions policy would stay the same until we get all of our territory back.

Does that include Crimea?
https:/ltime.com/5742108/ukraine-zelensky-intervlew-trump-putin--europe/
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That includes Crimea.
Heading into these peace talks, do you feel the right signals from Paris and
Berlin? Or do you feel that you'll be somewhat on your own with Putin there?

I'm the type of person who responds to facts. I believe that our European
partners must support us, and if they must, then they will. But I will see this in
the first half hour. If I see around the table that this is not the case, I will say
so straight out. I would like to hope that everyone understands the problem is
deeper than fixing economic problems within this or that country.
Even while acting as a mediator in these talks, German Chancellor Angela
Merkel has pushed ahead with a new gas pipeline from Russia to Germany,
known as Nord Stream 2. That pipeline would bypass Ukraine, costing your
government up to $3 billion per year in income from the transport of natural
gas. Do you still see a chance of blocking that pipeline?

I want European leaders to settle on a different result when it comes to Nord
Stream, and take different steps. I don't know what else I can say about North
Stream 2. We don't have influence over the Europeans' decision. We don't have
it, and that's it. I don't have any leverage. I can only count on the strong
support that I see on this question from the United States of America.
Is that the only thing that can stop it?

That's the only thing that can stop it. That's it!
When did you first sense that there was a connection between Trump's
decision to block military aid to Ukraine this summer and the two
investigations that Trump and his allies were asking for? Can you clarify
this issue of the quid pro quo?

Look, I never talked to the President from the position of a quid pro quo. That's
not my thing.... I don't want us to look like beggars. But you have to
understand. We're at war. If you're our strategic partner, then you can't go
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blocking anything for us. I think that's just about fairness. It's not about a quid
pro quo. It just goes without saying.
CONTACT US AT EDITORS@TIME.COM.

TIME
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'Nobody Pushed Me.' Ukrainian President Denies Trump
Pressured Him to Investigate Biden's Son
BY TARA LAW
SEPTEMBER 2S, 2019

Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky sat beside President Donald Trump on
Wednesday as he denied that Trump pressured him to investigate former Vice
President and current 2020 presidential candidate Joe Biden's son for his work
in the country.
The two leaders held a meeting at the U.N. one day after Speaker Nancy Pelosi
announced that the House would launch a formal impeachment inquiry into
Trump following reports of the President's phone call with Zelensky in July.
Speaking to reporters on Wednesday, Zelensky declared that he had not been
pressured during the July phone call, and insisted that he does not want to
interfere in a foreign election. Earlier on Wednesday, the White House released
a summary of the phone call, which is comprised of "notes and recollections"
from staff assigned to listen to the call and is not a transcript of the call.
In one exchange from the White House memo, Zelensky thanks Trump for his
support of Ukraine's defense. Trump responds, "I would like you to do us a
favor though" and asks for Ukraine to investigate a matter related to the 2016
hacking of Democratic National Committee servers.
"I think you read everything. I think you read text," Zelensky said to the
gathered reporters on Wednesday. "I'm sorry, but I don't want to be involved to
democratic, open elections of U.S.A. No, you heard that we had good phone
call. It was normal, we spoke about many things. I think, and you read it, that
nobody pushed me."
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"So no pressure," Trump added.
President Trump has been embroiled in controversy since last week, when
reports emerged that a whistleblower in the U.S. intelligence community had
filed a complaint about a phone call between the two heads of state. An official
said that the whistleblower "found troubling" "certain representations
concerning U.S. policy" during the call.
Trump had previously admitted that he and Zelensky discussed former Biden's
son Hunter Biden during the phone call, but has denied that the call went into
inappropriate territory and has insisted there was "no quid pro quo." The
Washington Post reported last week that Trump froze nearly $400 million in aid
from the country at least a week before the July 25 phone call with Zelensky.
The funds were eventually released on Sept. 11.
Taking questions in Ukrainian and English on Wednesday, Zelensky said that he
doesn't have the authority to pressure Ukrainian law enforcement, and did not
attempt to do so.
"We have an independent country and independent general security. I can't
push anyone," Zelensky said.
Trump again accused the former Vice President's son of corruption, although
this claim has not been substantiated with evidence. Joe Biden said this past
weekend that he "never" spoke with his son about the younger Biden's overseas
dealings.
WRITE TO TARA LAW AT TARA.LAW@TIME.COM.
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In 2003-2004, Ambassador Yovanovitch was the Senior Advisor to the Under Secretary of State for Political Affairs. Prior to that,
she was the Deputy Chief of Mission of the U.S. Embassy in Kyiv, Ukraine. Within the Department of State, Ambassador
Yovanovitch has worked on the Russia desk, the Office of European Security Affairs, and the Operations Center. She has also
worked overseas at the U.S. Embassies in Moscow, London, Ottawa, and Mogadishu.

I\ Career Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Ambassador Yovanovitch has been granted the Senior Foreign Service
'erformance Award six times and the State Department's Superior Honor Award on five occasions. She is also the recipient of the
Presidential Distinguished Service Award and the Secretary's Diplomacy in Human Rights Award.
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Ambassador Yovanov~ch is a graduate of Princeton University where she earned a BA in History and Russian Studies. She
;tudied at the Pushkin Institute and received an MS from the National Defense University.

The Office of Website Management, Bureau of Public Affairs, manages this site as a portal for information from the U.S.
State Department.
External links to other Internet sites should not be construed as an endorsement of the views or privacy policies
contained therein.
Note: documents in Portable Document Format (PDF) require Adobe Acrobat Reader 5.0 or higher to view,

download Adobe Acrobat

~(b.l!l2:f/get.adobe com/reader/).

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

1001
Ukraine Prosecutor General Lutsenko admits U.S. ambassador didn't give him a do not prosecute list - news politics I UNIAN

11212020

Ukraine Prosecutor General Lutsenko admits
U.S. ambassador didn't give him a do not
prosecute list
09:40, 18

2019

© 13281

0

Lutsenko shared details about his meeting with the U.S.
ambassador way back in 2017.

PGO chief Yuriy Lutsenko / Photo from UNIAN

Ukrainian Prosecutor General Yuriy Lutsenko has admitted that U.S.
Ambassador Marie Yovanovitch did not give him a do not prosecute list, which

X

he had previously stated.

https://www.unian.info/politics/10520715-ukraine-prosecutor-general-futsenko-admits-u-s-ambassador-didn-t-give-him-a-do-not-prosecute-!ist.html
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registered for official housing [in Kyiv], while she had never left Lviv. That had
signs of abuse."
Lutsenko recalled Yovanovitch insisted Kasko was
an outstanding anti-corruption activist, and "the
criminal case discredited those who were fighting
against corruption."
"I shared the details and explained that I could not
The Hill: Top Ukrainian
justice official says U.S.
ambassador gave him a do
not prosecute list

open and close cases on my own. I listed some socalled anti-corruption activists under
investigation. She said it was unacceptable, as it
would undermine the credibility of anticorruption activists. I took a piece of paper, put
down the listed names and said: 'Give me a do not

prosecute list.' She said: "No, you got me wrong.' I said: "No, I didn't get you wrong.
Such lists were earlier drawn up on Bankova Street [the presidential
administration's address, Lutsenko meant the Yanukovych administration], and
now you give new lists on Tankova Street [the former name of Sikorsky Street,
where the U.S. Embassy is located]. The meeting ended. I'm afraid the emotions
were not very good;' Lutsenko gave the details of his meeting with the ambassador.

X

https:/lwww.unian.info/politlcs/10520715-ukraine-prosecutor-general-lutsenko-admits-u,.s,.ambassador-didn+give-hlm-a-do-not-prosecute-listhtml
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As UN IAN reported, Lutsenko told Hill.TV early in March 2019 that when he first
met with U.S. Ambassador Yovanovitch in Kyiv, she allegedly gave him a list of
people who should not be prosecuted. In addition, Lutsenko complained that his
office had not received $4 million, which the U.S. government should have provided
as support.

Tags:

#corruption

#anticorruption

#lutsenko

#PGO

#Yovc1novitch

#TTghtingcorruption

Russia sanctions to be boosted if Kremlin
rejects option of int'I peacekeepers in Donbas
- Ukraine official
09:00, 18 April 2019

@

5577 0 0

If Russia agrees to the peacekeeping mission, it will have three
mnnthc: tn ,Mithrlr:lw itc: fnrr-,:ic: frnm I 11.-r:lin,:i :lr-r-nrrlino tn
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REUTERS

Deputy Minister for the Temporarily Occupied Territories of Ukraine, Yuriy
Hrymchak, has said hope remains that the Normandy Four summit will be
held June 6, 2019.
He also recalled the statement of President of Ukraine, Petro Poroshenko, who
claimed that Russia lost $150-170 billion over international sanctions imposed as a
result of Moscow's failure to comply with the Minsk Agreements on Don bas
settlement, according to Obozrevatel.
Hrymchak noted a new package of restrictions was being prepared, targeting
Russia, which will be boosted if the Kremlin refuses to allow UN "blue helmets"'
deployment in the Ukrainian Don bas.
If Russia does agree to the deployment of UN
peacekeepers throughout the entire territory of
Donetsk and Luhansk regions (including those
occupied by Russian proxy forces), the policing
mission will need from three to six months before

https:/lwww.unian,info/po!itics/10520715-ukraine-prosecutor-generat-lutsenko-admlts-u-s-ambassador-didn-t-give--him-a-do-not-prosecute-1ist.html
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state will have three months to withdraw its forces
from Ukraine, according to Hrymchak.
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Explainer: Biden, allies pushed out
Ukrainian prosecutor because he
didn 1t pursue corruption cases
Courtney Subramanian USA TODAY

WASHINGTON - A whistleblower complaint centering on President Donald Trump's phone
can with the Ukrainian president has spurred a number of anegations and counterallegations
as Republicans and Democrats jockey for position amid an impeachment inquiry.
At the heart of Congress' probe into the president's actions is his claim that former Vice
President and 2020 Democratic frontrunner Joe Eiden strong-armed the Ukrainian
government to fire its top prosecutor in order to thwart an investigation into a company tied
to his son, Hunter Eiden.
But sources ranging from former Obama administration officials to an anti-corruption
advocate in Ukraine say the official, Viktor Shokin, was ousted for the opposite reason
Trump and his allies claim.
It wasn't because Shokin was investigating a natural gas company tied to Biden's son; it
was because Shokin wasn't pursuing corruption among the country's politicians, according to
a Ukrainian official and four former American officials who specialized in Ukraine and
Europe.

Shokin's inaction prompted international cans for his ouster and ultimately resulted in his
removal by Ukraine's parliament.
Without pressure from ,Joe Eiden, European diplomats, the International Monetary
Fund and other international organizations, Shokin would not have been fired, said Daria
Kaleniuk, co-founder and executive director of the Anti Corruption Action Centre in Kiev.

https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/po!itics/2019/10/03/what-really-happened-when-biden-forced-out-ukralnes-top-prosecutor/3785620002/
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"Civil society organizations in Ukraine were pressing for his resignation," Kaleniuk said, "but
no one would have cared if there had not been voices from outside this country calling on
him togo."
In a July phone call, Trump asked the president of Ukraine to investigate Biden's actions.
That prompted a whistleblower to accuse Trump of asking a foreign government to interfere
in the 2020 presidential election, which is now the subject of an impeachment inquiry.

Trump's assertion contradicted
The actions at the center of Trump's allegation occurred in late 2015 and early 2016, when
U.S. aid was critical to Ukraine. Russia had seized control of Ukraine's Crimean Peninsula
and was supporting separatists who were fighting Ukrainian forces in the eastern part of the
country.
Eiden took an interest in Ukraine, said Steven Pifer, a William J. Perry fellow at Stanford
University and former ambassador to Ukraine under President Bill Clinton.
"You saw the vice president begin to emerge as really sort of the senior policy lead on
Ukraine," Pifer said. "It's good to have attention at that level."
At one point, Eiden withheld $1 billion in aid to Ukraine to pressure the government to
remove Shokin from the Prosecutor General's Office.
Trump and his personal attorney Rudy Giuliani claim Eiden did this to quash Shokin's
investigation into Ukraine's largest gas company, Burisma Holdings, and its owner, oligarch
Mykola Zlochevsky.
They say this benefited Biden's son, Hunter Eiden, who served on Burisma's board of
directors for which he was paid $50,000 a month.
Their assertion is contradicted by former diplomatic officials who were following the issue at
the time.
Burisma Holdings was not under scrutiny at the time Joe Eiden called for Shokin's ouster,
according to the National Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine, an independent agency set up
in 2014 that has worked closely with the FBI.
Shokin's office had investigated Burisma, but the probe focused on a period before Hunter
Bi<len ioined the comnanv. accordirnz to the anti-corruntion bureau.
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The investigation dealt with the Ministry of Ecology, which allegedly granted special permits
to Burisma between 2010 and 2012, the agency said. Hunter Eiden did not join the company
until 2014.

Read it yourself: The full declassified text of the Trump whistleblower complaint
Critics of Hunter Eiden have questioned how he landed such a lucrative role with no
experience in Ukraine or the gas industry.
But it's not unusual for Ukrainian companies to bring on high-profile people from the
West in an effort to burnish their image and gain influence, Pifer said.
Cofer Black, who served as Bush's CIA counterterrorism chief, joined Burisma's board in
2017.

There is no evidence Hunter Eiden did anything wrong, said Yuri Lutsenko, the prosecutor
general who succeeded Shokin.
However, Lutsenko, who's also faced criticism for his actions as prosecutor, supported
Trump's claim before changing his story. He resigned as prosecutor in August.
The Burisma investigation ended with a settlement and a fine paid by one of the firm's
accountants, according to Sergii Leshchenko, a former Ukrainian lawmaker who
spearheaded anti-corruption efforts under former President Petro Poroshenko.

How Biden leveraged U.S. aid to oust prosecutor
In the wake of the 2014 ouster of pro-Russian president Viktor Yanukovych, European and
U.S. officials stepped up their effo1ts to deal with corruption in Ukraine.
"A big part of our diplomacy was pushing the Ukrainian government to clean up the
corruption, partly because it was that corruption that allowed Russia to manipulate the
country politically and economically," said Charlie Kupchan, who served as a special
assistant to President Barack Obama and a senior director for European Affairs on the
National Security Council.
Eiden used U.S. aid as "a stick to move Ukraine forward," Kupchan said. "He was acting
alongside our European allies. Everybody was of a single mind that this prosecutor was not
the right guy for the job."
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Biden has boasted about his role in getting Shakin fired. During a 2018 speech at the Council
on Foreign Relations, he said he withheld $1 billion in loan guarantees for Ukraine in order
to force the government to address the problem with its top prosecutor.
"I looked at them and said: Tm leaving in six hours. If the prosecutor is not fired, you're not
getting the money. Well, son of a bitch. He got fired. And they put in place someone who was
solid at the time," he said.
Pifer, who also oversaw diplomacy with Russia and Ukraine under President George W.
Bush, said it was appropriate for Biden to use U.S. aid as leverage. He said he used similar
methods to pressure Ukraine.
Even without any credible evidence that Joe Biden sought to benefit his son, Pifer said
Hunter Biden showed poor judgment in getting involved with Ukraine.
"At that point, it was pretty clear that his father was already the lead American policy person
on Ukraine," he said. "And even if there's no conflict of interest, I think that he should have
been more mindful of how that appears."

International effort to fight corruption in Ukraine
The international effort to remove Shakin, who became prosecutor general in February
2015, began months before Biden stepped into the spotlight, said Mike Carpenter, who
served as a foreign policy adviser to Biden and a deputy assistant secretary of defense, with a
focus on Ukraine, Russia, Eurasia, the Balkans, and conventional arms control.
As European and U.S. officials pressed Ukraine to clean up Ukraine's corruption, they

focused on Shokin's leadership of the Prosecutor General's Office.
"Shakin played the role of protecting the vested interest in the Ukrainian system," said
Carpenter, who traveled with Biden to Ukraine in 2015. "He never went after any corrupt
individuals at all, never prosecuted any high-profile cases of corruption."
That demonstrated that Poroshenko's administration was not sincere
about tackling corruption and building strong, independent law enforcement agencies, said
Heather Conley, director of the Europe program at the Center for Strategic and International
Studies, a Washington-based foreign policy think tank.
In July 2015, Shokin's office became mired in scandal after authorities raided homes
belonging to two high-ranking prosecutors. Police seized millions of dollars worth of
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diamonds and cash, suggesting the pair had been taking bribes.
It became known as the "diamond prosecutors" case. Deputy General Prosecutor Vitaliy
Kasko, who said he tried to investigate it, resigned months later, calling the prosecutor's
office a "hotbed of corruption" and an "instrument of political pressure."

Shokin's office also stepped in to help Zlochevsky, the head of Burisma.
British authorities had frozen $23 million in a money-laundering probe, but Shokin's office
failed to send documents British authorities needed to prosecute Zlochevsky. The case
eventually unraveled and the assets were unfrozen.
In October 2015, Ukrainians staged a protest outside Poroshenko's home calling for Shokin's
removal.

Pressure mounts to remove Shokin
In late 2015, U.S. officials stepped up the pressure.
During a September 2015 speech at a financial forum in Odessa, U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine
Geoffrey Pyatt decried the inability of Shokin's office to root out corruption.

Biden and Ukraine: Will Trump's efforts to discredit the former VP hurt him?
"Rather than supporting Ukraine's reforms and working to root out corruption," Pyatt said,
"corrupt actors within the Prosecutor General's Office are making things worse by openly and
aggressively undermining reform."
In October 2015, then-Assistant Secretary of State Victoria Nuland told the Senate Foreign
Relations committee the Prosecutor General's Office must lock up "dirty personnel" in its
own office.
In December 2015, Eiden railed against the "cancer of corruption" in a speech before the
country's parliament and called out Shokin's office.
Besides Biden's threat over the $1 billion in aid, the International Monetary Fund threatened
to delay $40 billion in aid for similar reasons.
Shakin was eventually removed from his position in the spring of 2016.
The decision to remove Shakin "creates an opportunity to make a fresh start in the
Prosecutor General's Office," said Jan Tombinski, the EU's ambassador to Ukraine, in a
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written statement.
"I hope," Tombinski said, "that the new Prosecutor General will ensure that the Office of the
Prosecutor General becomes independent from political influence and pressure and enjoys
public trust."

Contributing: Kim Hjelmgaard

https://WWW.usatoday.com/story/news/politlcs/2019/10/03/what-really-happened-when-biden-forced-out-ukralnes-top,.prosecutor/3785620002/
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Trump says Rudy Giuliani will give
information about Ukraine to
Justice Department, Congress
David Jackson USA TODAY
Puhli.c;],cd ():1:..: p.m. [T DPc.

:2019

I t:pdatcd 6::{o p.m. ET l)c{". '7'. 2019

WASHINGTON - President Donald Trump said Saturday his personal lawyer, Rudy Giuliani,
will provide the Justice Department information on his investigation of Ukraine, the country
at the center of the impeachment investigation of Trump.
"He has not told me what he found, but I think he wants to go before Congress ... and also to
the attorney general and the Department of Justice," Trump told reporters at the White
House.
Giuliani has said he has been in Ukraine talking to officials and ex-officials there about
former Vice President Joe Biden and son Hunter Biden, who has had business interests in
the country.
Impeachment investigators and other critics of the president said Trump and Giuliani are
trying to muddy the waters of the investigation by dragging in unsubstantiated allegations
against the Bidens.
"Having failed to succeed in getting a foreign government to investigate his political rival,
Trump turns to the Justice Department," tweeted Matthew Miller, a spokesman for Barack
Obama's Justice Department.

Mike Pence: Mike Pence's office says it doesn't know what Adam Schiff wants declassified
in impeachment inquiry
House Democrats are looking at evidence Trump and perhaps others tried to coerce
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky into investigating Democratic political opponents.
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They are also investigating whether the Trump administration withheld military aid from
Ukraine until Zelensky followed through.
In a series of tweets, Giuliani has said he has looked into Ukraine and the Eidens, and "this
evidence will all be released very soon."
Associates of Giuliani are under investigation themselves for their actions in Ukraine. And
Giuliani himself has refused to testify at congressional impeachment hearings, claiming the
inquiry is biased.
While leaving the White House on a trip to Florida on Saturday, Trump said Giuliani "says he
has a lot of good information. I have not spoken to him about that information yet."
Nixon, Clinton, Trump: Why is the political 'fire extinguisher' of impeachment more
common?

Trump, Giuliani, and allies have promoted unsubstantiated allegations that Eiden, while vice
president, sought to have a prosecutor fired so that he would not investigate Hunter Eiden
and a Ukraine gas company.
Joe Eiden, however, never made a secret of his desire to have the prosecutor fired, and there
is no evidence of wrongdoing by Hunter Eiden or the company.
Eiden, a Democratic presidential candidate, has accused Trump of seeking to dig up dirt on
him and his family because he fears him as opponent in the 2020 presidential election.
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USA TODAY's Editorial Board: Impeach
President Trump
The president's Ukraine shakedown and stonewalling are too serious for the House to ignore: Our view
The Editorial Board USA TODAY

"Put your own narrow interests ahead of the nation 's,flout the law, violate the trust given to you by the
American people and recklessly disregard the oath of office, and you risk losing your job."
USA TODAY's Editorial Board wrote those words two decades ago when it endorsed the impeachment of
President Bill Clinton, a Democrat. Now, in graver circumstances with America's system of checks and
balances at stake, they apply to another president facing impeachment, Republican Donald Trump.
The current board has made no secret of our low regard for Trump's character and conduct. Yet, as fellow
passengers on the ship of state, we had hoped the captain would succeed. And, until recently, we believed
that impeachment proceedings would be unhealthier for an already polarized nation than simply leaving
Trump's fate up to voters next November.

Trump leaves Democrats little choice
Unless public sentiment shifts sharply in the days and weeks ahead, that is the likely outcome of this
process - impeachment by the Democratic-controlled House of Representatives followed by acquittal in
the GOP-controlled Senate. So why bother? Because Trump's egregious transgressions and stonewalling
have given the House little choice but to press ahead with the most severe sanction at its disposal.
Clinton was impeached by the House (but not removed by the Senate) after he tried to cover up an affair
with a White House intern. Trump used your tax dollars to shake down a vulnerable foreign government
to interfere in a U.S. election for his personal benefit.
GOP LEADER ON HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMIITEE: Articles establish nothing impeachable and
allege no crime
In his thuggish effort to trade American arms for foreign dirt on former Vice President Joe Biden and his
son Hunter, Trump resembles not so much Clinton as he does Richard Nixon, another corrupt president
who tried to cheat his way to reelection.
This isn't partisan politics as usual. It is precisely the type of misconduct the framers had in mind when
they wrote impeachment into the Constitution. Alexander Hamilton supported a robust presidency but
https://www.usatoday.com/story/opinion/2019/12/11/impeach-president-donald-trump-usa-today-editorial-board-editorials-debates/4391506002/
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worried about "a man unprincipled in private life desperate in his fortune, bold in his temper" coming to
power. Impeachment, Hamilton wrote, was a mechanism to protect the nation "from the abuse or
violation of some public trust."

Approve articles of impeachment
Both articles of impeachment drafted by the House Judiciary Committee warrant approval:
► Abuse of power. Testimony before the House Intelligence Committee produced overwhelming
evidence that Trump wanted Ukraine's new president to announce investigations into the Bidens and a
debunked theory that Ukraine, not Russia, interfered in the 2016 U.S. election.

To pressure the Ukrainian leader, Trump withheld a White House meeting and nearly $400 million in
congressionally approved security aid, funding that was released only after an unnamed official blew the
whistle.
To former national security adviser John Bolton, the months-long scheme was the equivalent of a "drug
deal." To Bolton's former aide Fiona Hill, it was a "domestic political errand" that "is all going to blow
up." To Bill Taylor, the top U.S. diplomat in Ukraine, "it's crazy to withhold security assistance for help
with a political campaign." And to Ukrainian soldiers, fighting to fend off Russian aggression in the
eastern part of their country, the money was a matter of life and death.
► Obstruction of Congress. Trump has met the impeachment investigation with outright and
unprecedented defiance. The White House has withheld documents, ordered executive branch agencies
not to comply with subpoenas and directed administration officials not to testify.

Allowing this obstruction to stand unchallenged would put the president above the law and permanently
damage Congress' ability to investigate misconduct by presidents of either party.
The president's GOP enablers continue to place power and party ahead of truth and country. Had any
Democratic president behaved the way Trnmp has - paying hush money to a porn star, flattering
dictators and spewing an unending stream of falsehoods - there's no doubt congressional Republicans
would have tried to rnn him out of the White House in a New York minute. Twenty-seven Republicans
who voted to impeach or convict Clinton remain in Congress. If they continue to defend Trnmp, history
will record their hypocrisy.
Our support for Trump's impeachment by the House - we'll wait for the Senate trial to render a verdict
on removal from office - has nothing to do with policy differences. We have had profonnd disagreements
with the president on a host of issues, led by his reckless deficits and inattention to climate change, both
of which will burden generations to come.
Policy differences are not, however, grounds for impeachment. Constitutional violations are.
Bill Clinton should be impeached and stand trial "because the charges are too serious and the evidence
amassed too compelling" to ignore, the Editorial Board wrote in December 1998.
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The same can he said this December about the allegations facing Donald Trump. Only much more so.

If you can't see this reader poll, please refresh your page.

https://www,usatoday.com/story/opinion/2019/12/11/impeach-president-donald-trump,.usa-today-editorial-board-editorials-debates/4391506002/
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All of Robert Mueller's indictments and plea deals in the
Russia investigation

The Vox guide to Robert Mueller's Trump-Russia investigation

Speci,"1 counsel Robert Mueller's team indicted or got guilty pleas from 34
three coir1panies clurlng

Ti,at group

ancl

investigstion,

six tormer Trump advisers, 26 Russian nationals, three Russian

companies, or,e California man, and one London-based lawyer, Seven of these people
(including five of U1e

pleaded guilty,

Trump

If you also count investigutions thc1t Mueller

but then referred elsewhern in the

Justice Department you can add a plea deal from one more person to the list

hltps://www.vox.com/policy-and-politics/2018/2/20/17031772/muet!er-ind!ctments-grand-jury
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It's a sprawling set of allegations, encompassing both election interference charges against
overseas Russians, and various other crimes by American Trump advisers.
However, Mueller did not allege any crimes directly connecting the two - that is, that
Trump advisers criminally conspired with Russian officials to impact the election.
Other reported focuses of Mueller's investigation - such as potential obstruction of
justice by the Trump administration - also did not result in any charges.
Justice Department officials told reporters that this is the final list, and that no more
indictments are coming from the special counsel's probe.
The full list of Mueller indictments and plea deals
1) George Papadopoulos, former Trump campaign foreign policy adviser, was arrested in
July 2017 and pleaded guilty in October 2017 to making false statements to the FBI. He got
a 14-day sentence.
2) Paul Manafort, Trump's former campaign chair, was indicted on a total of 25 different
counts by Mueller's team, related mainly to his past work for Ukrainian politicians and his
finances. He had two trials scheduled, and the first ended in a conviction on eight counts
of financial crimes. To avert the second trial, Manafort struck a plea deal with Mueller in
September 2018 (though Mueller's team said in November that he breached that
agreement by lying to them). He was sentenced to a combined seven and a half years in
prison.
3) Rick Gates, a former Trump campaign aide and Manafort's longtime junior business
partner, was indicted on similar charges to Manafort. But in February 2018 he agreed to a
plea deal with Mueller's team, pleading guilty to just one false statements charge and
one conspiracy charge. He was sentenced to 45 days in prison and 3 years of probation.
4) Michael Flynn, Trump's former national security adviser, pleaded guilty in December
2017 to making false statements to the FBI.
5-20) 13 Russian nationals and three Russian companies were indicted on conspiracy
charges, with some also being accused of identity theft. The charges related to a Russian
propaganda effort designed to interfere with the 2016 campaign. The companies involved
are the Internet Research Agency, often described as a "Russian troll farm," and two

https://www.vox.com/policy-and-politics/2018/2/20/17031772/mueller-indlctments-grand-jury
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other companies that helped finance it. The Russian nationals indicted include 12 of the
agency's employees and its alleged financier, Yevgeny Prigozhin.
21) Richard Pinedo: This California man pleaded guilty to an identity theft charge in
connection with the Russian indictments, and has agreed to cooperate with Mueller. He
was sentenced to 6 months in prison and 6 months of home detention in October 2018.
22) Alex van der Zwaan: This London lawyer pleaded guilty to making false statements
to the FBI about his contacts with Rick Gates and another unnamed person based in
Ukraine. He was sentenced to 30 days in jail and has completed his sentence.
23) Konstantin Kilimnik: This longtime business associate of Manafort and Gates, who's
currently based in Russia, was charged alongside Manafort with attempting to obstruct
justice by tampering with witnesses in Manafort's pending case last year.
24-35) 12 Russian GRU officers: These officers of Russia's military intelligence service
were charged with crimes related to the hacking and leaking of leading Democrats'
emails in 2016.
36) Michael Cohen: In August 2018, Trump's former lawyer pleaded guilty to 8 counts tax and bank charges, related to his finances and taxi business, and campaign finance
violations - related to hush money payments to women who alleged affairs with Donald
Trump, as part of a separate investigation in New York (that Mueller had handed off). But in
November, he made a plea deal with Mueller too, for lying to Congress about efforts to
build a Trump Tower in Moscow.
37) Roger Stone: In January 2019, Mueller indicted longtime Trump adviser Roger Stone
on 7 counts. He accused Stone of lying to the House Intelligence Committee about his
efforts to get in touch with Wikileaks during the campaign, and tampering with a witness
who could have debunked his story. He was convicted on all counts after a November 2019
trial.
Finally, there is one other person Mueller initially investigated, but handed over to others in
the Justice Department to charge: Sam Patten. This Republican operative and lobbyist
pleaded guilty to not registering as a foreign agent with his work for Ukrainian political
bigwigs, and agreed to cooperate with the government.
That's the full list, but we'll delve into the charges in a bit more detail below.
https://www.vox.com/po!icy-and-politics/2018/2120/17031772/mueller-indictments-grand-jury

AB

39-405

3111

01/18/2020

1020
1/6/2020

Mueller indictments: everyone charged in the Russia investigation - Vox

The five ex-Trump aides who struck plea deals with Mueller

So far, no Trump associates have been specifically charged with any crimes relating to
helping Russia interfere with the 2016 election.
Yet five have pleaded guilty to other crimes. Manafort and Gates were charged with a
series of offenses related to their past work for Ukrainian politicians and their finances.
Papadopoulos and Flynn both admitted making false statements to investigators to hide
their contacts with Russians, and Cohen admitted making false statements to Congress.
Papadopoulos: Back in April 2016, Papadopoulos got a tip from a foreign professor he

understood to have Russian government connections that the Russians had "dirt" on
Clinton in the form of "thousands of emails." He then proceeded to have extensive
contacts with the professor and two Russian nationals, during which he tried to plan a
Trump campaign trip to Russia.
But when the FBI interviewed Papadopoulos about all this in January 2017, he repeatedly
lied about what happened, he now admits. So he was arrested in July 2017, and later
agreed to plead guilty to a false statements charge, which was dramatically unsealed in
October 2017.
https://www.vox.com/policy-and-politics/2018/2/20/17031772/mueJler-indictments-grand-jury
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Initially, it seemed as if Papadopoulos was cooperating with Mueller's probe. But we later
learned that the special counsel cut off contact with him in late 2017, after he talked to the
press. In the end, he didn't provide much information of note, Mueller's team said in court
filing. His involvement with the investigation now appears to be over, and in September
2018, he was sentenced to 14 days incarceration.

Flynn: In December 2016, during the transition, Flynn spoke to Russian Ambassador
Sergey Kislyak about sanctions that President Barack Obama had just placed on Russia,
and about a planned United Nations Security Council vote condemning Israeli settlements.
But when FBI agents interviewed him about all this in January 2017, Flynn lied to them
about what his talks with Kislyak entailed, he now admits. In December 2017, Flynn
pleaded guilty to a false statements charge and began cooperating with Mueller's
investigation. We haven't seen the fruits of his cooperation yet, and he has not yet been
sentenced.

Manafort and Gates: This pair worked for Ukrainian politicians (and, eventually, the
Ukrainian government) for several years prior to the Trump campaign, and made an
enormous amount of money for it. Mueller charged them with hiding their lobbying work
and the money they made from it from the government, as well as other financial crimes
and attempts to interfere with the investigation.
Gates was the first to strike a plea deal. In February, Mueller dropped most of the charges
he had brought against him. In exchange, Gates pleaded guilty to two counts - one

conspiracy to defraud the United States charge encompassing the overall Ukrainian
lobbying and money allegations, and a false statements charge. (With the latter, Gates

admitted lying to Mueller's team during a meeting this February. A Dutch lawyer, Alex van
der Zwaan, also pleaded guilty to lying to the FBI related to his Ukrainian work with Gates.)
Manafort, meanwhile, fought the charges in two venues, Washington, DC, and Virginia. His
first trial was in Virginia, and in August, it ended with his conviction on eight counts - five
counts of subscribing to false income tax returns, one count of failing to report his foreign
bank accounts, and two counts of bank fraud. The jury deadlocked on another 10 counts,
so for those, the judge declared a mistrial.
The conviction finally brought Manafort to the table, and on September 14, he and
Mueller's team struck a plea deal requiring his cooperation. Manafort pleaded guilty to just
two more counts - conspiracy to defraud the United States, and an attempted
https://www.vox.com/policy-and-politics/2018/2/20/17031772/mueller-indictments-grand-jury
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obstruction of justice charge. But he admitted that the other allegations Mueller previously
made against him were true as well. The cooperation element of his plea deal fell apart in
November, though, as Mueller's team accused Manafort of lying to them. Manafort ended
up being sentenced to a combined seven and a half years in prison. Gates got 45 days in
prison and 3 years of probation.
Cohen: Mueller's team was investigating Trump's former attorney in 2017, but at some

point, they referred the Cohen probe to the US Attorney's office for the Southern District
of New York (SDNY). It was SDNY that authorized the FBI raid of Cohen's residence and
office in April.
In August, Cohen cut a deal with SDNV. He agreed to plead guilty to 8 counts. Six of them
involved his own finances - 5 tax counts involving hiding various income related to his taxi
medallion business and other financial transactions from the US government, and a bank
fraud count. Cohen also admitted participating in a scheme to violate campaign finance
laws in connection with hush money payments to women alleging affairs with thenpresidential candidate Donald Trump.
Then, in November, Cohen made his deal with Mueller. Here, he agreed to plead guilty to
making false statements to Congress, to try and cover up his work on behalf of a Trump
Tower Moscow project during the campaign.
Cohen had told Congress that the Trump Tower Moscow project ended early in the
campaign, that he hadn't discussed it much with others at Trump's company, and that he
hadn't successfully gotten in touch with the Russian government about it.
In fact, he now admits, the project was still active months later, he'd talked about it with
Trump more than he'd admitted (and with unnamed Trump family members), and he'd
talked about it with an assistant for Russian President Vladimir Putin's press secretary.
Roger Stone was the final Trump associate indicted in the investigation

Then, on January 25, another political operative with a decades-long history with Trump Roger Stone - was indicted.
Various statements by Stone, including many public ones, raised questions about whether
he had some sort of inside knowledge about WikiLeaks's posting of Democrats' hacked
emails during the 2016 campaign.

https://www.vox.oom/policy-and-politics/2018/2/20/17031772/mueiler-<ndictments-grand-jury
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Stone has long denied having any such knowledge - and claimed that anything he knew
about Wikileaks came through an intermediary, radio host Randy Credico. Mueller's
indictment alleges that this story was false - and that Stone's telling it to the House
Intelligence Committee was criminal.
Mueller's indictment of Stone alleges that the GOP operative gave a false story to explain
his knowledge about Wikileaks.
Stone was accused of lying about this to the House Intelligence Committee in 2017, and
trying to tamper with a witness - Credico - so that he would stick to that false story. And,
after a November 2019 trial, Stone was found guilty on all counts.
About two dozen overseas Russians have been charged with election interference

Mueller has also filed two major indictments of Russian nationals and a few Russian
companies for crimes related to alleged interference with the 2016 election: the troll farm
indictment, and the email hacking indictment.
The troll farm indictment: In February, Mueller brought charges related to the

propaganda efforts of one Russian group in particular: the Internet Research Agency.
That group's operations - which included social media posts, online ads, and organization
of rallies in the US - were, the indictment alleges, often (but not exclusively) aimed at
denigrating Hillary Clinton's presidential candidacy and supporting Donald Trump's.
Mueller indicted the Internet Research Agency, two other shell companies involved in
financing the agency, its alleged financier (Yevgeny Prigozhin), and 12 other Russian
nationals who allegedly worked for it.
The specific charges in the case include one broad "conspiracy to defraud the United
States" count, but the rest are far narrower - one count of conspiracy to commit wire
fraud and bank fraud, and six counts of identity theft. It is highly unlikely that the indicted
Russian individuals will ever come to the US to face trial, but one company involved,
Concord Catering, is fighting back in court.
No Americans have been charged with being witting participants in this Russian election
interference effort. However, one American, Richard Pinedo of California, pleaded guilty
to an identity fraud charge, seemingly because he sold bank account numbers created
with stolen identities to the Russians. Pinedo agreed to cooperate with the probe as part

https:llwww.vox.com/policy-and-polilics/2018/2/20/17031772/mueller-indictment&-grand-jury
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of his plea deal. He was sentenced to 6 months in prison and 6 months home detention in
October.
The email hacking indictment: Brought in July, here Mueller charged 12 officers of the
GRU, Russia's military intelligence agency, with crimes committed to the high-profile
hacking and leaking of leading Democrats' emails during the 2016 campaign.
Specifically indicted were nine officers of the GRU's "Unit 26165," which Mueller alleges
"had primary responsibility for hacking the DCCC and DNC, as well as the email accounts
of individuals affiliated with the Clinton Campaign" like John Podesta. Three other GRU
officers, Mueller alleges, "assisted in the release of stolen documents," "the promotion of
those releases," "and the publication of anti-Clinton content on social media accounts
operated by the GRU."
A trial here is unlikely, since all of the people indicted live in Russia.
Konstantin Kilimnik, a longtime Manafort associate, has been charged with
obstruction of justice
Then, Konstantin Kilimnik - who worked with Manafort in Ukraine and is now based in
Russia - was charged alongside Manafort with obstruction of justice and conspiracy to
obstruct justice, in June.
Mueller argued that, earlier in 2018, Manafort and Kilimnik worked together to contact
potential witnesses against Manafort and encourage them to give false testimony. He
argues that this is attempted witness tampering, and qualifies as obstruction of justice.
The alleged tampering relates to the "Hapsburg group"- a group of former senior
European politicians Manafort paid to advocate for Ukraine's interests.
Both Manafort and Kilimnik tried to contact witnesses to get them to claim the Hapsburg
group only operated in Europe (where US foreign lobbying laws don't apply). But Mueller
says there's ample evidence that the group did work in the US too, and the witnesses
thought Manafort and Kilimnik were trying to get them to commit perjury.
In Manafort's September plea deal, he admitted to this. Kilimnik, however, is in Russia, and
will likely remain there rather than face charges.
Sam Patten struck a plea deal after Mueller referred his investigation elsewhere

https:ll'Nww.vox.com/pollcy-and-politlcs/2018/2/20/17031772/mueller•indiclments-grand-jury
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There're another instance in which where Mueller surfaced incriminating information about
someone, but handed off the investigation to elsewhere in the Justice Department.
Sam Patten: A GOP lobbyist who had worked in some of the same Ukrainian circles as
Manafort and alongside Konstantin Kilimnik, Mueller's team began investigating Patten, but
at some point handed him off to the DC US attorney's office. However, the plea deal Patten
eventually struck obligated him to cooperate with Mueller.
According to a criminal information document filed by the DC US attorney's office,
Patten and Kilimnik (who is not named but referred to as "Foreigner A") founded a lobbying
and consulting company together. They did campaign work in Ukraine and lobbying work in
the US, and were paid over $1 million between 2015 and 2017.
Specifically, the document claims that Patten contacted members of Congress and their
staffers, State Department officials, and members of the press on behalf of his Ukrainian
clients - all without registering under the Foreign Agents Registration Act, as required by
law.
Patten also admits to helping his Ukrainian oligarch client get around the prohibition on
foreign donations to Donald Trump's inauguration committee. The oligarch sent $50,000
to Patten's company, and then he gave that money to a US citizen, who bought the four
tickets. The tickets were given to the oligarch, Kilimnik, another Ukrainian, and Patten
himself.
Finally, Patten also admits to misleading the Senate Intelligence Committee and
withholding documents from them during testimony this January. He pleaded guilty to one
count of violating the Foreign Agents Registration Act.

For more on the Mueller probe, follow Andrew Prokop on Twitter and check out Vox's
guide to the Trump-Russia investigation.

The Vox guide to Robert Mueller's Trump-Russia investigation
The latest news

hltps:llwww.vox.com/policy-and-politics/2018/2/20/17031772/mualler-lndictments-grand•Jury
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POLITICS

Trump's personal attorney escalates his push for investigations-the effort that helped spark
impeachment inquiry

By Rebecca Ballhaus and Julie Bykowicz in Washington and Thomas Grove
inKyiv
Dec 13, 2019 5:30 am ET

Some ofRudy Giuliani's friends told him to keep a low profile.
Instead, Mr. Giuliani is (iscalating his push for Ukraine to conduct investigations, undeterred by
federal prosecutors probing his business dealings and an impeachment inquiry into !tis client,

President Trump.
In recent weeks, as a dozen witnesses told impeachment investigators that they were alarmed
by Mr. Giuliani's efforts, the president's attorney has been working on a TV series about the
need for investigations in Ukraine into former Vice President Joe Biden, his son Hunter and
claims that Kyiv interfered in the 2016 U.S. election. Mr. Giuliani traveled to Kyiv-his first trip
to Ukraine in two years-to interview officials and gather information this month, as the
Democrats started to draft articles of impeachment.

When he returned to New York last Saturday, the president called him as his plane was still
taxiing down the runway, Mr. Giuliani said. "'What did you get?'" he said Mr. Trump asked.
"More than you can imagine," Mr. Giuliani replied. He is putting his findings into a 20-page
report.

On Friday, Mr. Giuliani met with the president at the White House, according to an
administration official. Mr. Giuliani didn't respond to questions about what they discussed.

Several friends have urged the 75-year-old once known as "America's mayor'' to lie low amid

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

1028

Rudy G!u!ianl's trlp to Ky!v this month, which he described as a "secret assignment," included a meetfng with Ukratn!an
lawmaker Andriy Derkach. PHOTO, PRESS OFFICE OF ANDR!Y DERKACH/ASSOCIATED PRESS

the congressional and federal investigations, One told him to stop going on television because
"every time he goes on TV, he can't help but make the argument" for the Ukraine investigations,
which in tum heightens the scrutiny on Mr. Giuliani himself. Others have urged Mr. Giuliani to
ahead, and Republicans in Congress are echoing some of his points about Ukraine.
Mr. Giuliani says his efforts are justified to defend Mr. Trump and that he wouldn't be a good
attorney ifhe were daunted by opposition. The pressure, meanwhile, is bolstering a
relationship with the president that has boosted Mr. Giu1iani's consulting business and
returned him to the public spotlight. Friends say he is reveling in it.
"When he believes he's right, he loves taking on fights," said Tony Carbonetti, a longtime friend
of Mr. Giuliani.
The impeachment inquiry was set off by efforts by Messrs. Trump and Giuliani to get Ukraine's
government to conduct the investigations into the Bidens and alleged Ukrainian interference in
the 2016 U.S. election, at the same time the White House was holding up nearly $400 million in
aid to the country.
Messrs. Trump and Giuliani say then-Vice President Eiden engaged in corruption when he
called for the ouster of a Ukrainian prosecutor who had investigated a Ukrainian gas
company where Hunter Biden served on the board. The Bidens deny wrongdoing, and ousting
the prosecutor was a goal at the time of the U.S. and several European countries. The
allegations of Ukrainian election interference are at odds with findings by the U.S. intelligence
community that Russia was behind the election interference.
Mr. Giuliani's work in Ukraine has also spurred an investigation by Manhattan federal
prosecutors, who are examining the lawyer's business dealings in the country and reviewing
whether Mr. Giuliani should have registered as a foreign agent. Two associates, Lev Parnas and
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Igor Fruman, Soviet-born emigres and Trump donors who assisted with his investigations in
Jkraine, were arrested in October on campaign-finance charges. They have pleaded not guilty.

Lev Pamas outside federal-court earlier this month The businessman, whoassist~d Mr, Gfu!ianf v..-·ith his lnvestigaUons In
Ukraine. faces campaigfrfinance charges. PHOTO: STEPHANIE KEITH/GETTY IMAGES

Mr. Giuliani denies wrongdoing and said he has never lobbied.
Mr. Giuliani has contacted the lawyers for Messrs. Pamas and Fruman several times in recent
weeks and said he has spoken to one of the men with a lawyer present, but declined to identify
which,
In pressing ahead on Ukraine, Mr. Giuliani has replaced the translation skills of Messrs. Parnas

and Fruman with an app he downloaded that allows him to read Russian documents by holding
his phone over them. But on his recent trip, he said, "despite whatever else you can say, I missed
them."
He has been reading "Ike and McCarthy," an account of how former President Dwight
Eisenhower campaigned against Sen. Joseph McCarthy. Mr. Giuliani in an interview compared
Mr. McCarthy's demagoguery to the Democrats' impeachment campaign.
"There's nobody in the whole world that could possibly think they are treating the president
fairly," he said.
The White House didn't respond to a request for comment on Mr. Giuliani's relationship with
the president.
In the impeachment hearings, witnesses accused Mr. Giuliani of conducting a shadow foreign
policy and orchestrating the ouster of the U.S. ambassador to Ukraine. He was described as
"problematic" and "disruptive" and, in testimony that cited former national security adviser
to blow everybody up." Mr. Giuliani has
John Bolton, likened to a "hand grenade that's
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said he kept the State Department apprised of his efforts and that he was working at the
,resident's behest.
Mr. Giuliani in recent weeks dispatched a former Ukrainian diplomat to gather information
from politicians there and ask them to participate in the documentary series, which is being
produced by the conservative One America News Network. The series tries to make a case for
investigating the Bidens and the gas company Burisma Holdings, as well as alleged election
interference.
"Just having fun while Dems and f\"iends try to destroy my brilliant career," Mr. Giuliani wrote
in a text message during his
which he described as a "secret assignment."
Mr. Giuliani said he also has expanded his search for information about Burisma beyond
Ukraine to Latvia, where the gas company had bank accounts, and Cyprus, where it is

The former diplomat, Andriy Telizhenko, said the plan for the series was hatched during the
impeachment hearings and intended to let Mr. Giuliani tell his side of the story. He flew to
Washington on Nov. 20 to film with Mr. Giuliani, and in early December, he joined Mr. Giuliani
on the Kyiv trip, which included stops in Budapest, Vienna and Rome. They interviewed former
Ukrainian prosecutors-including Viktor Shokin and Yuriy Lutsenko -who are supportive of a
Biden probe as part of the documentary series.
In Kyiv, Mr. Giuliani met with a member of Ukraine's parliament to discuss the creation of a
group called "Friends ofUkraine STOP Corruption."

SHARE YOUR THOUGHTS

How do you think Rudy Giuliani's efforts will reflect on President Trump, if at al!? Join the
conversation below.

When he returned, Mr. Giuliani says Mr. Trump instructed him to brief the attorney general and
Republican lawmakers. Moments later, Mr. Trump told reporters at the White House that his
lawyer would deliver a report to the Justice Department and Congress, saying, "I hear he has
found plenty." Mr. Giuliani says he has been in contact with several Republican lawmakers, but
not the Justice Department, and won't hold any briefings until he finishes the report.
In the weeks since the impeachment inquiry launched in September, Mr. Giuliani says his
relationship with the president has only strengthened. The two speak by phone at least several

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

1031
times a week, Mr. Giuliani says, with Mr. Trump calling him more often because "I don't want to
bother him."
Mr. Giuliani rejects the notion that Mr. Trump would cast him aside, calling it "bullshit." "He
has a hard time getting rid of people," he said.
Mr. Trump has praised Mr. Giuliani in recent weeks, calling him "one of the greatest and most
famous crime-fighters anywhere in the entire world." But, he told former Fox News host Bill
O'Reilly of Mr. Giuliani's efforts in Ukraine: "I didn't direct him."
The attention has appeared to delight Mr. Giuliani. Weeks after the probe began, Mr. Giuliani
sat in bumper-to-bumper traffic in New York City with his lawyer at the time, Jon Sale. When
construction workers waved to him, Mr. Giuliani on two occasions rolled down his window to
high-five them, Mr. Sale said.
Mr. Giuliani agreed to become Mr. Trump's attorney in April 2018 to help navigate special
counsel Robert Mueller's probe into Russian interference in the 2016 election. He took on the
law firm. "This'll be like a month or
task pro bono and resigned from the Greenberg
two," Mr. Giuliani told one person.
During the heat of the Mueller investigation, Mr. Giuliani frequently visited the White House,
usually meeting with the president weekly, sometimes alone, and often in the evenings in the
residence without other White House officials present, former administration officials said.
would start out discussing the Mueller probe and then veer into other subjects, like
Ukraine, one of the former officials said. Mr. Giuliani often brought lists ofrequests for the
president, according to the former official, and sought out meetings at the State Department
and other agencies on behalf of clients.
"He trusts Rudy, and Rudy just kept putting this shit in his head," the former official said of the
president.
After Mr. Mueller concluded his probe in March without calling for charges against Mr. Trump,
Mr. Giuliani celebrated with the rest of the president's legal team and Mr. Parnas at the Trump
hotel in Washington.
When an associate asked what he planned to do next, Mr. Giuliani replied, referring to the
president: "Whatever he needs me to do."

- Joe .Palazzolo in New York and Byron Tau in Washington contributed to this article.
Write to Rebecca Ballhaus at Rebecca.Ballhaus@wsj.com, Julie Bykowicz at
juiie.bykowicz@wsj.com and Thomas Grove at thomas.grove@wsj.com
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Giuliani Sits at the Center of the Ukraine
Controversy
Ukrainian officials saw him as a direct conduit to Trump; former New York mayor featured in
whistleblower complaint

The efforts of former New York Mayor Rudy Giuliani, !eft, in Ukraine have been blessed by President Trurnp. PHOTO: CAROLYN
KASTER/ASSOCIATED PRESS

By Rebecca Ballhaus in Washington, Alan Cullison and Georgi Kantchev in
l(viv and Brett Forrest in New York
Updated Sept. 26, 201911:10 pm ET

A key figure at the heart of the burgeoning impeachment probe is former New York Mayor Rudy
Giuliani, who as personal attorney to President Trump pressed Ukraine on pursuing an
investigation of one of his boss' political rivals.
A whistleblower complaint released Thursday depicts Mr. Giuliani, 75 years old, as eager to
thrust himself into U.S. foreign policy. In some instances, he acted on his own, and in others his
actions were in conjunction with U.S. government officials.
Ukrainians seeking influence in Washington viewed him as a direct conduit to Mr. Trump. And
,vhen Mr. Giuliani's actions were in contlict with the U.S. government's national-security and
foreign-policy apparatus, it was unable and at times unwilling to deter him. Some senior
government officials knew little, if anything, of his work.
hUps:ifwww.wsJ.comiartic!es!gh..i!ianl.-si!s-aHhe...cenl.er•of-the-uKraine-~controversy-11569546774
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"My only knowledge of what Mr. Giuliani does-I have to be honest with you-I get from the TV
or the news media," said Joseph Maguire, acting director of national intelligence, in testifying
before the House Intelligence Committee Thursday about the complaint. "I'm not aware of what
he does for the president."
Mr. Giuliani's efforts, however, were blessed by Mr. Trump. Mr. Giuliani has said several of his
dealings with Ukrainian officials were initiated by the State Department. In July, Mr. Giuliani, a
former mayor of New York, received a text message from Kurt Volker, the U.S. government's
special representative to Ukraine. In the message, which Mr. Giuliani provided to The Wall
Street Journal, Mr. Volker offered to introduce Mr, Giuliani to a senior adviser to Ukrainian
President Volodymyr Zelensky,
"Mr. Mayor-really enjoyed breakfast this morning," Mr. Volker textcd to Mr, Giuliani on July
19, "As discussed, connecting you here with Andrey Yermak, who is very dose to President

Zelensky," He suggested a three-way call the next week.
After the call, Mr, Yermak-whom Mr. Giuliani has said he urged to have the Ukrainian
government pursue an investigation into Joe Eiden -told Mr. Giuliani he was "sure things will
move quickly from today onwards and we will be able to take this relationship to a new level,"
according to a text message viewed by the Journal.
Mr. Volker, a former U.S. ambassador to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, has served as
an unpaid volunteer in the Ukraine post since 2017. He couldn't be reached for comment.
A State Department spokesman confirmed that Mr. Volker, at Mr. Yermak's request, put Mr.
'l'ermak in touch with Mr. Giuliani. "Mr. Giuliani is a private citizen and acts in a personal

capacity as a lawyer for President Trump," the spokesman said. "He does not speak on behalf of
the U.S. Government."

RELATED
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president and current Democratic presidential candidate. During the call, Mr. Trump
repeatedly said Mr. Zelensky should connect with Mr. Giuliani and Attorney General William
Barr, according to a record of the call released by the White House Wednesday. Mr. Trump has
defended the phone call as "perfect."
Shortly after the July 25 call, Mr. Giuliani and Mr. Yennak met in person in Madrid. In an
interview Thursday, Mr. Giuliani said that he subsequently briefed the State Department and
that Mr. Volker texted him: "Thank you very much for your help."
Mr. Trump has characterized the impeachment probe as a "witch hunt" by his enemies in
Washington.
Mr. Yermak declined to comment through an intermediary.
In Ukraine, Mr. Giuliani is viewed as something of a celebrity. "Giuliani has long been seim as an
extension of Trump, some mythical link to the U.S.," said Nickolay Kapitonenko, an adviser to
the Ukrainian Parliament's Foreign Policy Committee. "So many officials think that contact or
even a picture with Giuliani might be helpful for their careers. I'm not sure that's the case but
that's the perception."

ON CALL WITH WSJ: THE IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY

Join WSJ journalists in a live member-only caH on Friday, Sep. 27, on the impeachment inquiry
and what it means for the presidency. Register here, and send your questions to

subscribercall@wsj.com.

In Washington, officials took a less rosy view of the president's lawyer. Months earlier, in midMay, multiple U.S. officials told the whistJeblower that they were "deeply concerned" by Mr.
Giuliani's flouting of national-security protocols and that State Department officials including
Mr. Volker had talked to Mr. Giuliani to "contain the damage" to U.S. national security,
according to the complaint. Those officials also met with Ukrainian offkials to help them
"understand and respond to" the conflicting messages they were recelving from official U.S.
channels and Mr. Giuliani, according to the complaint.
Mr. Giuliani in Thursday's interview called the complaint "really ridiculous" and said he was
baffled by the allegation that the State Department was upset with him over his work in
Ukraine. "If they were worried about me, they did something very reckless,'' he said. "They took
this crazy maniac who's interfering in foreign politics" and arranged a meeting with a top aide
to the Ukrainian president. he said . referring to the text message from Mr. Volker, Mr. Giuliani
said he doesn't plan to hire a lawyer.
https:/t\w.r\N,wsj.com/artldes.lgki!ianki!s~alAhe-center-ot-the-ukra1ne~controversy--ii569546774
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Mr. Giuliani's involvement in the Ukraine issue and his frequent appearances on cable news
have grated on some in the White House, according to aides, who have said privately they foel
he has made the situation for the president worse.
At least for now, Mr. Trump remains enamored with Mr. Giuliani, people close to the president
said. Mr. Trump has frequently praised his lawyer in public and in private for his loyalty and
commitment to uncovering what both men believe is inappropriate behavior by Mr. Biden, who
hasn't been accused of wrongdoing. One administration official said it was unlikely that Mr.
Trump's allies would even try to convince the president to cut ties with Mr. Giuliani because of
the two men's tight bond.
White House aides over the past year have grown accustomed to-if not comfortable with-the
close relationship between tbe two men, Mr. Trump and Mr. Giuliani typically meet at the
White House alone, aides say. Their meetings-like many with Mr. Trump's close friends-are
rarely on the president's schedule that is circulated among aides.
While serving as the president's lawyer, a role for which he doesn't draw a paycheck, Mr.
Giuliani has also drawn scrutiny for his frequent trips abroad, where foreign officials say they
have been uncertain whether he is speaking for himself or as a U.S. government representative.
Mr. Giuliani, who said he doesn't have security clearance, has met with foreign leaders
including the king of Bahrain. Last year, he wrote to the president of Romania to criticize the
country's anticorruption investigations, according to a copy of the letter released by Senate
Democrats. His position in tbe letter is counter to that of the State Department.
Mr. Giuliani said at the time that he was working on behalf of his security company, Giuliani
Security & Safety, which had heen retained by a security company run by former Federal
Bureau of Investigation Director Louis J. Freeh.
Mr. Giuliani's role as Mr, Trump's lawyer, opposition-research investigator and frequent
defender on television is the latest incarnation for the former associate attorney general and
U.S. attorney who became a global figure as mayor of New York when terrorists attacked the
city on Sept.11, 2001. After that, he threw himself into the world of global consulting, starting a
management-consulting firm called Giuliani Partners in 2002.
In 2008, he sought to re-enter politics with a failed presidential campaign, during which he
drew criticism for his business activities, including his efforts on behalf of Mexico City and a
state-owned firm in Qatar,
His work with Ukraine began shortly after folding his campaign, when he announced he would
serve as a strategic adviser to help boxer Vitali Klitschko, known as "Dr. Iron Fist," root out
corruption and win election as the mayor ofKyiv. Mr. Klitschko lost that election but became
mayor in 2014 and remains in that post.
https:/twww,wsj.com.iartldeslglu!\an!~slts~aMhe-cen1et-of~the,ukraine-controversy~1i569546774
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From left New York Gov. George, Pataki, New York City Mayor Rudy Giuliani, and Sen. Hl!lary Rodham Cliftton {D-.,, NY.) tour the
site of the World Trade Center collapse on the day after the 9/11 attacks PHOTO: ROBERT F_ BUKATY/ASSOCIATED PRESS
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Mr. Giuliani with Vitali Klitschko, a boxer who became mayorofKyiv. PHOTO:DIMA GAVRYSH;ASSOCIATED PRESS
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al contract for Giuliani Security & Safety to restore order in the city. Mr. Giuliani's fee, roughly

$300,000, was too steep, and the deal wasn't completed, according to a person who
participated in the talks.
Mr. Giuliani didn't immediately respond to a request for comment on the scuttled deal.
Mr. Giuliani's political clout in Ukraine became outsized after Mr, Trump's election two years
later. Mr, Giuliani had advised the president during the campaign and was floated as a possible
nominee for attorney general or secretary of state, but ultimately wasn't tapped for an
administration post. In January 2017, Mr. Trump said Mr. Giuliani would serve as an unofficial
cybersecurity adviser, "sharing his expertise and insight as a trusted friend."
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When Mr. Giuliani returned to Ukraine for more consulting work that year, Ukrainian television
broadcasts alternately referred to him as a private person and as Mr. Trump's adviser, a
description that opened doors to many leading figures.

In June 2017, Mr. Giuliani visited Kyiv and gave a lecture on corruption and democracy, At an
event hosted by the foundation of Ukrainian oligarch Victor Pinchuk, Mr. Giuliani met with
then-President Petro Poroshenko and then-Prosecutor General Yuriy Lutsenko, according to
the foundation's website.

Later that year, Mr. Giuliani visited Kyiv and the eastern city of Kharkov to hold meetings on
behalf of his private security business. In Kharkov, the mayor had a row of girls in traditional
Ukrainian dress on the airport tarmac meet him and make a traditional offering of bread and

salt.
Mr. Giuliani, who in Aprll 2018 began representing the president in special counsel Robert
Mueller's investigation of Russian interference in the 2016 election, became a magnet for
Ukrainian officials looking to establish connections in Washington.
Mr. Giuliani 's investigation of Mr. Biden's son, Hunter, began in earnest earlier this year, after
Mr. Lutsenko visited Mr. Giuliani's office in New York, according to a person familiar with the
matter. Western officials, including the U.S. Embassy in Kyiv, had criticized Mr. Lutsenko's office
for being sluggish on reforms.
l\fr, Lutsenko told Mr. Giuliani that he thought there were unanswered questions about the role
of the younger Biden at Bur.isma Holdings Ltd,, where he had accepted a board seat in 2014. Vice
President Biden's portfolio at the time included pressuring Ukraine to do more to combat
corruption,

Messrs. Giuliani and Lutsenko continued their conversation in a nearby bar over whiskey and
cigars, the person familiar with the matter said, And the two men met again the next month in
Warsaw.
Mr. Giuliani didn't respond to a request for comment on the meeting, and Mr. Lutsenko declined
to comment.
Mr, Giuliani's desire for a Eiden investigation, however, soon ran into a perceived obstacle,

according to people familiar with the matter-the U.S. ambassador to Ukraine, Marie
Yovanovitch.

Mr. Giuliani publidy accused her of anti-Trump bias, though he has denied he sought to
pressure her ouster, which happened earlier this year when the State Department recalled her
to Washington.
ht!ps:/lmv\'v,wsj.comfartldesfgtuHaniMsits~at"the~center"of..the•vkra!ne~czw1troversy~i1569546774
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Marfe Yovanovitch was US am bass.odor to Ukraine b-efore she vvas recalled to VVashington QarH,er this year. PHOTO: HENNADtl

MINCHENKO/UKRINFORM/ZUMA PRESS

In a Fox News interview in May, he expressed relief that "she got fired finally." In another
interview Tuesday on Fox News, he accused her without evidence of being "deeply involved" in
a plot by Ukraine to boost Democrats in the 2016 presidential election.
Ms. Yovanovitch, who remains a State Department employee and is a senior State Department
fellow at Georgetown University, didn't respond to a request for comment.
"She was dolng everything by the book, everything was blessed by State Department," said a
senior Ukraine government official who interacted with her.
Meanwhile, Mr. Giuliani's role as an intermediary between the two countries was allegedly
causing concern among multiple U.S. officials, according to the whistleb!ower complaint. U.S.
officials told the whistleblower that Ukrainian officials understood that a meeting or call
between Mr. Trump and Mr. Zelensky would depend on whether the new Ukrainian president
"showed willingness to 'play ball"' on the matters Mr. Giuliani had raised, according to the
complaint. Mr. Giuliani didn't respond to a request for comment.
In mid-July, a week before his call with Mr. Zelensky, Mr. Trump directed acting chief of staff
Mick Mulvaney to put a hold on nearly $400 million in aid to Ukraine. Lower-level officials were
told of the decision on July 18, the Journal has reported, one day before Mr. Volker reached out
to Mr. Giuliani about meeting with Mr. Yermak. The White House has said the aid was put on
https:f/www,wsj<com/art.icl""eSl~uiiani~sits~atNthe-center-of~the-ukraine--controversy•11569546774
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hold because the president wanted European countries to contribute more to Ukraine. The aid
,vas released this month.
Mr. Giuliani in television appearances over the summer had repeatedly singled out Ukraine over
corruption, putting pressure on Mr. Zelensky's new administration, which won election in
April.
ln July, Mr. Yermak called Mr. Giuliani to ask him to tone it down, according to a person familiar
with the call. Mr. Giuliani in response suggested that Ukraine investigate Hunter Biden's
relationship with Burisma, the person said.

In early August, Mr. Giuliani met in Madrid with Mr. Yermak, in the meeting Mr. Volker had
helped arrange. U.S. officials described the meeting to the whlstleblower as a "direct followup"
to Mr. Trump's call with Mr. Zelensky about the "cases" they discussed.
Mr, Giuliani described Mr. Yermak as "very receptive" to their conversation and said he
subsequently briefed Mr. Volker on the meeting. A person familiar with the conversation said
Mr. Yermak told Mr. Giuliani that the Ukrainian president didn't want to get embroiled in U.S.
politics.

Days later, on Aug. 9, Mr. Trump told reporters of Mr. Zelensky: "He's a very reasonable guy."

-Thomas Grove and Andrew Restuccia contributed to this article.
Write to Rebecca Ballhaus at Rebecca,Ballhauscc;,wsj.com, Alan Cullison at
alan.cullison@wsj.com, Georgi Kantchev at georgLkantchev@wsj.com and Brett Forrest at
brett.forrest@wsj.com
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Giuliani Weighed Doing Business With
Ukrainian Government
Trump's lawyer drew up retainer agreements with Yuriy Lutsenko and the Ukraine Justice Ministry
worth $500,000 before deciding against the arrangement

While t<udy Giuliani dtimate!y didn't represent either Ukralnian prosecutor Yur!y Lutsenko or the Ministry of .Justice, he
continued to be in close contact with the prosecutor. PHOTO: SMG/ZUMA PRESS

By Rebecca Ballhaus
Updated Nov, 27, 2019 5107 pm ET

Rudy Giuliani said Wednesday he was in talks earlier this year to earn hundreds of thousands of
dollars from Ukrainian government officials but decided against it as he pushed the country to
pursue investigations sought by his client, President Trump.
In January, Yuriy Lutsenko, then Ukraine's prosecutor general, asked Mr. Giuliani to represent
the Ukrainian Ministry of Justice and him personally on two matters, Mr. Giuliani said in an
interview. Mr. Giuliani said he subsequently drew up two retainer agreements, for a total of
about $500,000, and gave them to Mr. Lutsenko.
The next day, Mr. Giuliani decided he couldn't represent Mr. Lutsenko personally because he
believed doing so would pose a conflict with his representation of the president, he said, but
continued to consider the Ministry of Justice contract. He said he ultimately declined that one,
too, and was never "paid a penny" in connection with the proposed arrangements.
https:!lwww.wsj.com/articles/giuliani~weighed-dolng~business-wilh-ukrainlan-government-1157489095 i
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Yuriy Lutsenko, then prosecutor genera! of Ukraine, speaking in Kyiv in Marett PHOTO: SER GEY
DOLZHENKO/EPA/SHUTTERSTOCK

Mr. Lutsenko, who was removed from his post in August, didn't immediately respond to a
request for comment.
Giuliani's discussions about representing Mr. Lutsenko and the Ukrainian ministry came, he
said, as he was meeting the Ukrainian prosecutor in New York to discuss an entirely different
matter: investigations the president was seeking into former Vice President Joe Eiden and his
as well as into alleged Ukrainian interference in the 2016 U.S. election.
Biden's son sat on the board of the Ukrainian gas company Burisma Group while his father
was overseeing U.S. policy toward Ukraine. The Bidens deny any wrongdoing.
U.S. intelligence agencies have concluded it was Russia, not Ukraine, that interfered in the 2016
election.
The talks between Mr. Giuliani and the Ukrainian officials were reported earlier by the New
York Times and the Washington Post.
The push for those investigations by Mr. Giuliani and the president ultimately led to a phone
call between Mr. Trump and the new Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky, which set off the
impeachment inquiry this fall. The overlap between Mr. Giuliani's business interests in Ukraine
and his campaign on behalf of Mr. Trump is also at the center of a growing investigation by
Manhattan federal prosecutors, which among other matters is examining whether the
president's personal attorney might have violated rules on domestic and foreign lobbying.
A recent broad subpoena issued by the Manhattan U.S. attorney's office sought records of any
payments to Mr. Giuliani and records related to his consulting firm, Giuliani Partners, The Wall
Street Journal has reported.
https://www.wsj.com/artic!es/giuHani-welghed-doing-business~wlth-ukrain!an-government~11574890951
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Mr. Trump has called the impeachment inquiry a hoax that should end. Mr. Giuliani has denied
v\Trongdoing.
More recently, Mr. Giuliani said, he was in talks to help represent Privat Bank, Ukraine's largest
lender, in a lawsuit against the former co-owners of the bank, Igor Kolomoisky and Gennadiy
Bogolyubov. Mr. Giuliani said he met with lawyers at the law firm Quinn Emanuel about the
case, but ultimately decided against it.
Lawyers for Quinn Emanuel in Europe saw Mr. Giuliani's public mentions about Mr. Kolomoisky
and believed he might have information that would be helpful to their case, according to a
person familiar with the talks. After two meetings with Mr. Giuliani, the person said, it became
clear that he didn't have any independent information about Mr. Kolomoisky and the law firm
determined "there was no role for him."

Founded in 1992 in Ukraine's industrial east, PrivatBank grew into the country's biggest
privately owned lender. After the 2014 revolution, the central bank set about cleaning up a
banking sector beset by bad loans and inadequate capital. Backed by the International
Monetary Fund, which has lent billions to Ukraine, regulators closed nearly 80 lenders. As its
rivals shut down, PrivatBank increased its share of the country's deposits to around one-third
time it was nationalized in 2016.
When Mr. Lutsenko asked Mr. Giuliani about representing him in January, he said he wanted
Mr. Giuliani's help to arrange a meeting with the Justice Department, Mr. Giuliani said. "He
wanted me to walk him into the Justice Department," Mr. Giuliani said.
He said he referred Mr. Lutsenko to Victoria Toensing and Joe di Genova, a wife-and-husband
legal team close to Mr. Giuliani. At one point, Mr. Giuliani said, Mr. Lutsenko tried to arrange for
Mr. Giuliani to work for Ms. Toensing and Mr. di Genova as an investigator, an arrangement Mr.
Giuliani declined.
Giuliani spent more time considering working for the Ukrainian Ministry of Justice, which
believed could help him get more information about money laundering, he said. He said he
was only considering working on a portion of the ministry's case, which involved helping
recover certain funds.

"I wasn't considering taking on the whole case, otherwise I would have charged $1 million," he
said.

https:lfwww.wsj.com/articles/giullan!Mwe1ghed-doing-bus!ness-with~ukrainlan-govemment-11574890951
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He ultimately referred that case to Ms. Toensing and Mr. di Genova, too, he said, adding that
some of the retainers also named them.
Mark Corallo, a spokesman for the two lawyers, said in a statement: "We have always stated
that we agreed to represent Ukrainian whistleblowers. Only because it was already public did
we state that Yuriy Lutsenko was one of them. All the other names are attorney-client
privileged, and it is unfortunate that some unethical person chose to violate that privilege."
Mr. Corallo said the retainer agreements involving Mr. Giuliani, his associates and Ukrainian
officials, which were never signed, "contain the necessary notice of LForeign Agents
Registration Act] registration." Individuals are required to register with the Justice
Department if they lobby in the U.S. on behalf of a foreign entity.
While Mr. Giuliani ultimately didn't represent either Mr. Lutsenko or the Ministry of Justice, he
continued to be in close contact with the Ukrainian prosecutor. In their January meeting, Mr.
Lutsenko told Mr. Giuliani he thought there were unanswered questions about the Bidens' role
Ukraine.
Mr. Giuliani and Mr. Lutsenko met again in Warsaw in February and continued to be in touch
over the following months. In May, Mr. Giuliani planned a trip to Kyiv where he was planning to
press the incoming president, Mr. Zelensky, to pursue investigations into the Bidens and
alleged election interference. Ms. Toensing was planning to travel there with him, but Mr.
Giuliani ultimately canceled the trip after news ofit was reported.
Mr. Lutsenko served as prosecutor general of Ukraine from May 2016 through August 2019. In
addition to discussing investigations into the Bidens and election interference with Mr.
Giuliani., he worked alongside the president's lawyer to push for the removal of Marie
Yovanovitch from her post as U.S. ambassador to Ukraine. In March, Mr. Lutsenko told the news
outlet the Hill that Ms. Yovanovitch had given him a list of people not to prosecute, an
allegation that the State Department dubbed an "outright fabrication" and that Mr. Lutsenko
later recanted.
Mr. Trump ultimately ordered Ms. Yovanovitch removed from her post in the spring, after
hearing concerns from Mr. Giuliani and others. Mr. Lutsenko was dismissed from his post as
prosecutor general in August.
Write to Rebecca Ballhaus at Rebecca.Ballhaus@wsj.com

https://www,wsj.com/articles/giulianl-welghed-dolng-business-with-ukraini.an-government-11574890951

AB

39-405

4/5

01/18/2020

1045
Pence Disputes That Sondland Raised Concerns to Him About Ukraine Aid-Investigations Link

1/312020

•

l.!VE

Gordon Sondland Testifies in Impeachment HearingLive Coverage
Last Updated Nov 20_ 2019 at S:04 nrn ET
The U.S. ambassador to the European Union, a central figure in the Ukraine controversy, testified to
House investigators.
Sondland says Ukraine efforts came at 'express direction' of President Trump
Sondland ties Pompeo closer to events at heart of impeachment inquiry
Republicans argue nothing 'sinister' in Trump's directives to Sondland
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The vice presictent's office has just issued a strongly worded statement disputing Mr.
Sondlanct' s assertion that he brought up investigations with Mike Pence during a
Sr!ptember trip to Warsaw.
"The Vice President never had a conversation with Gordon Sondland about
investigating the Bi dens, Burisma, or the conditional release of financial aid to
Ukraine basect tipon potential investigations," Pence chief of staff Marc Short said in a
statement:'Ambassador Gordon Sondland was never alone with Vice President Pence
on the September l trip to Polcmd. This alleged discussion recalled by Ambassador
Sondland never happenect."
Mr. Sondland testified this morning that in a September meeting he told the vice
president that he was concerned that the held-Hp S400 million in aid to Ukraine "had
become tied to the issue of investigations.''
Mr. Sondland said the vice president didn't appear confused by his question or ask
what investigations he was referring to.
-

Rebecca Ballhaus

!-ilGHLiGHTS
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Pon1peo Took Part in Ukraine Call, Official
Says
Secretary of State listened in on July 25 Trump-Zelensky contact that is center of impeachment inquiry

Secretary of State Mike Pompeo was among officials who reportedly listened in on the Ju!y 25 ca!L PHOTO: AL
DRAGO/REUTERS

By Courtney McBride and Sadie Gurman
Updated Sept 30, 2019 3:32 pm ET

Secretary of State Mike Pompeo was among the administration officials who listened in on the
July 25 phone call between President Trump and Ukraine's president, a senior State
Department official said Monday, a disclosure that ties the State Department more closely to
the House impeachment inquiry.
Mr. Pompeo's participation on the call, which hadn't been previously reported, was one of
several developments related to the controversy that centers on Mr. Trump's repeated urging
that Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky cooperate with Rudy Giuliani, Mr. Trump's
personal attorney, and Attorney General William Barr on investigations into Mr. Trump's
political opponents, including Democratic rival Joe Bi den.

https:!/WWW.wsj.com/articles/pompeo~tookwpart~ln-ukraine-ca!1-official~says-11569865002
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Rudy Glul!ani, persona! lawyer to President Trump, also has been subpoenaed by House committees in the Ukrainian matter.
PHOTO: FLORION GOGA/REUTERS

the impeachment inquiry. Mr. Giuliani said on Twitter that the subpoena "will be given
appropriate consideration," noting that the subpoena was "signed only by Democrat Chairs
who have prejudged this case."

The impeachment inquiry is focused on Mr. Trump's dealings with Ukraine. Lawmakers are
focusing on a whistleblower complaint by a person identified as an officer at the Central
Intelligence Agency and a record of the call between the two presidents that was released by
the administration. If the Democrats approve articles of impeachment, the matter would move
to trial in the Senate, which Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell confirmed Monday he
would hold.
"I would have no choice but to take it up," the Kentucky Republican said on CNBC. He added:
"How long you are on it is a different matter, but I would have no choice but to take it up based
on a Senate rule on impeachment.
The scrutiny of the call with Ukraine-which came at a time when Mr. Trump had ordered U.S.
aid to Ukraine put on hold-has prompted a wider examination of efforts by the Trump
administration to engage foreign leaders in assisting with issues important to the president.
Mr. Barr has asked Mr. Trump to make introductions to a number of foreign officials he believes
may have information relevant to the Justice Department's review of the origins of the Russia
investigation and has held overseas meetings with some of them, a Justice Department official
said Monday. Mr. Trump recently called Australia's prime minister at Mr. Barr's request, two
government officials said, to ask him to help with the inquiry.

https://www.wsj.com/artlcles/pompeo~took:-part~in-ukraine-call-officlal-says-11569865002
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Mr. Barr in May tapped John Durham, the top federal prosecutor in Connecticut, to lead the
review. It focuses on the counterintelligence investigation that became special counsel Robert
Mueller's probe into Russian election meddling. Since then, Mr. Durham has been exploring
what role if any various countries including Ukraine played in the counterintelligence probe.
The Justice Department has revealed that "certain Ukrainians who are not members of the
government" had volunteered information to Mr. Durham.

The department official wouldn't say from which other countries Mr. Barr is seeking
information. The attorney general was in Italy last week speaking to government officials in
connection with Mr. Durham's review.
The official described Mr. Barr's request that Mr. Trump speak to Australian Prime Minister
Scott Morrison as standard, saying "It is typical protocol for one leader to contact another
leader" for such a request.
"The Australian government has always been ready to assist and cooperate with efforts that
help shed further light on the matters under investigation," according to a statement from the
Australian government. "The PM confirmed this readiness once again in conversation with the
president."
In a May 28 letter to Mr. Barr, the Australian ambassador to Washington offered to help with
the examination of the Russian inquiry, saying "we stand ready to provide you with all relevant
information to support your inquiries."
White House spokesman Hogan Gidley on Monday said: "The DOJ simply requested that the
President provide introductions to facilitate that ongoing inquiry, and he did so, that's all."
Mr. Trump and his Republican congressional allies have long alleged that his associates were
unfairly targeted for surveillance, and that investigators in the Justice Department and the
Federal Bureau ofinvestigation were politically prejudiced against Mr. Trump in a way that
could have affected their work. Mr. Trump has said he believes Mr. Durham's review will show
crimes were committed by his political opponents.
Mr. Pompeo was scheduled to depart for a European trip later Monday. He said last week that
he hadn't yet read the whistle blower's complaint in its entirety, but said that to his knowledge,
actions by State Department officials had been "entirely appropriate and consistent" with
administration efforts to improve relations with Ukraine.
In those comments, during the United Nations General Assembly meeting, he didn't mention
his own participation
,:~,,,_.c-::c·.~-s,-o.·-···
--~r,m,,,r--., who had
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Several days earlier, Mr. Pompeo said that he opposed releasing the record of the TrumpZelensky call. He told "Fox News Sunday" in a Sept. 22 interview that he would defer to the
White House on whether to do so.
"Those are private conversations between world leaders, and it's not often that those are
released," he said in the interview. And when they're [released], it's done when the White
House deems it appropriate." Mr. Pompeo dismissed a question about details of the call, saying,
"There's a lot going on in the world."
Three House committees-Foreign Affairs, Intelligence and Oversight - on Friday subpoenaed
Mr. Pompeo for documents related to the inquiry; he has until Oct. 4 to produce them.
The committees plan to depose former U.S. ambassador to Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch; U.S.
special envoy to Ukraine Kurt Volker; Deputy Assistant Secretary for European and Eurasian
Affairs George Kent; counselor Ulrich Brechbuhl; and U.S. Ambassador to the EU Gordon
Sondland.
Mr. Volker resigned his post last week. Mr. Sondland said he planned to attend the deposition.
The State Department did not respond to questions about plans by other officials who were
asked to appear.

•

Whistleblower to Testify Soon, Schiff Says

In Ukraine, Mr. Zelensky said Monday that his
administration wouldn't release a transcript of the July
phone call with Mr. Trump, while also saying he is open
to investigating any alleged violation of Ukrainian law.

https:/lwww.wsj,com/articlesfpompeo-took-part-in~ukraine-call-offida!-says-11569865002
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SHARE YOUR THOUGHTS

Does Mike Pompeo's involvement change your view on President Trump's call with Ukraine?
Why or why not?

President Trump's phone ca!! with Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky is at the center of an impeachment inquiry in the
House of Representatives. PHOTO: ERIN SCOTT/REUTERS

At the White House on Monday afternoon, Mr. Trump told reporters: "We're trying to find out
about a whistleblower." He didn't expand on that, and the White House didn't immediately
respond to a question about the comment.
Mr. Trump has said he deserved to confront the whistle blower and anyone who provided him
information and has suggested they are spies who committed treasonous acts. House
Democrats are eager to hear testimony from the whistleblower-though in a way that will
protect his identity.
Shortly after Mr. Trump's comment, Andrew P. BakaJ, a lawyer who represents the
whistle blower, wrote on Twitter: "The Intel Community Whistleblower is entitled to
anonymity. Law and policy support this and the individual is not to be retaliated against. Doing
so is a violation of federal law."
The Republican-led Senate is considered unlikely to convict Mr. Trump in any impeachment
trial. Removing the president requires approval by two-thirds of the 100-member Senate.

https://www.wsj.com/artides/pompeo-took-part~in-ukralne~ca!l-offic!a!-says-11569865002
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-Rebecca Ballhaus and Natalie Andrews contributed to this article.
/\Trite to Courtney McBride at courtney.mcbride@wsj.com and Sadie Gurman at
sadie.gurman@wsj.com
Corrections & Amplifications
Former Sen. Trent Lott (R., Miss.) was the Senate majority leader when the Senate was
considering whether to remove President Clinton from office. In an earlier version of this
article, the late Sen. Robert Byrd (D., W. Va.) was incorrectly identified as the Senate majority
leader at the time. (Sept. 30, 2019)
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Trump, in August Call With GOP Senator,
Denied Official's Claim on Ukraine Aid
Sen. Ron Johnson asked the president after hearing of potential pressure campaign
By Siobhan Hughes and Rebecca Ballhaus
Updated Oct 4, 2019 5:47 pm ET

A Republican senator said he was told by an American diplomat in August that the release of
U.S. aid to Ukraine was contingent on an investigation desired by President Trump and his
allies, but Mr. Trump denied pursuing any such proposal when the lawmaker pressed him on it.
Sen. Ron Johnson said that Gordon Sondland, the U.S. ambassador to the European Union, had
described to him a quid pro quo involving a commitment by Kyiv to probe matters related to
U.S. elections and the status of nearly $400 million in U.S. aid to Ukraine that the president had
ordered to be held up in July.
Alarmed by that information, Mr. Johnson, who supports aid to Ukraine and is the chairman of
a Senate subcommittee with jurisdiction over the region, said he raised the issue with Mr.
Trump the next day, Aug. 31, in a phone call, days before the senator was to meet with Ukraine's
president, Volodymyr Zelensky. In the call, Mr. Trump flatly rejected the notion that he directed
aides to make military aid to Ukraine contingent on a new probe by Kyiv, Mr. Johnson said.

"He said, 'Expletive deleted-No way. I would never do that. Who told you that?" the Wisconsin
senator recalled in an interview Friday. Mr. Johnson said he told the president he had learned of
the arrangement from Mr. Sondland.
Mr. Johnson's account, coupled with text messages among State Department officials released

Thursday, show some Trump administration officials-including Mr. Sondland and a top U.S.
diplomat in Kyiv-believed there was a link between Mr. Trump's July decision to hold up the
aid to Ukraine and his interest in Kyiv's launching new probes.
A week after Mr. Trump ordered that hold on aid, he asked Mr. Zelensky in a phone call for help
with two matters: an investigation of Joe Eiden and one related to a conspi~'.',<;Y theory
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President Trump and Sen. Ron Johnson in Green Bay, Wis., this past April. PHOTO: ANDREW HARNIK/ASSOCIATED PRESS
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e president is unduly using the power of his office for his political aims.

SHARE YOUR THOUGHTS

How much of an impact will these texts have on the impeachment inquiry? Join the
conversation below.

The White House didn't respond to a request for comment. Speaking to reporters Friday, Mr.
Trump again denied a connection between his efforts to press Ukraine and his hold on aid to the
country. The president also rejected the idea that he was pushing for a probe of Mr. Biden for
political reasons.
Mr. Sondland, a former hotel executive and major Trump donor who was confirmed to the
ambassador job last year, didn't respond to a request for comment through a spokesperson.
Mr. Johnson's account of Mr. Sondland's description of the conditions placed on aid to Ukraine
runs counter to what Mr. Sondland told another diplomat a little over a week later.
On Sept. 9, Bill Taylor, a top U.S. diplomat in Kyiv, in a text message to Mr. Sondland also linked
the hold on aid to the investigations the president was seeking. "I think it's crazy to withhold
security assistance for help with a political campaign," Mr. Taylor wrote.
Mr. Sondland responded by disputing Mr. Taylor's assertion. "I believe you are incorrect about
quid pro
President Trump's intentions,
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Days later, the hold on the aid was lifted amid growing pressure from Congress.

RELATED
Trump Ousted Ambassador to Ukraine Amid Criticism From Giuliani, Others
Ukraine to Review Investigations lnto Firm Linked to Biden's Son
House Committees, Trump Brawl Over Ukraine Records Requests
Pompeo Confirms Listening to Trump-Zelensky Phone Call in July

Whistleblower Alleges White House Effort to Conceal Details of Trump Call With Ukraine
Bidens in Ukraine: An Explainer

In his
interview
Friday,Mr.
Johnson said
his concern
overthe
status of the
aid was
sparked bya
news article
about it.

Mr. Johnson said he learned of the potential arrangement involving military aid through a
phone call with Mr. Sandland the day before Mr. Johnson spoke to Mr. Trump. Under the
arrangement, Mr. Johnson said Mr. Sandland told him, Ukraine, under its newly elected
president, would appoint a strong prosecutor general and move to "get to the bottom of what
happened in 2016-if President Trump has that confidence, then he'll release the military
spending," recounted Mr. Johnson.
"At that suggestion, I winced," Mr. Johnson said. "My reaction was: Oh, God. I don't want to see
those two things combined."
Mr. Johnson said he doesn't believe Mr. Biden's name came up during his conversations with
Sondland or Mr. Trump.
In the call, Mr. Johnson said he also asked Mr. Trump ifhe could be authorized to tell the
Ukrainians that support was coming. "He did not give me that authority," Mr. Johnson said in a
separate interview Wednesday. He said Mr. Trump assured him: "I hear what you're saying;
you'll probably be happy with my decision."
Mr. Trump and his allies have pushed the notion that, contrary to the conclusion by the U.S.
intelligence community and by former special connsel Robert Mueller that Russia interfered in
the 2016 election on Mr. Trump's behalf, forces in Ukraine worked with Democrat Hillary
Clinton's campaign, unsuccessfully, in 2016. No evidence has emerged to support that theory.
Over the summer, the text messages show, State Department officials were seeking to work
with a top aide to Mr. Zelensky to find an agreement that would pave the way for the aid to be
released and a White House meeting between the two presidents. The agreement depended on
Zelenskv convincing . Trump that "he will investigate/'get

https.;//www,wsj.com/artic!es/trump~admin!stration-used-potenUa!-meeting-to-pressure-ukraine-on-biden-texts-indlcat&-11570205661
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happened' in 2016," according to a text message by Kurt Volker, then the U.S. special
·epresentative for Ukraine negotiations.

The text messages released by House committees late Thursday indicate that U.S. officials
coordinated with aides to the Ukrainian president and Rudy Giuliani, Mr. Trump's private
lawyer, on a draft statement in which Kyiv would announce an investigation into both Mr. Eiden
and the 2016 race-at the same time as announcing a visit by the Ukrainian president to the
White House.
Mr. Taylor couldn't be reached for comment.
Mr. Volker told House lawmakers in testimony on Thursday that he wasn't aware the president
had mentioned Mr. Elden's name in the phone call with Mr. Zelensky until the White House
released a rough transcript last week, according to a copy of his opening statement released
Friday.

Separately, the House Intelligence Committee heard closed-door testimony Friday from
Michael Atkinson, the Trump-appointed intelligence community inspector general who fielded
a whistle blower's complaint about the Ukraine call.
During the all-day meeting-Mr. Atkinson's second appearance before the panel about the
complaint-the inspector general filled in details about how he investigated the
whistleblower's complaint and reiterated that he found the substance of it both urgent and
credible, Rep. Mike Quigley (D., Ill.) said.

-Alex Leary contributed to this article.
Write to Siobhan Hughes at siobhan.hughes@wsj.com and Rebecca Ballhaus at
Rebecca.Ballhaus@wsj.com
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As impeachment tide s,virls around Trump,
Giu1iani drops anchor in Ukraine
By Paul Sonne. Greg Miller ,;,i, 1Josh Dawsey
Dec. 6, 2019 at 6:51 p.m. EST

Even as the House of Representatives began drafting charges against President
Trump this week, his private attorney, who many believe is partly responsible for
leading Trump on the path to his likely impeachment, made an audacious trip to

the country at the center of the scandal.
Rudolph W. Giuliani departed Kyiv after meeting with a range of Ukrainians who

have been feeding him unproven allegations against former vice president Joe
Eiden and helping construct a counteruarrative that is taking hold in the
Republican Party. The latter story line asserts that Ukraine interfered in the 2016
election, including with the baseless theory that Ukraine, rather than Russia, was

behind the hacking of the Democratic National Committee.
The purported purpose of the trip was to conduct interviews for a documentary on a
right-wing media network. But Giuliani's travel also appeared designed to send a
broader and more brazen signal of the disregard that he and Trump have for the
unfolding impeachment process.

Get exclusive analysis on the most important global story of the day,
in your inbox
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As if to underscore that, Giuliani used his Twitter account while on the trip to

describe the impeachment hearings as a "witch hunt," attack the former U.S.

ambassador whom he helped oust earlier this year, and assert that Trump's
demands for politically beneficial investigations by Ukraine's government were
appropriate.

The flurry of messages seemed designed to taunt Democrats in Washington.
Current and former officials in Washington expressed astonishment at how Giuliani
- apparently on behalf of the president - seemed to be mocking impeachment
investigators, if not the very idea that either he or his client should answer any
articles of impeachment.

AD

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

1059
"It's unbelievable to me the open way in which the administration and Giuliani are
still pursuing this," said Jeffrey Edmonds, who served as Russia director at the
White House National Security Council under both Barack Obama and Trump. "It
is a way of ... asserting that everything that we're doing is perfectly normal,
perfectly fine and we're going to keep doing it."

Giuliani couldn't be reached for comment on his trip.
The aftermath of Giuliani's trip came as the White House signaled that it would not
mount a formal defense of Trump in the House impeachment proceedings. White
House counsel Pat A. Cipollone sent a letter to the chairman of the House Judiciary
Committee on Friday, saying adopting articles of impeachment "would be a reckless
abuse of power by House Democrats."

AD

Giuliani's trip also represented an affront to Ukrainian President Volodymyr
Zelensky, whose government was welcoming a high-level State Department
diplomat at the same time and hoping to return relations with the United States to

normal after more than two months at the center of an American political
maelstrom.
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Zelensky, who didn't meet with Giuliani, is preparing for a high-stakes summit on

Monday in Paris, where he is scheduled to meet Russian President Vladimir Putin
alongside the leaders of Germany and France in a renewed attempt to bring an end

to the war between Russia-backed proxies and Ukrainian forces in the nation's east.
More than 13,000 people have died in the conflict
The disruption in U.S.-Ukraine relations caused by Giuliani's activities and the
resulting impeachment inquiry have led some Ukrainians to fear that Zelensky, who
promised an end to the conflict during his campaign, will cut a bad deal with Putin,
owing partly to a growing sentiment in Kyiv that Ukraine can no longer count on
support from the United States.

AD

Such concerns appeared to be far from Giuliani's mind.
During his trip, he sat down with a mustachioed Ukrainian lawmaker who has
promoted Russian interests in Ukraine and once studied at a KGB academy in

Moscow.
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He was accompanied by a former Ukrainian diplomat who has won renown in U.S.
right-wing circles by alleging Ukraine colluded with the DNC to undermine Trump

in 2016.
He received a bon voyage message from a former Ukrainian parliamentarian, who
once sent a peace proposal to the White House that would have lifted sanctions on
Russia and recognized the Kremlin's annexation of Crimea.
The trip also served a practical purpose ahead of a likely Senate trial of his client.
Giuliani brought a correspondent from the right-wing One America News to
interview many of the Ukrainians he has interacted with in the past year - people
who are willing to make allegations against Biden and the Democrats.

AD

The footage will help inject the theories Giuliani has gathered over the past year
even further into the American public discourse, as the Senate prepares to embark
on a trial that some Republican lawmakers want to make as much about Biden as it
is about the president.
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Giuliani has alleged that Eiden pushed for the 2016 firing of Ukraine's top
prosecutor to help his son, Hunter Biden, who at the time was a board member of a

Ukrainian gas company whose owner was under investigation in Ukraine. Apart
from a claim by the top prosecutor in question that Biden had him fired for that
reason, no evidence has surfaced to show that is why Biden sought his removal.
European Union leaders also wanted the prosecutor removed.
During the trip, Giuliani said on Twitter that until the matter is resolved, the issue

"will be a major obstacle to the U.S. assisting Ukraine with its anti-corruption
efforts."

AD

In Kyiv, Giuliani met with two members of Ukraine's parliament, Andriy Derkach
and Oleksandr Dubinsky, who have called for a joint U.S.-Ukrainian parliamentary
investigation into the gas company. The One America News correspondent
traveling with Giuliani posted photos of them interviewing former Ukrainian

Prosecutor General Yuri Lutsenko in Budapest, where they stopped before traveling
on to Ukraine.
On Capitol Hill, Democrats were shocked by Giuliani's nerve.

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

1063
"It's a brazen move," said Rep. Raja Krishnamoorthi (D-Ill.), a member of the
House Intelligence Committee, which led the impeachment inquiry. "This is
emblematic of this White House: When they are in the wrong, they double down.
And in this case, they are tripling down."

AD

House Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) called the trip an indication of "the
arrogance of it all" in comments at a CNN Town Hall on Thursday night.
Some Republicans were left scratching their heads.
Asked about the trip, Rep. Mo Brooks (R-Ala.) replied, "Rudy does what Rudy
does."
Others were surprised. "The fact that Giuliani is back in Ukraine is like a murder
suspect returning to the crime scene to live-stream themselves moon dancing," said

Dan Eberhart, a prominent Republican donor and Trump supporter. "It's brazen on
a galactic level."

At the White House, deputy press secretary Hogan Gidley sidestepped the matter.
"That's a question between Rudy and the president," Gidley said.
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Privately, however, two officials involved in the White House's impeachment
response said Trump aides were not told Giuliani was traveling to Ukraine and do
not view it as helpful.
Some House Republicans have sought to create distance between Trump and
Giuliani, but the president has not yet signaled a willingness to support such a
move, the two officials said. On Friday, Gidley said that as a far as he was aware,
Giuliani remained Trump's personal attorney.
Robyn Dixon in Moscow, David L. Stern in Kyiv and Rachael Bade and Mike
DeBonis in Washington contributed to this report.

Impeachment: What you need to read

Here's what you need to know to understand the impeachment of President
Trump.
What's happening now: Trump is now the third U.S. president to be
impeached, after the House of Representatives adopted both articles of
impeachment against him.
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What happens next: Impeachment does not mean that the president has
been removed from office. The Senate must hold a trial to make that
determination. A trial is expected to take place in ,Januacy. Here's more on
what happens next.

How we got here: A whistleblower complaint led Pelosi to announce the
beginning of an official impeachment inquicy on Sept. 24. Closed-door hearings
and subpoenaed documents related to the president's July 25 phone call with
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky followed. After two weeks of public
hearings in November, the House Intelligence Committee wrote a report that
was sent to the House Judiciacy Committee, which held its own hearings. Pelosi
and House Democrats announced the articles of impeachment against Trump
on Dec. 10. The Judiciary Committee approved two articles of impeachment
against Trump: abuse of power and obstruction of Congress.
Stay informed: Read the latest reporting and analysis on impeachment here.
Listen: Follow The Post's coverage ,vith daily updates from across our
podcasts.

Want to understand impeachment better? Sign up for the 5-Minute Fix
to get a guide in your inbox every weekday. Have questions? Submit them
here, and they may be answered in the nev,sletter.
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Con1edian Volodymyr Zelensky unseats
incun1benl in Ukraine's presidential election, exit
poll shows
By Anton Trolanovski
April 21, 2019 at 7:57 p.m. EDT

KIEV, Ukraine - Comedian Volodymyr Zelensky swept to victory in Ukraine's

presidential election Sunday, an exit poll showed, as millions of voters weary of war
and economic hardship rebuked the ruling elites and ushered in fresh uncertainty
for their geopolitically pivotal nation.

Zelensky, a 41-year-old TV star with no political experience, won 7:~ percent of the
vote in the runoff election, according to national exit poll results broadcast by
Ukrainian television. President Petro Poroshenko, who was running for his second

five-year term, accepted defeat in a speech soon after the polls closed.
Zelensky walked onstage at his election-night celebration to the theme song
from "Servant of the People"

the popular sitcom in which he plays the president

of Ukraine.

Get exclusive analysis 011 the most important global story of the day,
in your inbox

X
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"To all Ukrainians, no matter where you are, I promise that I will never let you

down," Zelensky said after the results came in. "Though I'm still not president, I can
say as a Ukrainian citizen to all the countries of the former Soviet Union: Look at
us. Everything is possible."
The comedian had been heavily favored going into the election, holding a decisive
lead in the polls in recent weeks. His surge to the top of a crowded field of
candidates in the presidential campaign's first round and his apparent landslide
win Sunday reflected the disdain with which many Ukrainians see the political
establishment five years after their pro-Western revolution.
"Next month, I will leave the post of the head of state," Poroshenko said in his
concession speech, pledging that he would remain in politics. "That's how the

majority of Ukrainians decided, and I accept this decision."

AD

https:J/www.washlngtonpost.com/wortd/as-ukraine-votes-in~pres!dentia!-runoff~a~comedian~!ooks4o-unseaMhe-lncumbentt2019/04f21/b7d69a38--603f,,,

AB

39-405

2111

01/18/2020

1068
1/2/2020

Ukraine election: Comedian Volodymyr Zelensky unseats President Petro Poroshenko, exit pol! shows - The Washington Post

Amid a continuing war in eastern Ukraine, economic travails and popular revulsion
over allegations of government corruption, Zelensky's anti-establishment, antiwar
and reformist message captured the support of a wide cross-section of the country.
"I voted for Zelensky because everything he said is true," said Viktoriia Bengalska, a
45-year-old secretary in Kiev. "It's impossible to survive on this salary, prices have

increased like crazy, and we were promised something totally different."
Zelensky's apparent victory is the latest in the global trend of political outsiders
harnessing TV and social media to outmuscle the unpopular establishment. It is
likely to reverberate in Russia and elsewhere across the former Soviet Union, where

few other countries can claim a democratic system that would allow a comedian to
unseat the sitting president. And it prompts questions about Ukraine's strategy in
its conflict with Russian President Vladimir Putin

with whom Zelensky has

promised to negotiate while not detailing how.

AD

"Zelensky doesn't have experience, and Putin is a very dangerous adversary," said
Volodymyr Fesenko, a political analyst in Kiev. "There's a lot of risk here."
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Ukraine, a country of more than 40 million people, is pivotal to Putin's effort to
maintain a sphere of influence in Eastern Europe. Putin annexed Ukraine's
Crimean Peninsula and backed separatists in eastern Ukraine after popular protests

toppled a Moscow-friendly president in Kiev in 2014. A successful democracy in
Ukraine - which shares deep historical, linguistic and cultural links '\\'ith Russia could also energize opposition within Russia to Putin's autocratic rule.
In Russia, both pro-Kremlin and independent news media broadcast live feeds of

Friday's stadium debate between Poroshenko and Zelensky, a spectacle offering a
striking contrast to the lack of a domestic challenge to Putin. "We want it like in
Ukraine," said a headline in the Russian business newspaper VedomostL

AD

Zelensky has said he '\\'ill maintain Ukraine's pro-Western course, and he has
pledged not to give away any territory in negotiations with Putin. But he has
signaled greater flexibility than Poroshenko in potential negotiations over the war
in eastern Ukraine, sparking optimism as well as concern that he could be
outmatched by the Kremlin.
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But many voters brushed those fears aside Sunday amid intense dissatisfaction with
their current leadership. The war in eastern Ukraine has killed about 13,000 people,

according to the United Nations. Sporadic, deadly shooting continues to occur, and
Russian-backed rebels occupy a swath of territory around two major cities near the
Russian border.

Poroshenko, whose confectionery business makes him one of the country's richest
men, took office in 2014 in the wake of Ukraine's pro-Western revolution. He built
his campaign around the theme of independence from neighboring Russia -

strengthening the military, promoting the Ukrainian language over Russian and
forming a Ukrainian Orthodox Church separate from Moscow. His slogan: "Army!
Language! Faith!.,

AD

In his last-ditch appeal before the runoff election, Poroshenko told voters that

handing the presidency to Zelensky would imperil the very existence of the country.
Zelensky's slick, social media and TV-driven campaign masked the influence of the
Kremlin and of unscrupulous billionaires, Poroshenko alleged.
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"This is a bright candy wrapper," Poroshenko said in the debate in Kiev's Olympic
Stadium on Friday, referring to Zelensky. "There are Russians inside and fugitive
oligarchs."
Those concerns echoed among Poroshenko's supporters, a sign that one of
Zelensky's most difficult tasks will be to bring together a divided country. At a
polling station set up at a Kiev public school, Inna Dzhurynska, 52, pointed at her

traditional Ukrainian embroidered shirt when asked whom she was voting for.

AD

"Who do you think I will vote for?" Dzhurynska said. "We'll lose Ukraine with
Zelensky," she added, and broke into tears.
During his campaign, Zelensky largely eschewed traditional advertising and
unscripted interactions withjonrnalists. Instead, the entertainer relied on social

media and his television shows to reach voters. (Zelensky also is part of a Saturdaynight comedy show.)

httpsJ/www.washingtonpostcom/wor!d/as-ukraine-votes-ln-presldentlakunoff-a-comedlan-looks-to~unseat-the-incumbent/2019/04/21/b7d69a38~603f.,,
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Ukraine election: Comedian Volodymyr Ze!ensk.y unseats President Petro Poroshenko, exlt pol! shows - The Washington Post

On his sitcom, Zelensky plays a simple, morally upright schoolteacher who is
elected president after his rant of outrage over corruption is caught on camera and
goes viral. He then takes on Ukraine's entrenched business and political elites,
refusing to be bought. The third season of Zelensky's show, "Servant of the
People," aired this spring and includes scenes of a prosperous, corruption-free
Ukraine in the aftermath of the Zelensky character's presidency.

AD

'Tm not a politician," Zelensky said in Friday's debate, channeling his character in
his show. 'Tm just a simple person who came to break the system."
To be sure, his real-life political rise isn't quite the Cinderella story told in his
sitcom. The long-popular entertainer has benefited from his business partnership
with Ukrainian billionaire Ihor Kolomoisky, who controls the television channel
that airs Zelensky's shows and gave largely positive coverage to his candidacy. Both
men deny that Kolomoisky is behind Zelensky's political ambitions.

hUps:/!www.washingtonpostcom/wor!d/as~ukralne-votes-in-presfdent!akunoff-a-comedlan-looks-to-unseat-the~lncumbent/2019/04/21/b7d69a38-603f...
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Ukraine election: Comedian Vo!odymyr Zelensky unseats President Petro Poroshenko, exit poll shows~ The Washington Post

Zelensky's most powerful advantage in the runoff may have been simply that he was
not Poroshenko. Many voters blame the incumbent for the failure to end the war in
eastern Ukraine and for allowing corruption to fester at the highest levels of
government. Poroshenko countered that it's Russia's fault that the war lingers and
that he did what was possible to reform governance in Ukraine.

AD

Poroshenko "could have made it into history, but he was only protecting his
interests and not the state's," said Valentyn Rudenko, 70, a pensioner and Zelensky
voter in Kiev. "I just don't want Poroshenko to be president."
On the popular messaging app Telegram, Zelensky's campaign distributed an image
for supporters of the candidate holding two automatic guns. It's a frame from a

graphic dream sequence in "Servant of the People" in which Zelensky's presidential
character comes to parliament, grabs his bodyguard's weapons and massacres the
lawmakers in front of him.
"End of the old era," the text under the image says.

Oksana Parafeniuk contributed to this report.

https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/as~ukra!ne-votes-in-presidentia!-runoff_,a~comedian~looks-to-unseat-the-incumbenl/2019/04/2i/b7d69a38-603f...
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Former White House officials say they feared Putin
influenced the president's views on Ukraine and 2016
campaign

Almost from the moment he took office, President Trump seized on a theory that troubled
his senior aides: Ukraine, he told them on many occasions, had tried to stop him from
winning the White House.
After meeting privately in July 2017 with Russian President Vladimir Putin at the Group of 20
summit in Hamburg, Trump grew more insistent that Ukraine worked to defeat him,
according to multiple former officials familiar with his assertions.
The president's intense resistance to the assessment of U.S. intelligence agencies that
Russia systematically interfered in the 2016 campaign - and the blame he cast instead on a
rival country - led many of his advisers to think that Putin himself helped spur the idea of
Ukraine's culpability, said the officials, who spoke on the condition of anonymity to describe
internal discussions.
AD

One former senior White House official said Trump even stated so explicitly at one point,
saying he knew Ukraine was the real culprit because "Putin told me."
Two other former officials said the senior White House official described Trump's comment
to them.
The Ukraine theory that has consumed Trump's attention has now been taken up by
Republicans in Congress who are defending the president against impeachment. Top GOP
lawmakers have demanded investigations of Ukrainian interference for which senior U.S.
officials, i n c l u d i n g ~ say there is no evidence.

Allegations about Ukraine's role in the 2016 race have been promoted by an array of figures,
including right-wing journalists whose work the president avidly consumes, as well as
Rudolph W. Giuliani, his personal lawyer. But U.S. intelligence officials told lawmakers and
their staff members this past fall that Russian security services played a major role in
spreading false claims of Ukrainian complicity, said people familiar with the assessments.
AD
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The concern among senior White House officials that Putin helped fuel Trump's theories
about Ukraine underscores ~ i n s i d e the administration about the Russian
president's ability to influence Trump's views.
The White House did not respond to requests for comment.
The Russian Embassy in Washington declined to address whether Putin told Trump that
Ukraine interfered in the 2016 campaign, saying only that information about the two
leaders' conversations is available on the Kremlin's website.
This article is based on interviews with 15 former administration and government officials,
who spoke on the condition of anonymity to offer their candid views about the president.

AD
Aides said they have long been confounded by t h e ~ - a topic
he raised when advisers sought to caution him that Russia was likely to try to disrupt future
elections.
"He would say: 'This is ridiculous. Everyone knows I won the election. The greatest election
in the world. The Russians didn't do anything. The Ukrainians tried to do something,'" one
former official said.
Trump, the official said, offered no proof to support his theory of Ukraine's involvement.
'We spent a lot of time ... trying to refute this one in the first year of the administration,"
Fiona Hill, a former senior director for Europe and Russia on the National Security Council,
told impeachment investigators in October.

A debunked theory takes hold
The claims that Ukraine sought to tilt the 2016 election have taken several forms. One early
version was promoted by Paul Manafort, Trump's then-campaign chairman, w h o ~
to campaign aides as early as the summer of 2016 that Ukrainians may have been behind a
hack of the Democratic National Committee (DNC), rather than the Russians, his deputy,
Rick Gates, later told federal investigators.

AD
Gates said that Manafort's theory "parroted a narrative" that was advanced at the time by
Konstantin Kilimnik, an employee of Manafort's whom the FBI has assessed to have
connections to Russian intelligence. (Kilimnik, who is believed to be in Moscow, has denied
such ties.)
Two weeks after Trump took office, Putin floated another claim: that figures in Ukraine had
helped boost Democratic nominee Hillary Clinton.
219
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"As we know, during the election campaign in the U.S., the current Ukrainian authorities
took a unilateral position in support of one of the candidates," Putin said at a news
~ in Budapest on Feb. 2, 2017. "Moreover, some oligarchs, probably with the
approval of the political leadership, financed this candidate."

AD
Ukrainian steel magnate Viktor Pinchuk's foundation donated millions of dollars to the
Clinton Foundation, but there is no evidence that he contributed money to Hillary Clinton's
campaign, which would be prohibited under federal law. Pinchuk has also supported
Trump: In 2015, he made a $150,000 donation t o ~ RT, the Russian government-funded media network, spotlighted other arguments that
Ukraine worked to help Clinton's campaign, focusing on contacts between a part-time ONC
consultant and Ukrainian Embassy officials in Washington.
"Democrat-Ukraine collusion seems far deeper than anything so far proven between the
Trump campaign and Russia," an op-ed columnist wrote in July 2017.
AD

Trump added his own twist on the conspiracy theory in April 2017, in his first public
allegation about Ukraine's role.
In an interview with the Associated Press, the president claimed that CrowdStrike, a
computer security company the DNC hired to investigate the breach of its email systems,
was based in Ukraine and played some role in hiding evidence from the FBI.

"Why wouldn't [Clinton campaign chairman John] Podesta and Hillary Clinton allow the FBI
to see the server? They brought in another company that I hear is Ukrainian-based," Trump
said. "I heard it's owned by a very rich Ukrainian, that's what I heard. But they brought in
another company to investigate the server. Why didn't they allow the FBI in to investigate
the server?"
AD
In fact, CrowdStrike is based in California, and it is not owned by a Ukrainian. Dmitri
Alperovitch, the company's co-founder, is a Russia-born U.S. citizen who is an expert in
cybersecurity and national security.
It is unclear where Trump first got the idea of a Ukrainian connection to CrowdStrike. At the
time, the notion was not yet being widely discussed on Twitter, his social media platform of
choice and a fertile bed for disinformation, according to social media experts.
"Prior to Trump's mentioning it in his interview with the Associated Press, the idea that
CrowdStrike was Ukrainian based and concocted the story of the DNC hack existed on social
media but was far from mainstream," said Darren Unvill, an associate professor of
319
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communication at Clemson University who studies social media and online disinformation
and conducted an analysis of tweets during that period for The Washington Post.
AD
"On Twitter, messages pushing the argument can be measured in the hundreds, not even
the thousands, and in this context those are small numbers," linvill said.

Trump has returned to the false Ukraine-CrowdStrike connection many times, arguing that
the company had covered up Ukraine's hacking of the DNC and that it had even spirited the
DNC server to Ukraine, former White House officials said.
In June, for instance, he called in to Sean Hannity's Fox News program and repeated his
complaint that the FBI hadn't taken possession of the DNC email server.
"How come the FBI didn't take the server from the DNC? Just think about that one, Sean,"

Trump said.
That same day, Breitbart News had published a story about the FBI relying on information
from CrowdStrike.
In fact, the bureau's forensic experts had taken complete copies of dozens of servers used
by the DNC, which then-FBI Director James B. Corney later testified was an "appropriate
substitute" for examining the actual equipment. The intelligence community also knew
months before CrowdStrike was hired that the Russians had infiltrated the DNC.
Most significantly, Trump raised CrowdStrike in the July 25 phone call with Ukrainian
President Volodymyr Zelensky that led to his impeachment.

"I would like you to find out what happened with this whole situation with Ukraine, they say
Crowd strike ... I guess you have one of your wealthy people .... The server, they say
Ukraine has it," Trump said, according to a memorandum the White House released of the
call.

Privately, officials tried in vain to convince the president that CrowdStrike was not a
Ukrainian company and that it would be impossible for the server to be located there, a
former administration official said.
One of the officials who Hill said tried to convince Trump, former homeland security adviser
Thomas P. Bossert, publicly pleaded with the White House in September to drop the Ukraine
theory, which he called "completely debunked."
"The DNC server and that conspiracy theory has got to go," he told ABC News's "This Week."
"If he continues to focus on that white whale, it's going to bring him down."

419
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Bossert pointed to Giuliani, Trump's personal lawyer, as a persistent source of the server
claim. "I am deeply frustrated with what [Giuliani] and the legal team is doing in repeating
that debunked theory to the president. It sticks in his mind when he hears it over and over
again."

An early coolness
Trump's suspicions about Ukraine manifested in other ways. Early in the administration,
then-Ukrainian President Petro Poroshenko was eager to secure a White House meeting
with Trump - ideally before he met publicly with Putin - to demonstrate U.S. commitment
to defending Ukraine against Russia.
But Trump resisted the meeting, according to former U.S. officials with direct knowledge of
the matter. White House aides were confused: Ukraine was an ally in a war against a country
that had just undermined the U.S. elections. Meeting with Poroshenko was a "no-brainer,"
one former official said. "It was utterly mystifying to us why Trump wouldn't agree."
Another former official said it was clear from the beginning of Trump's presidency that he
wanted to improve relations with Russia and form a bond with Putin.
John Kelly, who served as Trump's chief of staff from mid-2017 until the end of 2018,
marveled to other aides that Trump expressed far less skepticism of Putin, whom Trump
sometimes called "my friend," than other leaders, said a former senior White House official.

Kelly tried to get U.S. experts to speak to Trump before his scheduled calls with the Russian
president to push back on some of Trump's misconceptions, the official said.
Some wondered whether Trump's coolness toward Ukraine was intended not to offend
Putin.
Poroshenko came to the White House on June 20, 2017, to meet with Vice President Pence.
Trump had a short "drop-in" with the Ukrainian leader, allaying some U.S. officials' concerns
that he wouldn't bother to say hello.
The two leaders posed for photos with reporters in the Oval Office and made short
remarks. (Notably, Trump did not mention Ukraine's war with Russia.) But the brevity of
their encounter underscored Trump's reticence. He had already met with several foreign
leaders for more formal, longer meetings, followed by joint news conferences. Trump hadn't
snubbed Poroshenko, but he hadn't strongly embraced him, either.
The meeting stood in stark contrast to Trump's warm reception a month earlier of Russian
Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov and Sergey Kisylak, who was then Russia's ambassador to the
United States. Trump told his guests that he was unconcerned about Moscow's interference
in the 2016 U.S. presidential campaign because the United States did the same in other
5/9
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countries, an assertion that prompted White House officials to limit access to the remarks to
an unusually small number of people, according to three former officials with knowledge of
the matter.
U.S. officials who had been working to deter Russia were aghast. They thought the Russians
would take it as a signal that they were free to interfere in upcoming U.S. elections and
those in Europe, as well.

A private meeting
On July 7, 2017, Trump had his first in-person encounter with Putin, at the G-20 meeting in
Hamburg. Their highly anticipated formal conversation lasted more than two hours. But
later that day, they met informally for an additional hour, at a dinner for heads of state and
their spouses.
At the time, U.S. and Russian officials didn't disclose the conversation. During the meal,
Trump left his chair and sat next to Putin. Trump went alone, and Putin was assisted by his
interpreter.
For some White House officials struggling to understand Trump's obsession with Ukraine,
the Hamburg meetings were a turning point.
Three former senior administration officials said Trump repeatedly insisted after the G-20
summit that he believed Putin's assurances that Russia had not interfered in the 2016
campaign. The officials said Kelly, national security adviser H.R. McMaster and Secretary of
State Rex Ti!lerson all tried to caution Trump not to rely on Putin's word, and to focus on
evidence to the contrary that U.S. intelligence agencies had collected.
Over the next several months, Trump privately told aides on several occasions that he
believed Ukraine had interfered and tried to help Clinton win the White House, former
officials said.
"The strong belief in the White House was that Putin told him," one former official said.
Trump repeatedly told one senior official that the Russian president said Ukraine sought to
undermine him, the official said.
There was no evidence that Putin pushed the Ukraine theory with Trump in their official
phone calls and meetings, which were witnessed by interpreters and aides, several former
administration officials said.
However, White House aides were not part of Trump's ~ i n
Hamburg, or a later meeting he had in Helsinki for two hours with the Russian president,
when they were accompanied by only their interpreters.
619
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Trump also took steps to conceal the details of his formal meeting with Putin in Hamburg,
away from his interpreter and instructing her not to discuss what had
transpired with other administration officials, The Post reported earlier this year.

~

In the wake of Hamburg, top leaders were dispatched to try to convince him that Russia
interfered in the campaign. On different occasions, Kelly asked Bossert, CIA Director Mike
Pompeo, Director of National Intelligence Daniel Coats and his principal deputy, Sue
Gordon, to brief the president on the intelligence community's Russia assessment, said
former officials with knowledge of the briefings.
They did not convince him.
A year after Trump met Putin in Hamburg, they reconvened at a summit in Helsinki. After
his one-on-one with the Russian president, Trump ~ t h a t the Kremlin
interfered in the campaign.
"My people came to me, Daniel Coats came to me and some others, they said they think it's
Russia," Trump said at a joint news conference, standing beside the Russian leader. "I have
President Putin; he just said it's not Russia. I will say this: I don't see any reason why it would
be, but I really do want to see the server."

Intelligence officials were stunned that Trump would publicly side with Putin over his own
advisers. His comments also revealed that he still clung to his suspicions about Ukraine.
"I really believe that this will probably go on for a while, but I don't think it can go on without

finding out what happened to the server," Trump said.
Later that day, Coats issued a public statement that read like a rebuke.
"The role of the Intelligence Community is to provide the best information and fact-based
assessments possible for the President and policymakers," Coats said. "We have been clear
in our assessments of Russian meddling in the 2016 election and their ongoing, pervasive
efforts to undermine our democracy, and we will continue to provide unvarnished and
objective intelligence in support of our national security."
But after returning to Washington, Trump continued to press the Ukraine theory with more
frequency, former officials said. They worried that his meeting with Putin had again
influenced his thinking.

The narrative takes hold
In the run-up to Trump's impeachment, some GOP lawmakers have echoed the Ukraine-didit theory, ~ e v e n t s that did occur - such as the then-Ukrainian

ambassador's

-ed - as part of a conspiracy they equate with
719
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the Kremlin's intelligence operation.
"The Democrats cooperated in Ukrainian election meddling," Rep. Devin Nunes (Calif.), the
ranking Republican on the House Intelligence Committee, alleged at a Nov. 14 ~ t o
collect evidence for the impeachment
Sen. John Neely Kennedy (La.) suggested in a Fox News appearance that Ukraine, not Russia,
may have broken into the DNC's email system. He later retracted the comment, but in a

subsequent interview on "Meet the Press," Kennedy said "both Russia and Ukraine" had
interfered in 2016.
Sen. Ted Cruz (Tex.) told the same program this month that there was "considerable
evidence" that Ukraine had interfered.
This fall, U.S. intelligence officials informed lawmakers about what they have concluded has
been an organized campaign by Russian propagandists to spread the Ukraine theory on
social media, said people with knowledge of the reporting.
The reports by intelligence analysts cite evidence that the propagandists were taking credit
for helping to spread disinformation that equated Ukraine's actions to Russia's, and
celebrating the traction it was getting, particularly with conservative news organizations.
The intelligence reports were shared with members of Congress and their staff, including
lawmakers who have in recent weeks become some of the most vocal advocates for
investigating Ukraine's alleged interference, said people with knowledge of the matter. The
New York Times ~ t h e briefings to lawmakers.
In her public testimony in the impeachment proceedings, Hill, the NSC's former Russia
director, admonished lawmakers not to take the Kremlin's bait.
"Based on questions and statements I have heard, some of you on this committee appear to
believe that Russia and its security services did not conduct a campaign against our country
- and that perhaps, somehow, for some reason, Ukraine did," she said. "This is a fictional
narrative that has been perpetrated and propagated by the Russian security services
themselves."
Hill implored the lawmakers not to help Russia's campaign. "In the course of this
investigation, I would ask that you please not promote politically driven falsehoods that so
clearly advance Russian interests."
Last month, RT ~ t h e idea that Russia had promoted such a narrative, noting that Putin said in July that he did not think the actions of wealthy individuals in that country
amounted to "interference by Ukraine."
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More recently, however, the Russian president has expressed satisfaction in the new focus
on Ukraine.
"Thank God no one is accusing us of interfering in the U.S. elections anymore; now they're
accusing Ukraine," the Russian president said at a news conference in Moscow in
November. "Well, let them sort this out among themselves."
Ellen Nakashima and Greg Miller contributed to this report.
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Giuliani says Trump asked him to briefJustice
Dept. and GOP senators on his Ukraine findings
By Josh Dawsey
Dec. 10, 2019 at 4:34 p.m. EST

Rudolph W. Giuliani, President Trump's personal lawyer, said Tuesday that the
president has asked him to brief the ,Tustice Department and Republican senators
on his findings from a recent trip to Ukraine ahead of a likely Senate impeachment
trial.
"He wants me to do it," Giuliani said in a brief interview. "I'm working on pulling it

together and hope to have it done by the end of the week."
However, it is unclear whether GOP senators or Justice Department officials want
information from Giuliani, whose meetings in Europe last week with Ukrainian
sources drew condemnation from Democratic lawmakers and winces even from
some Republicans.

impeachment inquiry
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In a recent interview, Sen. Lindsey 0. Graham (R-S.C.) said he had no plans for

Giuliani to appear before the Senate Judiciary Committee, which has launched an
inquiry into former vice president Joe Biden and his communications with
Ukrainian officials. Attorney General William P. Barr has counseled Trump in
general terms that Giuliani has become a liability and a problem for the
administration, as The Washington Post previously reported.

AD

A Justice Department spokeswoman declined to comment. The White House did
not immediately respond to a request for comment.
Two White House officials who spoke on the condition of anonymity to describe

internal conversations said that Trump did not instruct Giuliani to go to Ukraine.
The president's advisers were displeased about the trip, although Trump has not

expressed those concerns, they said.
Indeed, on Saturday, Trump appeared happy with his lawyer's work, telling
reporters that Giuliani was going to "make a report" to the attorney general and
Congress.
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"He says he has a lot of good information," Trump said, adding, "I hear he has
found plenty."

AD

Meanwhile, federal prosecutors in New York are scrutinizing Giuliani's ties to two
recently indicted associates and his consulting business as part of a broad probe of
possible foreign-lobbying violations and other potential crimes, according to people
familiar with the investigation.
Giuliani said Tuesday that he has unsuccessfully sought to learn why he is under

investigation in the Southern District of New York, the office he led as U.S. attorney
in the 1980s.

"They are refusing to tell us why they are investigating," he said. Giuliani said he
wants to present evidence that he is innocent to prosecutors but has not been given
the chance.
He said his former office is pursuing the "most unfair, vindictive investigation they

have ever conducted."
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"I believe that the leaks and the investigation is intended to intimidate me as the

president's lawyer," Giuliani said. "I am fully confident that I did not commit any
crimes of any kind. They're going after the wrong guy. The more they try to
intimidate me, the more I think, I better go get additional evidence."

The U.S. attorney's office declined to comment.
Giuliani said he returned Saturday from a trip that took him to Ukraine, Hungary
and Vienna, where he said he was looking for documents and witnesses to buttress
unproven claims he has made about Biden's son Hunter, as well as the unfounded
assertion that Ukraine interfered in the 2016 election.

AD
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Giuliani said he had gotten new documents and additional witnesses to participate
in his effort, though he declined to provide details.
He was accompanied by correspondents from the conservative One America News

Network, which is producing a documentary about his work.
While Giuliani was in Kyiv, he met with Andriy Derkach, a Ukrainian lawmaker
who told The Post that he handed Giuliani documents on allegations relating to
inefficient expenditure of U.S. government money on projects in Ukraine and other
matters.

Derkach, an independent lawmaker who was formerly a member of a pro-Russian
party in parliament, went to the Dzerzhinsky Higher School of the KGB in Moscow.
He is the son of a KGB officer who later served as head of Ukrainian intelligence.

Giuliani said he also wanted to meet with former prosecutor general Viktor Shokin,

but the latter was unable to travel to meet him, he said.
"I'm fearful Mr. Shakin is not healthy, and it is important to memorialize his

testimony on tape," Giuliani said.
Devlin Barrett in Washington and Shayna Jacobs in New York contributed to this
report.
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Impeachment: What you need to read

Here's what you need to know to understand the impeachment of President
Trump.

,vhat's happening now: Trump is now the third U.S. president to be
impeached, after the House of Representatives adopted both articles of
impeachment against him.

\Vhat happens next: Impeachment does not mean that the president has
been removed from office. The Senate must hold a trial to make that
determination. A trial is expected to take place in January. Here's more on
what happens next.

How we got here: A whistleblower complaint led Pelosi to announce the
beginning of an official impeachment inquiry on Sept. 24. Closed-door hearings

and subpoenaed documents related to the president's July 25 phone call with
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky follmved. After two weeks of public
hearings in November, the House Intelligence Committee wrote a report that
was sent to the House ,Judiciary Committee, which held its own hearings. Pelosi
and House Democrats annonnced the articles of impeachment against Trump
on Dec. 10. The Judiciary Committee approved two articles of impeachment
against Trump: abuse of power and obstruction of Congress.
Stay informed: Read the latest reporting and analysis on impeachment here.

Listen: Follow The Post's coverage with daily updates from across our
podcasts.

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

1089

\Vant to understand impeachment better? Sign up for the 5-Minute Fix
to get a guide in your inbox every weekday. Have questions? Submit them
here, and they may be answered in the news1etter.
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How the whistleblower triggered an impeachment inquiry - The Washington Post

1/3/2020

lbt Wasbington J}ost
How a CIA analyst, alarmed by Trump's shadow
foreign policy, triggered an impeachment inquiry
By Greg Miller Greg Jaffe

Paul Sonne

November 16, 2019 at 7:00 a.m. EST

The lights are often on late into the evening at CIA headquarters, where a team of
elite analysts works on classified reports that influence how the country responds to

global crises.
In early August, one of those analysts was staying after hours on a project with even

higher stakes. For two weeks, he pored over notes of alarming conversations with
White House officials, reviewed details from interagency memos on the U.S.
relationship with Ukraine and scanned public statements by President Trump.
He wove this material into a nine-page memo outlining evidence that Trump had
abused the powers of his office to try to coerce Ukraine into helping him get
reelected. ·n1en, on Aug.

12,

the analyst hit "send."

AD
Keep up with tl1e impeachment inquiry
https://www.washingtonpostcom/national-security/how-a-cla-ana!yst-alarmed-by-trumps-shadow-fore!gn-po!lcy-triggered-an-lmpeachment-lnquiry/20,..
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His decision to report what he had learned to the U.S. intelligence community's
inspector general has transformed the political landscape of the United States,
triggering a rapidly moving impeachment inquiry that now imperils Trump's
presidency.

Over the past three months, the allegations made in that document have been
overwhelmingly substantiated - by the sworn testimony of administration officials,

the inadvertent admissions of Trump's acting chief of staff and, most important, the
president's ow11 words, as captured on a record of his July 25 call with the leader of
Ukraine.
As the impeachment inquiry entered a new pl1ase of public hearings on Wednesday,

the outlines of the case have been thoroughly established: the president, his
personal lawyer Rudolph W. Giuliani and two diplomats are alleged to have

collaborated to pressure Ukraine to pursue investigations to bolster Trump's
conspiracy theories about the 2016 election and damage the prospects of a potential

opponent in next year's election, former vice president Joe Biden.

AD

To advance this hidden agenda, Trump and his allies orchestrated the ouster of a
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/how-a-cia-ana!ysl:-a!armed-by-trurnps-shadow-foreign-po!icy-tr!ggered-an-irnpeachment-inquily/20 .. ,
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113@20

U.S. ambassador, the withholding of an Oval Office meeting from Ukraine's new
president and the suspension of hundreds of millions of dollars in U.S. aid.

But beyond that familiar fact pattern, the revelations reflect a country in political
crisis.
The United States has embarked on an impeachment proceeding against a
president for only the fourth time in its history. The voluminous testimony so far
has revealed a government at war with itself over how to respond to Trump's
frequent conflation of the country's interests with his own. After casting itself as a

force against corruption, condemning politically driven prosecutions in other
countries, the United States now appears to have sought to coerce such actions from
a partner nation.

AD

It is not clear whether any of this would have come to light were it not for the
actions of a relatively junior CIA employee, who is now the target of almost daily
attacks by Trump and right-wing efforts to make his identity widely public.

Dozens of senior officials - including the national security adviser, the secretary of
https://www,w.ashingtonpost.com/national~security/how-a-cia-analyst-alarmed-by-trumps-shadow-foreign~po!icy-trtggered-an-impeachment-lnquiry/20 .. ,
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state and the acting White House chief of staff - were either aware of or involved in
the Ukraine scheme and failed to expose or stop it. More than a half-dozen lowerranking officials made futile attempts to intervene.
Ultimately, it came down to a lone analyst, in a cubicle miles from the White House,
drafting an unprecedented document in the detached manner he had learned in his
CIA training.

AD

"In the course of my official duties," he wrote, "I have received information from
multiple U.S. government officials that the President of the United States is using

the power of his office to solicit inte1ference from a foreign country in the 2020 U.S.
election."
This article is based on interviews with dozens of U.S. and Ukrainian officials, the
whistleblower report, the White House call record and thousands of pages of
impeachment hearing transcripts. Many officials and others spoke on the condition

of anonymity, citing the sensitivity of the issue and fear of retaliation.

The CIA declined to comment on all matters related to the whistleblower, including
ht!ps://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/how~a-cla-ana1yst-a!armed-by-trumps-shadow-foretgn-po!icy~triggered-an-impeachrnent-inquiry/20...
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whether he is employed at the agency. The whistleblower's lawyers also declined to
comment.

AD

THE IMPEACHMENT HEARINGS

'The center of our investigation'
Attempts to discredit the whistleblower have depicted him as driven by ideology or
political grievance, secretly determined to unseat the president. The inspector
general did note "an arguable political bias" on the part of the whistleblower but
found his complaint "credible."
Current and former officials familiar with the analyst's actions said that he was
daunted by the implications of his decision, both for the country and his career, and
that he never contemplated becoming a whistleblower until learning about the
nature of Trump's July 25 call with Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky.

AD
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The rough transcript of that call, which was released by the White House after the

analyst's concerns became public, shows Trump opening with congratulations on
Ukraine's recent parliamentary elections and then transitioning swiftly into

applying pressure.
"I would like you to do ns a favor though," Trump says, urging Zelensky to order

investigations into a baseless claim that Kyiv is hiding computer equipment that
would supposedly prove it was Ukraine, and not Russia, that hacked the Democratic
National Committee's network in 2016; and into a Ukrainian energy company,
Burisma Holdings, that had employed Biden's son Hunter to serve on its board of
directors for up to

$100,000

a month.

In their 30-minute conversation, there was no mention of the two nations' shared
goals of repelling Russian aggression, no expression of broader concern about
corruption, no reference to Ukraine's desire for a closer relationship with the West.

AD

The can is at the heart of the impeachment inquiry in the House of Representatives,
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rising above all other allegations or evidence in significance, according to senior

officials involved in the probe.
"The call itself shows what we believe to be a misuse of power of the office of the
presidency for personal gain," said a senior Democratic official. "It quickly became

the center of our investigation."
Still, the official said, "We wanted to expand outward before and after the call. What

was the impetus? Why was Trump asking about these investigations? Who was
involved and who knew about it?"
The timing of Trump's attempt to pressure Zelensky made it all the more
extraordinary. One day earlier, former special counsel Robert S. Mueller III had, in
halting testimony before Congress, essentially ended any prospect that Trump

would face impeachment for his campaign's ties to Russia in 2016 or alleged efforts
to obstruct the investigation into election interference that followed.

AD

The Russia "cloud" that Trump has so frequently railed against had finally been
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lifted. And yet, within hours, he was exposing himself to new allegations of

collusion, this time not with Russia, but with neighboring Ukraine.
On the caJl, however, Trump makes clear that he sees the two threats to his
presidency as inextricably linked, and his attempt to pressure Ukraine appears
driven by his refusal to accept the reality of Moscow's interference and the stain he
believes that left on his surprising win.

Midway through the call, Trump appears to gloat about the collapse of the Russia
investigation. "That whole nonsense ended with a very poor performance by a man
named Robert MueJler, an incompetent performance," Trump said. "But they say a
lot of it started with Ukraine."
BEFORE THE CALL

The 'irregular' channel
Several witnesses in the impeachment inquiry have said that Trump bears

significant hostility toward Ukraine, stemming in part from the country's role in
exposing the financial corruption of his 2016 campaign chairman, Paul Manafort.
Trump began airing conspiratorial claims about Ukraine as early as April 2017.
That month, he made a baseless allegation he has since repeated frequently: that
Democratic Party officials had refused to let computers hacked by Russia be
examined by the FBI and instead "brought in another company that I hear is
Ukraine-based."
The president, who derided Russia allegations against him as a "hoax," was

advancing one of his own.

The "blame Ukraine" idea gained additional traction after Trump hired Giuliani as
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-securitylhow-a-cia-analyst-alarmed-by-trumps-shadow-foreign-po!icy-trtggered-an-impeachment-inqulry/20,..
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his lawyer. The former New York mayor began scavenging the factionalized and
often conspiratorial world of Kyiv politics for material that might be used to
construct an alternate scenario of what happened in 2016 and help blnnt the
Mueller probe.
Early this year, as the Russia investigation neared its conclusion, Giuliani began

meeting with Ukrainian officials, including the country's top prosecutor, Yuri
Lutsenko, who were eager to gain an ally in the White House.

In the ensuing months, Giuliani appears to have functioned as a conduit for
specious claims that made their way to Trump and right-wing media outlets.
Among them were allegations that the U.S. ambassador in Kyiv was actively
undermining Trump's agenda and that Eiden had used his power as vice president

to derail a Ukraine corruption investigation into the company that had hired his
son.
The allegations had important qualities in common: They were distortions, if not
outright fabrications, and they were easier to spread than to disprove.

Giuliani's activities became a source of concern to wary officials at the White House
and the State Department in the early months of 2019, worries that intensified in
May when U.S. Ambassador Marie Yovanovitch was forced out of her position in
Kyiv over baseless allegations against her and Giuliani seized on her ouster to

declare that he would be pushing a new agenda in the U.S. relationship with
Ukraine.

In a May interview with the New York Times, Giuliani declared that he would be
https:f/www.washingtonpos!.com/national~security/how-a-c!a-analystMa!armed~byMtrumps-shadow-forelgn-po!!cy-trlggered-an-irnpeachment-lnquiry/20...
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traveling to Ukraine for meetings aimed at advancing investigations that "will be

very, very helpful to my client." He added: "We're not meddling in an election, we're
meddling in an investigation." Giuliani later scrapped the trip, telling Fox News that

he wasn't going because Zelensky was surrounded by enemies of the U.S. president
a statement that unnerved Zelensky's team in Kyiv and sent them scrambling for
advice about what to do.
Giuliani's brazenness also caused confusion and alarm in the White House. Fiona
Hill, who until July served as Trump's top adviser on Russia and Ukraine, found
herself tuning in to television coverage in a search for answers about Giuliani's

activities that she couldn't get at work.
"I would have to go home in the evening and try to look on the news to see what
Giuliani was doing," Hill testified, "because people were constantly saying to me:
'My God, have you seen what Giuliani is saying now?' "
National security adviser John Bolton also took to turning up the volume on the
television set in his office whenever Giuliani appeared on-screen, an effort to get a
sense of what the president's personal lawyer was planting in Trump's ear in their
off-the-books conversations on Trump's personal cellphone.
The ouster ofYovanovitch and the private calls between Trump and Giuliani
marked the activation of a rogue front in the relationship vvith Ukraine that was at
odds with established policy.
By month's end, the division would crack open further as Giuliani acquired
reinforcements.

In May, Trump blocked a plan to send Vice President Pence to Zelensky's
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inauguration and instead dispatched a delegation that included Energy Secretary
Rick Perry, U.S. special envoy Kurt Volker and Gordon Sandland, a Trump
megadonor ·with no diplomatic experience who had been named ambassador to the
European Union.

On May 23, the trio, who dubbed themselves "the three amigos," met with Trump in
the Oval Office, eager to share their favorable impression of Zelensky as an anticorruption reformer. "He didn't want to hear about it," Sondland said of Trump.
Instead, Trump railed that the Ukrainians were "horrible, corrupt people" and

ordered the three men to "talk to Rudy."
Trump's grievances were so ingrained and irrational that the three officials decided,
according to the testimony ofSondland and Volker, that they had no choice but to
do as the president directed and hope that Giuliani could help them broker a
meeting between Trump and Zelensky that might reset the American president's
views.
The three convinced themselves that they were serving the interests of Ukraine and
the United States, even as they were drawn into a furtive scheme that Democrats
say appeared to have elements of bribery: There would be no Oval Office meeting
for Zelensky until he committed to Trump-specified, politically motivated
investigations.

With a White House visit a distant goal, Sandland and Volker set their sights on an
intermediate objective - a Trump-Zelensky phone call. As they pursued that, Hill
and others at the White House chafed at the emergence of a new, seemingly
unauthorized diplomatic channel.

On June 18, Hill had what she described as a "blow up" with Sondland after she
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challenged him to explain why the E.U. ambassador was meddling in the affairs of a
country that is not part of his portfolio.
"Who has put you in charge of it?" Hill asked, according to her testimony. Sondland
shot back: "The president."
At the same time, a new obstacle for the three amigos emerged in Kyiv: William B.

Taylor Jr., a veteran diplomat, had arrived as acting ambassador, armed with what
he thought were rock-solid assurances that there would be no diminution in U.S.
support for lJkraine.
But v,ithin weeks of his arrival, Taylor also began to sense the presence of what he
would later call an "irregular" U.S.-Ukraine channel. On ,June 27, Sandland told

Taylor by phone that hopes for a Trump-Zelensky meeting hinged on the Ukrainian
leader making it clear that he did not stand in the way of "investigations."
A day later, as Taylor, Sondland, Volker and Perry spoke by phone to prepare for a
conference call with Zelensky, Sondland ordered State Department support staff off
the line, saying he "wanted to make sure no one was transcribing" what they were
about to say.
Volker then said he planned to meet with Zelensky in Toronto on July 2 to secure
his commitment to "get to the bottom of things," a cryptic reference that Taylor
sensed was tied to the hidden agendas of Giuliani and Trump. Sondland told Volker
to ask that Zelensky use the words "no stone unturned."
Two weeks later, the irregular and regular channels collided in spectacular fashion
in the White House. On July 10, two of Zelensky's top advisers, Oleksandr Danylyuk
andAndriyYermak, were escorted into the West Wing for a meeting with Bolton.

Danylyuk, Ukraine's national security adviser, had been coached by Sandland to
https:!/www,washingtonpostcom/national-security/how-a~c!a~ana!yst-alarmed-by-trumps-shadow-foreign-policy-triggered-an-!mpeachment-lnquiry/2,,,
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press Bolton for a date for Zelensky and Trump to meet. But that advice proved
misguided. Bolton was at that point against a meeting, in part because of concerns

about Giuliani's influence and Trump's motives.
As Bolton resisted being pinned down, Sondland tried to intercede, telling the

Ukrainians that an agreement was already in place and that Ukraine needed to
commit to unspecified "investigations," according to Hill, who witnessed the event.
Bolton, who had previously told subordinates that he worried Giuliani was a "hand
grenade," suddenly "stiffened and ended the meeting," Hill testified.
Sandland, seemingly unperturbed, instructed the Ukrainians to follow him into a
meeting room in the West Wing basement.

Bolton dispatched Hill to follow the group. When she reported back that Sandland
had gone even further in the follow-up session by specifically mentioning Burisma,
Bolton ordered her to report what she had heard to John Eisenberg, the National
Security Council's senior lawyer.

"Tell Eisenberg that I am not part of this drug deal that Sondland and Mulvaney are
cooking up," he told her, referring to acting White House chief of staff Mick
Mulvaney, whom Sondland had depicted as an ally of his efforts on Ukraine.
Lt. Col. Alexander Vindman, a senior Ukraine specialist on Bolton's staff, witnessed

both meetings and also sought out Eisenberg. Vindman testified that it was in those
sessions that he realized that Trump was using a White House meeting as leverage
on investigations with Zelensky.

If Zelensky were to do as Trump asked and launch such probes, Vind man testified,
it would damage Ukraine's standing, weaken its ability to fight off Russian
aggression and "this would all undermine U.S. national security."

At the same time as the volatile meetings in the West Wing, Zelensky's team was
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learning that even a phone call with Trump might have a price. Zelensky's chief of
staff was warned through backchannel communications that Giuliani, who was

growing frustrated with a perceived lack of access and cooperation from Kyiv,
would oppose even a call with Trump, according to Taylor and a person familiar
with the message.

Eight days after the White House meeting, Taylor learned about a troubling new
aspect of the effort to pressure Ukraine. In a July 18 video conference call with
National Security Council officials, the acting ambassador "sat in astonishment" as
an aide representing the Office of Management and Budget informed the others
that $391 million in security aid to Ukraine was being put on hold. She offered no

explanation, except to say that the order had "come from the president."
"In an instant, I realized that one of the key pillars of our strong support for
Ukraine was threatened," Taylor testified. "The irregular policy channel was

running contrary to the goals oflong-standing U.S. policy."
It was seven days before the Trump-Zelensky call.
THE CALL: JULY 25

On a collision course
When Trump was elected, there was v,ishful thinking in Washington that his
unconventional behavior as a candidate would be curbed by the responsibilities of
the office - that he would gradually absorb the wisdom of foreign policy experts
and welcome the advice of Cabinet officials.
The Ukraine story shows the extent to which the opposite has happened: Trump has
outlasted virtually all of those who fought to check his impulses, including former
defense secretary Jim Mattis and former chief of staff ,John F. Kelly. Their absence
has bolstered his ability to bend institutions to his will.
When the White House operator patched Trump through to Zelensky on the
htlps:/twww.wash!ngtonpost.com/national-security/how-a-cia-ana!yst-alarmed-by-trumps-shadow-forelgn-po!icy-triggered-an-impeachrnent-inquiry/2...
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morning of July 25, it was despite attempts by Bolton to head off a call he worried
would be a "disaster." Bolton had sought to coach Trump earlier that morning, only
to learn later that Sandland had secretly arranged a follow-up conversation and
gotten the final word.
The amigos had also coached Zelensky before the conversation, with Volker telling a
top adviser to the Ukrainian president hours earlier that Zelensky should

specifically pledge that he will "get to the bottom of what happened" in 2016.
Trump, who rarely arrives at his office before 11 a.m., was still in the residence
when he got on the line. Several floors below, a handful of national security officials
were following protocol and monitoring the conversation from the Situation Room.
Notably missing were Bolton, Pence and Hill, who had left her White House job

days earlier. The only high-ranking official on the line was Secretary of State Mike
Pompeo - a fact he concealed for a week after the record of the call was disclosed.
Almost immediately, Vindman noticed an edge in the president's voice, his

misplaced grievances about Ukraine coming through. He brought up U.S. aid and
said the country's generosity was not reciprocated. He disparaged Yovanovitch,
saying: "She's going to go through some things."
He leaned on Zelensky to hunt for the supposedly missing Democratic computer

equipment, even though his top advisers had been warning him for years that the
claim was baseless. Trump zeroed in on the former vice president and urged

Zelensky to coordinate with Giuliani and U.S. Attorney General William P. Barr.
"Eiden went around bragging that he stopped the prosecution," Trump said,

miscbaracterizing Biden's statements and intentions. "So if you can look into it....
It sounds horrible to me."

The call ended at 9:33 a.m. Over the next 24 hours, a climate of fear and suspicion
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descended on the White House, as Vindman and others who had either listened to
the call or learned about it indirectly raised alarms with lawyers and senior officials,
including Bolton, as well as with peers from the State Department and the CIA.
Though neither side grasped it at the time, the regular and irregular channels were

now on a collision course - each taking steps that ensured the inevitability of an
impeachment inquiry. Neither side appears to have had any clue that the trigger

would be a CIA analyst, who kept his plans secret to all but a trusted few.
The warnings from Vindman and others failed to prompt any kind of mobilization
in the senior ranks of the White House, such as an emergency meeting of National
Security Council officials or a direct intervention with the president. Instead,

officials sought to contain the fallout from the call, even as Trump's allies escalated
their pressure campaign in Ukraine.
Eisenberg, the top National Security Council lawyer, responded by moving to

restrict access to the transcript of the call, which was placed on a computer system
normally reserved for highly classified intelligence programs. It took weeks for the

administration to enlist Justice Department officials to review the call record, an
exercise that narrowly concluded that there were no campaign finance crimes in a
call that included references to Barr.
In Kyiv, the reaction to the call was mixed. Zelensky seemed pleased that the

conversation had occurred as scheduled and that his relationship with Trump might
finally move forward, according to an official in the room with Ukraine's leader. But

others were either confused or concerned about the content and the failure to agree
upon a date for a face-to-face meeting.

Some on Zelensky's team worried that Trump would send a tweet claiming a
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commitment from Ukraine to investigate Biden and the 2016 election, dragging the
country into American politics.
AUGUST2019

A nightmare scenario
In the ensuing days, the pressure campaign only intensified.
On July 26, Trump spoke by phone with Sondland, who was in Kyiv, and asked
whether Zelensky would "do the investigation" he had raised in their conversation
the previous day, according to the testimony of a U.S. Embassy staffer in Kyiv,
David Holmes, who witnessed the Trump-Sondland call.
Sondland had met with Zelensky earlier in the day and had called Trump to provide
an update.
Sondland replied: "He's gonna do it," adding that Zelensky will "do anything you
ask him to," Holmes testified. Holmes said that he asked Sondland about Trump's
views toward Ukraine and that the ambassador told him that Trump did not "give a
s--- about Ukraine."
The disclosure provides new evidence of Trump's direct hand in the Ukraine
matter. The conversation was overheard by U.S. Embassy officials accompanying
Sondland. It may also have been monitored by Russian intelligence. Sondland had
called Trump by cellphone from a restaurant. Russian spy services have substantial
surveillance capabilities in Kyiv.

On Aug.

2,

Giuliani traveled to Madrid to meet with Yermak. Giuliani wanted
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Zelensky to issue a public statement confirming that the Ukrainian government

would undertake the investigations. Sondland and Volker spent much of that month
trading text messages with Yermak over the preferred language, making it clear that
the statement was now a prerequisite to an Oval Office meeting.
The gesture had outsize importance to Zelensky, who regarded a White House
meeting as the clearest way to send a signal ofU.S.-Ukraine solidarity to Moscow,

which is still waging a proxy war in Ukraine's eastern territory that has claimed
13,000 lives.

Members of Zelensky's inner circle say they didn't learn until the end of August
about the suspension of U.S. aid meant to help Ukrainian forces, when it was
revealed in a Politico story. One Ukrainian official said it appeared earlier in
internal Ukrainian government reports that may not have reached Zelensky.
The disclosure created a new rupture in the relationship on the eve of what was
supposed to be the first encounter betv,een Trump and Zelensky at a gathering of

world leaders on Sept. 1 in Warsaw. The prospect of that meeting evaporated when
a hurricane bearing down on Florida prompted Trump to send Pence to the event, a

World War II commemoration, in his stead.
Pence was either woefully unprepared or unwilling to provide straight answers to
anxious Ukrainian officials. At a large, fomial meeting, Zelensky immediately
pressed the vice president about the frozen aid. Pence professed not to know the
cause of the holdup, speaking vaguely about corruption concerns and promising to
raise the issue with Trump.
The Ukrainians were flummoxed by Pence's evasion. "You're the only country
providing us military assistance," one ofZelensky's aides told him. "You're
punishing us."

Sondland, who had also traveled to Poland, used a side conversation in a hotel with
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one of Zelensky's advisers to fill in the blanks, He laid out the transaction in the
starkest terms to date: To get the funding and a White House meeting, Zelensky
had to commit publicly to investigating Burisma in an interview with CNN that
would be seen in the United States.
When word of this encounter made its way back to Taylor, the acting ambassador
was outraged. That same day, Sept, 1, Taylor confronted Sondland via text: "Are we
now saying that security assistance and Wh meeting are conditioned on

investigations?"
Sondland refused to answer in writing, saying: "Call me."
The development led to skirmishes between Taylor and Sond1and, A week later,

Taylor threatened to resign over what he warned would be a "nightmare" scenario.
"The nightmare is they give the interview and don't get the assistance," Taylor said

by text, voicing concern that Trump would betray Zelensky even ifhe announced
Burisma investigations. "The Russians love it (And I quit.)"
The next day, Sept 9, Taylor texted Sondland after another tense call. "As I said on
the phone, I think it's crazy to withhold security assistance for help with a political

campaign."
Sondland didn't reply until the following day. That evening, he called the White
House and was patched through to Trump. The next morning, he delivered a

scripted reply to the wary ambassador.
"Bill, I believe yon are incorrect about President Trump's intentions," Sondland
wrote. "The president has been crystal clear no quid pro quo's of any kind."
BLOWING THE WHISTLE

Crazy and frightening
Two days later, on Sept.

11,

the White House removed the ban on aid to Ukraine,
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capitulating to rising pressure from Congress, the Pentagon and the State
Department after the existence of the whistleblower report was known. The
restoration of the flow of money was seen by Sandland, Taylor and others as a sign
that the crisis had abated.

They were oblivious to events unfolding in Washington that would expose the
Ukraine scheme. The "regular" channel, as Taylor called it, was about to reassert
itself.
The day after Trump's conversation ,vith Zelensky, the CIA analyst spoke by phone
with a highly agitated official at the White House. The official was "shaken by what
had transpired and seemed keen to inform a trusted colleague," the analyst noted in
a memo he vvrote to record the conversation.
The White House official described the Trump call as "crazy," "frightening" and

"completely lacking in substance related to national security." The official said he
had already raised the matter ,vith White House lawyers, convinced that Trump had

"clearly committed a criminal act."
The analyst does not identify the official in his July 26 memo, which was obtained
by congressional investigators in the impeachment inquiry. But Vindman, in his

testimony, disclosed that he had spoken to officials outside the White House within
days of the Trump-Zelensky call.

The analyst appears to have concluded almost immediately that he was obligated to
act but seemed unsure about how.
His first step was to approach an official in the office of the CIA general counsel to
raise concerns about the Trump call, according to people familiar with the
whistleblower's actions.

Days later, the analyst learned that the CIA's top lawyer, Courtney Simmons
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Elwood, had notified the White House and became concerned that the matter

would be stifled. He then sought out an official on the House Intelligence
Committee, conveying his concern only in the broadest terms before the official
urged him to say no more and consult a lawyer.

The analyst next turned to a friend who is an attorney and an expert on national
security law. The two chatted briefly at a coffee shop before the lawyer, recognizing

the magnitude of the matter, also stopped the analyst before any details were
broached.
The friend referred the analyst to another attorney, Andrew Bakaj, who had more
expertise on whistleblower procedure and law. After parting ways, the friend pulled

out his iPhone and deleted a calendar item he had created for their meeting that
included the whistleblower's name.
The analyst had served on the National Security Council during the Trump
administration and had been in the presence of the president. After returning to the
CIA, his job required him to continue to participate in National Security Council
meetings.

His White House contacts became conduits of concern about Trump's behavior
toward Ukraine, though the analyst appears not to have told any of those officials on the advice of Bakaj - about his plan to submit an official whistleblower
complaint to the U.S. intelligence community inspector general.
The report he submitted reveals aspects of how he went about assembling this file.
Though triggered by the July 25 call, he made clear that it drew on information that

had been shared with him "over the past four months" from "more than half a
dozen U.S. officials."

The file was heavily focused on what Trump had said to Zelensky in their half-hour
https;Jtwww.washingtonpostcom/natlonal~security/how-a~cia-ana!yst~a1armed-by-trumps-shadow4orelgn-policy-triggered-an-impeachment-lnquiry/2,..
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conversation, but it also contained details about what had happened in the
aftermath, including the move to "lock down" the call record and follow-up efforts

by Sondland and Volker to help Zelensky "navigate" Trump's demands.

It described Giuliani's meetings with Ukrainian proseentors seen by the U.S.
government as corrupt and seeking to settle scores with their perceived adversaries.

It outlined the smear campaign to oust Yovanoi<itch and his own discovery in midJuly - long before officials in Kyiv knew - that U.S. aid to Ukraine had been
suspended.

When the report was submitted on Aug. 12, it triggered a constitutional clash.
White House officials fought for weeks to block the acting director of national
intelligence from turning the complaint over to relevant committees in Congress, as
required by law.

But the administration relented under mounting pressure, including demands by
House Intelligence Committee Chairman Adam B. Schiff (D-Calif.) and press
reports including a Sept. 18 story in The Washington Post revealing that the focus
of the complaint was a call that Trump had with a foreign leader.
On Sept. 25, the administration released the rough transcript of the call in a futile
attempt to head off the formation of a House impeachment inquiry. Then, on
Sept. 26, the administration declassified the whistleblower complaint itself.
None of its core contentions has been substantially discredited in the seven weeks
since, though Trump has continued to insist that his conversation with Zelensky
was "perfect" and that the public should "read the transcript."

His former advisers have characterized the call more harshly and voiced concern
https:ftwww.washlngtonpost.com/national-security/how-a~c!a~analyst~a!arrned~by-trumps-shadow-foreign-po!icy-triggered-an-irnpeachment-lnquiry/2...
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that Trump's political machinations represent an assault on American values that
has eroded the country's standing and played into Russia's hands. In her testimony
last month, Hill delivered an impassioned warning that the United States' faltering
resistance to conspiracy theories and corruption represents a self-inflicted crisis
and renders the country vulnerable to its enemies.
"The Russians, you know, can't basically exploit cleavages if there are not
cleavages," she said. "The Russians can't exploit corruption if there's not
corruption. They can't exploit alternative narratives if those alternative narratives

are not out there and getting credence. What the Russians do is they exploit things
that already exist."
Trump has waged a campaign to impugn the motives of the whistleblower,

attacking him more than 50 times on Twitter and demanding that his identity be
exposed.

Congressional allies and right-wing media sites have attempted to follow suit. Only
minutes after the first public impeachment hearing got underway Wednesday with Taylor and George Kent, a deputy assistant secretary at the State Department
overseeing European and Eurasian affairs, as witnesses - Republican lawmakers
sought to halt the proceedings and force the whistleblower to appear.

But the events he set in motion, and the evidence now driving them, have moved
beyond the complaint he submitted three months ago. The CIA has taken security

measures to protect the analyst, who has continued to work at agency headquarters
on Russia and Ukraine issues.

Sonne reported from Kyiv. Julie Tate and David L. Stern in Kyiv contributed to
this report.

Impeachment: What you need to read
https:!iwww.washingtonpost.com/national~securlty/how~a-cia-analyst-alarmed-by-trumps-shadow-fore!gn-policy-triggered-an-lmpeachment~inqulry/2...
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Here's what you need to know to understand the impeachment of President
Trump.

W1mt's happening now: Trump is now the third U.S. president to be
impeached, after the House of Representatives adopted both articles of
impeachment against him.

\'\lhat happens next: Impeachment does not mean that the president has
been removed from office. The Senate must hold a trial to make that
determination. A trial is expected to take place in January. Here's more on
what happens next.

How we got here: A whistleblower complaint led Pelosi to announce the
beginning of an official impeachment inquiry on Sept. 24. Closed-door hearings
and subpoenaed documents related to the president's July 25 phone call with
Ukrainian President Volodym}T Zelensky followed. After two weeks of public
hearings in November, the House Intelligence Committee wrote a report that
was sent to the House Judiciary Committee, which held its own hearings. Pelosi
and House Democrats announced the articles of impeachment against Trump
on Dec. 10. The ,Judiciary Committee approved two articles of impeachment
against Trump: abuse of power and obstruction of Congress.

Stay informed: Read the latest reporting and analysis on impeachment here.
Listen: Follow The Post's coverage ·with daily updates from across our
podcasts.

\Vant to understand impeaehment better? Sign up for the 5-Minute Fix
to get a guide in your inbox every weekday. Have questions? Submit them
here, and they may be answered in the newsletter.

htlps://www.washingtonpostcom/na!ional-security/how-a-Cla-analyst-a!armed-by-trumps-shadow-foreign-po!lcy-triggered-an-impeachment-inqulry/2,.,
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In court hearing, Trun1p lawyer argues a sitting
president would be immune from prosecution
even if he were to shoot someone
By Arm E. Marimow

Jonathan O'Connell

Oct. 23, 2019 at 11:23 a.m. EDT

NEW YORK

President Trump's private attorney said Wednesday that the

president could not be investigated or prosecuted as long as he is in the White
House, even for shooting someone in the middle of Fifth Avenue.
The claim of"temporary presidential immunity" from Trump's private attorney
William S. Consovoy came in court in response to a judge's question that invoked
the president's own hypothetical scenario. As a candidate in 2016, Trump said his
political support was so strong he could "stand in the middle of Fifth Avenue and
shoot somebody" and not "lose any voters."
The president's lawyer was asking the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 2nd Circuit to
block a subpoena for Trump's private financial records from New York prosecutors
investigating hush-money payments made before the

2016

election. The judges

seemed skeptical of the president's sweeping claims of immunity from not just
prosecution but also investigation.
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Judge Denny Chin pressed Consovoy about the hypothetical shooting on the streets
of Manhattan.
"Local authorities couldn't investigate? They couldn't do anything about it?" he

asked, adding, "Nothing could be done? That is your position?"
"That is correct," Consovoy answered, emphasizing that such immunity would

apply only while Trump is in office.
The exchange came during an hour-long argument centering on Trump's effort to
fend off a subpoena to his longtime accounting firm from Manhattan District

Attorney Cyrus Vance Jr. Vance is seeking eight years of Trump's tax returns from
the firm, Mazars USA, among other documents. Unlike past presidents and
presidential nominees, Trump has refused to release any of his tax returns.

AD
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The case is a test of the sweep of presidential privilege and one of several battles
over Trump's business records that began before the House opened its

impeachment inquiry. As with the other disputes, this one seems destined for the
Supreme Court, which could hear the case as early as this term.
Several legal experts said the assertion by Trump's lawyer that the president would

be immune from investigation, even in an extreme case such as murder, was a
stretch and ultimately should not be validated by the courts. But it was not

surprising. That is the logical progression of the argument the president's attorneys
have been making all along in court filings, they said.
"This had always been where the argument led, but now that it's out in the open,

hopefully everyone understands just how dangerous it is," said Steve Vladeck, a
University of Texas at Austin law professor and constitutional expert.

AD

Trump's argument could "easily allow the president to get away with major crimes.
It's not enough to say that they could investigate after he leaves office, since
evidence can disappear or spoil if it isn't collected promptly," said Cornell Law

School professor Josh Chafetz.
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Trump's immunity claim, the experts said, extends not only to himself, but also to
his business, the Trump Organization.

Consovoy said in court Wednesday that the president objects to the entire
subpoena, not just the request for Trump's tax records, because the company is
"wholly owned by the president and they do hold his personal records."
According to Justice Department legal opinions, sitting presidents cannot be
charged by federal prosecutors. Trump's lawyers have taken that a step further,
saying the president cannot be investigated by any prosecutor. But Vance, an
elected district attorney, is not bound by the federal guidelines and has discretion to

bring charges in New York state courts.

AD

Judge Robert A. Katzmann asked what harm would come from turning over the
president's tax records to a grand jury when state and federal officials already retain
such documents.
Consovoy said there was no guarantee the records would remain private once

prosecutors and a grand jury were granted access.
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In response, the district attorney's office noted that the private business records
they are seeking predate Trump's tenure as president. Carey Dunne, general

counsel for the Manhattan District Attorney's Office, told the court "there is no such
thing as presidential immunity for tax returns" and that "they're making this up."

Dunne added: "[President Trump] may view them as embarrassing or sensitive, but
tax returns do in fact get subpoenaed all the time in financial investigations."

AD

Earlier this month, U.S. District Judge Victor Marrero rejected Trump's broad
claims of immunity and refused to block the subpoena. The judge said such a shield
for the president would be "virtually limitless" and characterized Trump's argument
as "repugnant to the nation's fundamental structure and constitutional values."
The subpoena for records from Mazars USA remains on hold while the appeals
court reviews the case. Vance's office agreed to pause enforcement of the subpoena

if the president loses his appeal, so long as the president abides by an expedited
timeline to ask the Supreme Court to intervene.
The appeal Wednesday was heard by three judges - Katzmann, Chin and
Christopher F. Droney - all of whom were nominated by Democratic presidents.
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Droney questioned why Trump should be allowed to block a subpoena for his tax

returns when the Supreme Court had ordered the White House to hand over
President Richard Nixon's audiotapes during the Watergate investigation.
Consovoy said the cases differed in important ways and that if this case were

allowed to move foiward, it could unleash myriad investigations of future
presidents from state and local prosecutors.

"The idea that this would not lead to a greater investigations of the president" was
not believable, Consovoy said.
In August, Vance subpoenaed Mazars USA as part of his examination into whether
any state laws were broken in connection to the 2016 payments to two women who
said they had had affairs with Trump years earlier.

AD
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Trump has denied the affairs and any wrongdoing in connection to the payments.
The president's lawyers say it is unprecedented for a local prosecutor to seek the
records of a sitting president. His legal team has called the subpoena to Mazars "a
bad faith effort to harass the President by obtaining and exposing his private
financial information, not a legitimate attempt to enforce New York law."
The lawsuit is one of three cases in which Trump has sued investigators and the

companies they subpoenaed to try to block access to his financial records. In the
two other cases, Trump faces investigations that predate impeachment proceedings
from congressional committees seeking his tax returns and financial documents.
A federal appeals court in Washington this month ruled against the president and
refused to block a House committee subpoena for Trump's records from Mazars. In
that case, the court upheld Congress's oversight powers and broad authority to
issue subpoenas for information.

AD
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In the New York case, the Justice Department has backed the president's position
that the subpoena from Vance's office should be blocked. But the government

lawyers did not fully embrace Trump's assertion that he is immune from all
investigation.
"A subpoena directed at the president's records should be permitted only 'as a last
resort,' "the Justice Department said in its filing.
The local investigation followed the conviction last year of Trump's former attorney
Michael Cohen. He pleaded guilty to federal campaign finance violations for helping
arrange payments to Stormy Daniels and Karen McDougal to keep their allegations
of affairs with Trump from becoming public before the election.
Cohen has said Trump directed the payments and reimbursed him.
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By Matt Viser

Paul Sonne

Oct. 19, 2019 at 7:33 p.m. EDT

Vice President Joe Biden was losing his temper, dressing down the president of
Ukraine in front of a group of high-level advisers and officials from both countries
inside a regal complex at the United Nations.
"Don't give me this bullshit," Eiden bellowed in the September 2016
encounter, according to an aide who was present, unloading on Petro Poroshenko
after Eiden felt he was making excuses for failing to root out corruption involving
the country's state-owned gas company.
"There's nothing that happens in Ukraine you don't know about," Eiden continued.
"If something like this happens again, I'm done with you."

Keep up with the impeachment inquiry

X
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Inside Joe Biden's brawling efforts to reform Ukraine -- which won him successes and enemies - The Washington Post

The public humiliation of Poroshenko illustrated the unusually aggressive approach
employed by Eiden, the Obama administration's chief Ukraine envoy, to bring the

distant but strategically important former Soviet republic closer to the West. It was
an approach that yielded successes but also earned Biden and his aides a slew
of enemies and detractors in Ukraine, and it may now have boomeranged to hurt
his 2020 presidential campaign,

AD

Eiden' s actions unfolded over an extraordinary period of turmoil in Ukraine, as well
as trauma in his own life. When Poroshenko took over as the country's fifth
president in mid-2014, there was hope that the man with the slogan "Live in a new

way" would implement changes and unite the country against the Russian threat.
During the last three years of the Obama administration, Eiden made five trips to
Ukraine. He held at least 70 phone calls with Ukrainian leaders, the bulk of them
with Poroshenko, and had meetings in Washington, Munich, and at the United
Nations. He delivered a speech to the Ukrainian parliament, attended ceremonies
and acted as an intermediary to the international community for Kyiv.
He constantly urged the country to implement reforms, holding out U.S. financial
assistance in return.

https:fJwww.washingtonpostcom/politics/insid.:Hoe-bidens-brawllngMefforts~to--reform-ukraine-which-won~hirn-successes-and-enemies/2019/10/19/34...
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Biden and Poroshenko's conversations continued even after Eiden left office,
through earlier this year.

AD

Poroshenko would typically call Eiden to wish him happy birthday. When Eiden 's
son Beau died in 2015, Poroshenko was one of the first to call with condolences.
And when Poroshenko came to Washington, Eiden sent flowers to his wife.
Eiden's extensive involvement in the country's fitful march toward reform has
highlighted the political risks of becoming so deeply enmeshed in another country's
murky domestic affairs. The danger increased when Biden's son Hunter took a paid
position on the board of a Ukrainian gas company owned by a former government

minister later accused of corruption. Though both Bidens say they did not discuss
the gas company, the arrangement raised the perception that Biden's family was
benefiting from his vice-presidential role and gave ammunition to his critics, some

of whom have now linked up with allies of Trump to smear the former vice
president.

https:/lwww.washingtonpostcom/poHtlcs/inside-joe•bidens-brawling-efforts-to-reform-ukraine-which-won-him~successes-and-enemies/2019/10/19/34,,.
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The relationship between the two leaders fractured over time in part because of
Biden's repeated demands on Poroshenko, to the point that Biden's allies now view
some of the unsubstantiated allegations of corruption leveled against Eiden as
fallout from his actions on behalf of the U.S. government. Those allegations have
been stoked in part by two Poroshenko allies

former prosecutor general Viktor

Shokin, whose firing Eiden demanded, and his successor, Yuri Lutsenko. Both men
coordinated with President Trump's personal attorney, Rudolph W. Giuliani, earlier
this year. The actions of those Ukrainian prosecutors in Poroshenko's orbit have led
to President Trump's insistence on an investigation into the Bidens that lies at the
heart of the impeachment inquiry.

AD

"The vice president's pressure on Poroshenko dialed up: Stop with excuses, get
things done," said Jake Sullivan, who for a year and a half was Biden's national
security adviser. "Ultimately, I think for Poroshenko, the VP embodied the
persistent pressure the U.S. put on him to do things he didn't want to do. And his

relationship v.ith the VP suffered as a result of that."

https:!fwww.washlngtonpost.com/politics/lnside-joe-btdens-braw!ing-efforts-to-reform-ukraine--which-won-hlm-successes-and•enemle.s/2019/iO/i9/34...
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which won him successes and enemies - The Washington Post

This story is based on interviews with nearly a dozen aides and officials in the
United States and Ukraine, including representatives to both Biden and
Poroshenko. Some would speak only on the condition of anonymity given the
fraught nature of the relationship.

In early 2014, Ukraine was in turmoil. An uprising by Ukrainians demanding closer
ties to Europe had led to the ouster of the country's Russian-leaning government,
followed closely by Russia's invasion of its territory in Crimea. Biden had been
tasked with overseeing efforts in a country that was teetering between Russian
influence and a desire to be integrated with the European Union. It was a role made
to order for Eiden, raised politically during the Cold War and its aftermath.

AD

If he was sometimes wary of U.S. intervention, in this case Eiden defined a broader
rationale on behalf of the United States: dismantling the influence of Russia. The
U.S. view was widely shared: European nations, the International Monetary Fund
and the World Bank offered Ukraine aid, loan guarantees and political support, so
long as the government in Kyiv implemented reforms to make Ukraine less corrupt

and more economically stable.
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As he grew further enmeshed during the spring of 2014, Eiden took two trips there,

first in April and then in ,June, for Poroshenko's inauguration, where he walked the
red carpet and grew optimistic that the allure of democracy could
overcome autocracy.
Eiden and Poroshenko met for three hours, far past the allotted time, the two men
sitting across from each other at a table filled with five aides on each side. One was

a lifelong politician who called himself "Middle Class Joe," the other a Ukrainian
oligarch-turned-president who was known as "Chocolate King" because of his

confectionery company.

AD

"There was guarded optimism with Poroshenko, that he was perhaps someone who
could run a more effective, cleaner government than his predecessors had," said
Sullivan, who accompanied Eiden on those two trips. "He and the VP had a friendly,
familiar rapport."
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Between Biden's two springtime meetings, his son was appointed to a board seat at
Burisma Holdings, the Ukrainian gas company whose owner was the subject of a
money-laundering probe and would later be investigated on charges of corruption.

The position, for which Hunter Biden made between $50,000 and $100,000 a
month, was pmt of the company's effort to burnish its credentials and send a

message that it had access to powerful people in the West. There were multiple red
flags at the time that his son's involvement appeared to be a conflict of interest, but
Biden took no action to discourage it.
Bi den and Poroshenko began to clash as Biden continued pushing the Ukrainian
president to do things he did not want to do, such as implement politically difficult
reforms and push out some of his former allies.

AD

"Poroshenko undoubtedly was annoyed by always having to do these politically
difficult things, and being asked by the U.S. to do it," said Colin Kahl, who became
Biden's national security adviser in August 2014. "He was always trying to do the de
minimis. Biden wasn't naive. He knew as soon as you slacked off things would
backslide."

https;ffwww.wash!ngtonpostcom/poliJ:ics/inslde-joe-bidens-brawHng-efforts-to~reform~ukraineffl-whlch-won-hlm-successes-and-enemies/2019/i0/19/34,."
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It was also a time of personal turmoil for Eiden. His son Beau had been diagnosed
with brain cancer in 2013, a crisis that those close to Eiden said made him reluctant
to criticize the decisions of Hunter Eiden. By May 2015, when Beau Biden died,
Hunter would be his only living son.
In early 2015, Poroshenko tapped Viktor Shokin as prosecutor general. U.S. officials
pushed for more - for Ukraine to establish several anti-corruption agencies and

courts, and new requirements for public disclosure about the finances of elected
officials. They saw Poroshenko as a vehicle to help push for some of those reforms,
but over time they came to believe he was an obstacle.

AD

Eiden would persistently and forcefully raise questions on his calls with Poroshenko
about the depth of his commitment to root out corruption, said Mike Carpenter, a
former foreign policy adviser to Biden who was also deputy assistant secretary of
defense for Russia, Ukraine, and Eurasia. "It was just excuses, excuses, excuses," he
said. "And it dragged for over a year. It just became more and more grating. It
became ob"ious to us in Washington that the resistance was within Poroshenko 's
inner circle."
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Both sides were frustrated, he said, but Eiden "wasn't moving on ... he pressed
each and every time for these reforms to be implemented. And that created friction
in the relationship."
In the fall of 2015, U.S. officials begin targeting Shokin specifically. Victoria
Nuland, the assistant secretary of state, said during congressional testimony in

October 2015 that the prosecutor general's office needed to clean up corruption
including the "dirty personnel" in its ovm office.

AD

''He became a single point of failure," Kahl, Biden's national security adviser, said of
Shokin. "We could keep pushing corruption cases, but unless there was a
fundamental change at the top, things weren't going to change."
Anlong the matters that had lain largely dormant under Shakin, according to U.S.

officials and Ukrainian anti-corruption activists, was the earlier investigation into
the former minister who owned Burisma, the Ukrainian gas company on whose
board Hunter Eiden served.
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When Eiden went to Ukraine in December 2015, he used a new piece ofleverage to
try to force Poroshenko to act. For the first time, he linked a $1 billion loan
guarantee with Shokin's firing.
"Look, you're not getting this money unless Shokin is fired," Eiden told Poroshenko,
according to Kahl.
As Eiden approached his speech to Ukraine's parliament, his advisers crafted two

versions. One would announce the $1 billion loan guarantee as long as Shokin was
removed, and the other would take on corruption. With Poroshenko still resistant,
Eiden and his aides gathered in a room and opened a laptop, reworking his speech
just before he was scheduled to give it. They increased the degree to which Eiden
called for corruption crackdowns, attempting to ratchet up the pressure on
Poroshenko to remove Shokin.
Eiden aides at the time figured Poroshenko was reluctant to get rid of Shokin
because Shokin had something on him. But Poroshenko was also aggravated with
Eiden, who kept pressing him to do politically difficult things.

It would take several more months - and a string of persistent calls from Eiden before Poroshenko removed Shokin. A few days later, Poroshenko arrived in
Washington for a nuclear summit. He met with Eiden, and Eiden congratulated
him. A deal on the $1 billion loan guarantee would soon be finalized.
Eiden would later brag openly about the pressure he had applied and the threat he
leveled over the loan guarantees, footage that one day would be used in an ad
against him as supposed evidence of his own corruption. Biden's public recounting
of how he pressured Poroshenko to fire Shokin also came across in Kyiv as making
the Ukrainian president look weak, like a marionette taking orders from
Washington.
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Pressure against Poroshenko, which usually took place behind closed doors,
continued in 2016, most dramatically in the September blowout at the United
Nations. But a few months later, three days before Donald Trump's inauguration,
Biden was in Ukraine for the last time. The Obama administration was on its way
out, and any sense of urgency was gone.

"I may have to call you once every couple weeks just to hear your voice," Eiden told
Poroshenko during a news conference. "This has been going on a long time."
In a private meeting, recounted by a Biden aide who was there, Poroshenko
indicated he was baffled by Trump and eager to figure out how to get on his good
side. He asked Eiden for advice on how to approach the new leader. Eiden told
Poroshenko that U.S. foreign policy was much broader than Trump; he urged him
to engage with incoming defense secretary Jim Mattis, Vice President-elect Mike
Pence and others in the administration who had opposed Russian aggression.
"I strongly urge the people of Ukraine: Keep demonstrating your commitment to
the rule oflaw; keep fighting corruption; insist on transparency; investigate and
prosecute government officials who siphon off public funds for their own
enrichment," Eiden said during the news conference.
Several times in 2017, Poroshenko called Biden, at times soliciting advice about
how to deal ¼ith the new administration. He also repeatedly invited Biden to
Ukraine to receive an award.
"Eiden was very cautious," said Carpenter, who still works with Eiden. "He didn't
want to step on the toes of the new administration. He took the calls, but he said,
'Look, you need to establish a relationship with Trump and Pence. They're in office

Biden called Pence to brief him on the contents of his calls with Poroshenko,
according to Carpenter.
https:!fwww.washingtonpost.com/po!itics/inside-Joe-bldens-brawHng-efforts-to-reform-ukraine-which-won-him-successes-and-enemies/20i9/10/i 9/3...
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In his 2017 book, and in a speech he delivered in 2018 to the Council on Foreign
Relations, Biden unflatteringly cast Poroshenko as an unwilling partner in moving

Ukraine forward and, alternately, as someone he conld bend to his demands.
Poroshenko was furious at the portrayals, according to people who spoke with him.
A spokeswoman for Poroshenko said in a statement that the Ukrainian leader had
not considered his relationship with Biden mined. She did not respond to other
questions.

In January, Giuliani conducted interviews with Shokin, the prosecutor Poroshenko
fired at Biden's urging, and Lutsenko, his successor. Both stirred up perceptions
that Biden had pushed for Shokin's firing to quash investigations into the owner of
Burisma, where Hunter Biden was on the board - a baseless allegation that

Giuliani is peddling for political gain in the 2020 election. (In his interactions with
the Ukrainian prime minister's office, Biden never mentioned anything that conld
be considered personal, such as cases against Burisma, said a former Ukrainian
official familiar with the interactions. The former official dismissed the idea that
Shokin was fired over Burisma.)
Biden allies and some in Ukraine suspect that Lutsenko would not have met with
Giuliani ,vithout the blessing of Poroshenko

who was his boss at the time. But

Lutsenko has said he met Giuliani in a personal capacity and told Poroshenko only
after the meeting, which came at a time when both men were fighting for political
survival and eager for support from the Trump administration.
A month after Giuliani spoke with Lutsenko and Shokin, Biden went to the Munich
Security Conference and had a private one-on-one meeting with Poroshenko. It is
not clear what they discussed, but those who heard about the meeting described it
as tense.
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It is the last known time the two men spoke. In late April, Poroshenko conceded
defeat in his race for a second five-year term to political neophyte and comedian
Volodymyr Zelensky. Days later, Eiden would announce his third bid for the
presidency.

David Stern in Kyiv contributed to this report.
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Justin Amash: Our politics is in a partisan death
spiral. That's ,vhy I'm leaving the GOP.
By Justin Amash
July 4, 2019 at 6:00 a.m. EDT

Justin Amash, an independent, represents Michigan's 3rd Congressional District in
the House.
When my dad was 16, America welcomed him as a Palestinian refugee. It wasn't
easy moving to a new country, but it was the greatest blessing of his life.
Throughout my childhood, my dad would remind my brothers and me of the
challenges he faced before coming here and how fortunate we were to be

Americans. In this country, he told us, everyone has an opportunity to succeed
regardless of background.
Growing up, I thought a lot about the brilliance of America. Our country's founders

established a constitutional republic uniquely dedicated to securing the rights of the
people. In fact, they designed a political system so ordered around liberty that, in
succeeding generations, the Constitution itself would stlike back against the biases
and blind spots of its authors.
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My parents, both immigrants, were Republicans. I supported Republican
candidates throughout my early adult life and then successfully ran for office as a

Republican. The Republican Party, I believed, stood for limited government,
economic freedom and individual liberty - principles that had made the American
Dream possible for my family.
In recent years, though, I've become disenchanted with party politics and frightened

by what I see from it. The two-party system has evolved into an existential threat to
American principles and institutions.

George Washington was so concerned as he watched political parties take shape in
America that he dedicated much of his farewell address to warning that

partisanship, although "inseparable from our nature," was the people's "worst
enemy." He observed that it was "the interest and duty of a ·wise people to

discourage and restrain it."

AD
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Washington said of partisanship, in one of America's most prescient addresses:
"The disorders and miseries which result gradually incline the minds of men to seek
security and repose in the absolute power of an individual; and sooner or later the
chief of some prevailing faction, more able or more fortunate than his competitors,
turns this disposition to the purposes of his own elevation, on the ruins of public
liberty....
"It serves always to distract the public councils and enfeeble the public

administration. It agitates the community with ill-founded jealousies and false

alarms, kindles the animosity of one part against another, foments occasionally riot
and insurrection. It opens the door to foreign influence and corruption, which finds
a facilitated access to the government itself through the channels of party passions.
Thus the policy and the will of one country are subjected to the policy and will of
another."
True to Washington's fears, Americans have allowed government officials, under
asse1tions of expediency and party unity, to ignore the most basic tenets of our
constitutional order: separation of powers, federalism and the rule oflaw. The
result has been the consolidation of political power and the near disintegration of

representative democracy.

AD
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These are consequences of a mind-set among the political class that loyalty to party
is more important than serving the American people or protecting our governing
institutions. The parties value winning for its own sake, and at whatever cost.
Instead of acting as an independent branch of government and serving as a check
on the executive branch, congressional leaders of both parties expect the House and
Senate to act in obedience or opposition to the president and their colleagues on a
partisan basis.

In this hyperpartisan environment, congressional leaders use every tool to compel
party members to stick with the team, dangling chairmanships, committee
assignments, bill sponsorships, endorsements and campaign resources. As donors
recognize the growing power of party leaders, they supply these officials with everincreasing funds, which, in turn, further tightens their grip on power.

The founders envisioned Congress as a deliberative body in which outcomes are
discovered. We are fast approaching the point, however, where Congress exists as
little more than a formality to legitimize outcomes dictated by the president, the
speaker of the House and the Senate majority leader.

AD
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With little genuine debate on policy happening in Congress, party leaders distract
and divide the public by exploiting wedge issues and waging pointless messaging
wars. These strategies fuel mistrust and anger, leading millions of people to take to
social media to express contempt for their political opponents, with the media
magnifying the most extreme voices. This all combines to reinforce the us-vs.-them,
party-first mind-set of government officials.
Modern politics is trapped in a partisan death spiral, but there is an escape.
Most Americans are not rigidly partisan and do not feel well represented by either of
the two major parties. In fact, the parties have become more partisan in part
because they are catering to fewer people, as Americans arc rejecting party
affiliation in record numbers.

AD

These same independent-minded Americans, however, tend to be less politically
engaged than Red Team and Blue Team activists. Many avoid politics to focus on

their own lives, while others don't want to get into the muck ,vith the radical
partisans.
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But we owe it to future generations to stand up for our constitutional republic so
that Americans may continue to live free for centuries to come. Preserving liberty
means telling the Republican Party and the Democratic Party that we'll no longer let
them play their partisan game at our expense.
Today, I am declaring my independence and leaving the Republican Party. No

matter your circumstance, I'm asking you to join me in rejecting the partisan
loyalties and rhetoric that divide and dehumanize us. I'm asking you to believe that
we can do better than this two-party system - and to work toward it. If we continue
to take America for granted, we will lose it.

Read more:
Rep. ,Justin Amash, lone-wolf GOP Trump critic, leaves House Freedom Caucus
Eugene Robinson: Republicans may never forgive ,Justin Amash. The nation
should thank him.
Jennifer Rubin: Why Justin Amash stands alone

George F. Will: To construe the Constitution, look to the Declaration
Block parties, the census and women's soccer: Nine things to celebrate this July 4

AD
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Rudy Giuliani's re1uarkable Ukraine interview,
annotated
By Aaron Blake
September 20, 2019 at 10:44 a.rn. EDT

As he has been so many times before, President Trump's lawyer Rudolph W.
Giuliani was dispatched Thursday night to respond to a suspicious set of
circumstances involving his boss and/or to preempt bad news that might result
from it.
And as he has been so many times before, Giuliani was both all over the place and
possibly mol'e forthcoming than would serve his client's interests. At one point, he

denied that he personally asked Ukraine to investigate unproven allegations
involving former vice president and Democratic presidential candidate Joe Biden,
only to state 30 seconds later that he had done just that.

Below is the transcript of his appearance on CNN. with highlights, analysis and
fact-checking in yellow.

Keep up witr1 the impeachment inquiry
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CHRIS CUOMO: The president's counselor, former mayor Rudy Giuliani. Good to
have you on the show.
GIULIANI: Oh, I'm glad I'm on tonight because what you just said is totally
erroneous.
Every single thing you just said is completely spun in the same direction you've

been doing for two years with these, "Oh, tonight, Papadopoulos is going to prove
Russian collusion." Let me tell you what happened, okay?
CUOMO:Yes.
GIULIANI: What - what happened is that I was investigating, going back to last
year, complaints that the Ukrainian people, several people in Ukraine, knew about a
tremendous amount of collusion between Ukrainian officials, and Hillary Clinton,
and the Democratic National Committee, including a completely fraudulent
document that was produced, in order to begin the investigation of [Paul] Manafort.

AD
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They were trying to get to us. But they were being blocked by the ambassador who

was [an] Obama appointee, in Ukraine, who was holding back this information. In
the course of investigating that, l found out this incredible story about Joe Biden
that he bribed the president of the Ukraine in order to fire a prosecutor who was
investigating his son.

That is an astounding scandal, of major proportions, which all of you have covered
up, for about five or six months. You've also covered up the fact that Biden and his
son took $1.5 billion out of China.
And that's why the president thinks you're a corrupt media, because if this would
President Trump and Donald Trump Jr., and they took millions of dollars from a
corrupt oligarch in the Ukraine, and they took $1.5 billion out of China, while the
president was negotiating with China, you would be screaming and yelling and
going crazy about how corrupt it is. And because it's Joe Eiden, and he's a protected

Democrat, you don't cover it.

AD

CUOMO: All right.
GIULIANI: This scandal is a scandal-

https://www.washinQtonpost.com/polWcs/2019/09/20/rudy~q!ullanls-remark.ab!e~ukraine-lnterv1ew~annotated/

AB

39-405

3162

01/18/2020

1144
1/3/2020

Rudy Giulhmf11 remarkable Ukraine interview, annotated - The Washington Post

CUOMO:!GIULIANI: - of major proportion. Now, was I CUOMO: Are you

are you done now?

GIULIANI: No, I'm not done now.
CUOMO: Because you haven't said anything - you have well
GIULIANI: No.
CUOMO: But you can't just talk the whole time, Rudy.
GIULIANI: I have - I haven't done - I haven't

I haven't said anything yet.

CUOMO: You can't say that everything I said was erroneous.
GIULIANI: 1 haven't said anything yet.
CUOMO: When I didn't say anything that's untrue yet.
GIULIANI: No, you did.
CUOMO: By your own reckoning.
GIULIANI: You said I was investigatingCUOMO: What did I say?
GIULIANI: - it for political purposes. I was not.
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CUOMO: You - I said you - I said GIULIA-1\J"I: I'm a lawyer, Chris.
CUOMO: I know what you are.
GIULIANI:

rm a defense lawyer.

CUOMO: I know what you are.
GIULIANI: That's protected by the United States Constitution.
CUOMO: Which raises the question why were you investigating this? Why did you
hack away from the trip when it got scrutiny?
GIULIANI: Because I was told
CUOMO: Why did you wind up meeting in Spain instead of Ukraine?
GIULIANI: - because I was told that the people at the meeting with the president
were people who work for George Soros. And George Soros had been funding this
whole thing from the very, very beginning. Not only that. That was corroborated -
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CUOMO: That's why you backed away?
GIULIANI: Yes. Because they were going to lie about the conversation I was having
with the president.
CUOMO: You have proof that Soros was funding it?
GIULIAc1'.JI: I - oh, I absolutely do. I have proof.
CUOMO: How so?
GIULIANI: Okay. George Soros had a - had a not-for-profit called AntAC. AntAC is
the one that developed all of the dirty information that ended up being a false
document that was created in order to incriminate Manafort.
CUOMO: Do you have the proof of that?
GIULIANI: They also helped
CUOMO: That that's who funded all these things?
GIULIANI: Absolutely.
CUOMO: Because, you know, the

the -
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GIULIANI: December

Chris, Chris

AD

CUOMO: - the United States Attorney just found its GIULIANI: - December CUOMO: - own stuff about Manafort.
GIULIANI: - December 16th, 2018, there is a finding by a court in the Ukraine that
a man named Telechenko (ph), Yushchenko (ph) - something like that - that he
produced a phony affidavit that was given to the American authorities and an FBI

agent named Greenwood, and they found him guilty of that. Nobody reports that CUOMO: All right, so, Rudy GIULIANI: - in the United States because you don't report things that are
favorable to the president
[21:05:00] CUOMO: Rudy - well, that's not true.

GIULIANI: - and negative to Democrats.
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CUOMO: But

but, Rudy, listen.
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GIULIANI: Let me go further about finding CUOMO: Wait, hold on a second. Let's - let's go step by step, because forget abont
the fact that you said what I said was erroneous, one.
GIULIANI: It is, Chris.
CUOMO: I haven't said

I didn't say any of the things you're saying now.

GIULIANI: I wasn't - I was not investigating it CUOMO: I don't even know if they're true.

GIULIAi"\J"I:

for political -

CUOMO: But the idea

GIULIANI: Well, then why did you say I was doing it for political
CUOMO:Be-
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GIULIANI:

purposes?

CUOMO: I - I didn't say political purposes. I said you were going after political
GIULIANI: I am the president's CUOMO: - opponents of Mr. Trump.

AD

GIULIANI: - lam the - I am the president's attorney.
CUOMO: That's what Joe Biden is. That's what Hillary Clinton is.
GIULIANI: Joe Biden is presumed innocent. But somebody's got to investigate him
for going to the president of the Ukraine, and telling him CUOMO: That's fine. You just want to make sure that
GIULIANI: - I'm not going to give you
CUOMO:

you're not going there under color of authority of the president.

GIULIANI: - but somebody has to investigate it. No, no, no, no.
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CUOMO: But let me ask you something else.
GIULIANI: Not because of the authority of the president because when the new
prosecutor, that Joe put in, came in, he not only dismissed the case on Hunter
Eiden, for getting about $6 million in laundered money from -

CUOMO: The prosecutor that was removed, which was the original intrigue on Joe
Eiden - that prosecutor was removed, first of all, by consensus of a multiple of
Western countries, and it was after Hunter Biden's stuff was done.
Yes, look, you should have your hand on your face. You know why? This is all a
distraction from what I asked you first GIULIANI: No, it isn't a distraction, Chris.
CUOMO: - about in the first place, whieh is GIULIANI: What you just said is totally wrong.
CUOMO: - is it's - it's not what I just
GIULIANI: It's completely wrong.
CUOMO: It

it is totally correct.

GIULIANI: The prosecutor CUOMO: And in the factual timeline.
GIULIANI: Chris, you don't know what happened.
CUOMO: The prosecutor was out.
GIULIA.~I: I know what happened.
https:/twww.washingtonpost.com/po!ltics/2019/09/20/rudy"giulianls-remarkable-ukraine~1ntervlew-annotated/
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CUOMO: How do you know when I don't know?
GIULIANI: You are

you are just repeating -you're just repeating spin. The

prosecutor CUOMO: Oh, but

but yon don't, right?

GIULIANI: - the prosecutor CUOMO: You're not spinning anything.
GIULIANI: The CUOMO: Go ahead.
GIULIANI: I'm not spinning ad---- thing.
CUOMO: Okay.
GIULIANI: I'm telling you the tmth.
CUOMO: Okay.
GIULIANI: The prosecutor was removed because he was investigating the son, and
he was investigating Soros's charity or whatever the hell it was, AntAC. The new
prosecutor that came in dismissed both cases, and the president CUOMO: The prosecutor who was pushed out was unanimously seen as corrupt, by
the way.
GIULIANI: No, he wasn't. He wasn't unanimously seen as cormpt.
CUOMO: All right, so
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GIULIANI: That's an after-the-fact statement. The prosecutor CUOMO: What clo you mean after-the-fact statement?
GIULIANI: You don't look at Joe Eiden CUOMO: Was he seen as corrupt or no?
GIULIANI: - who probably is working with half the IQ that you and I have. If you
listen to Joe Biden's tape, he convicts himself. He says, 'I told the president of the
Ukraine, if you don't dismiss this guy, you're not going to get your 1.2-'

CUOMO: All right, so that's what you say GIULIANI:

billion dollar -

CUOMO: - Biden said to the Ukraine. Did you to ask the Ukraine to investigate Joe
Eiden?
GIULIANI: No. Actually, I didn't. I asked the Ukraine to investigate the allegations
that there was interference in the election of 2016, by the Ukrainians, for the benefit
of Hillary Clinton, for which there already is a court finding

CUOMO: You never asked anything about Hunter Biden? You never asked anything
about ,Joe Biden GIULIANI: The only thing I asked about Joe Eiden CUOMO: - and his role with the prosecutor?
GIULIANI: - is to get to the bottom of how it was that Lutsenko who was
appointed-
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CUOMO: Right.
GIULIANI:

dismissed the case against AntAC.

CUOMO: So, you did ask Ukraine to look into ,Joe Eiden?
GIULIANI: Of course, I did.
CUOMO: You just said you didn't.
GIULIANI: No. I didn't ask them to look into Joe Eiden. I asked them to look into
the allegations that related to my client, which tangentially involved ,Joe Eiden in a
massive bribery scheme.
CUOMO: Rudy? Rudy?
GIULIANI: Not unlike what he did in China.
CUOMO: Rudy?
GIULIANI: You explain to me how the kid got $1.5 billion from China CUOMO: Rudy, I have no problem with you launching allegations.
GIULIANI: - when Joe Eiden was still in his
CUOMO: But just be careful about what you say. I asked you, did you ask Ukraine

GIULIANI: I am very careful about what I say.
CUOMO: - to look at Joe Biden, you said "No."
GIULIANI: I didn't ask httos:/twww.washlnatonoostcom/oolitics/2019/09/20/rudv-oiu!ianis~remarkab!e~ukraine~interview~annotated/
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CUOMO: Then you went on to say that you did. The

it's all

GIULIANI: No, I didn't say that.
CUOMO: - it's all recorded, Rudy.
GIULIANI: What I said was this. I asked them to investigate the allegations that
relate to the false charges against the president of the United States. Those
allegations tangentially involved Eiden -

CUOMO: So your answer GIULIANI:

getting the -

CUOMO: - should have been yes.
GIULIANI: Let me finish, Chris. Let me finish.
CUOMO: Go ahead.
GIULIANI: And don't try to interrupt because you don't like the answer. And you
don't like CUOMO: Well, I don't like the evasiveness.
GIULIANI: - in what I'm saying. And you don't like CUOMO: Evasiveness, I don't like.
GIULIANI:

and you want to distort what I'm saying.

CUOMO: I don't want to distort.
GIULIANI: Because it is totally biased.
https:/lwww.washingtonpost.com/politics/2019/09/20/rudy~giutianis-remarkable-ukralne-lntervlew-annotated/
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CUOMO: I'm not biased.
GIULIANI: You are, Chris. It's sad.
CUOMO: Why would I have you on ifI were biased?
GIULIANI: Because CUOMO: Knowing that we're going to have this kind of conversation.
GIULIANI: - because it is sad to watch what happened to you. It's sad.
CUOMO: Sad with what

what happened to me?

GIULIANI: You're a total sellout.
CUOMO: I'm a sellout?
GIULIANI: You are a sellout. I'm going to tell you why.
CUOMO: You are telling me that I'm a sellout?
GIULIANI: These are crimes of major proportions. And because they're Democrats,
you won't cover it. $1.5 million investment by China in Biden's private equity fund,
and the partners are CUOMO: I'm not saying that these types of things haven't GIULIANI: - Kerry's son and CUOMO: - shouldn't be looked at.
GIULIANI: - Whitey Bulger's nephew. Do you know that they were partners with

Whitey Bulger's nephew?
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CUOMO: Rudy, I'm not saying that anything
GIULIANI: That's outrageous.
CUOMO: - that you're saying shouldn't be looked at.
GIULIANI: And your corrupt media won't cover it because he's a Democrat.
CUOMO: Rudy, I can't just cover something because you say I should, all right?
GIULIANI: No, you don't have to CUOMO: That's not the way it works.
GIULIANI: - say 1 should.
CUOMO: But it got to tell you. You who GIULIANI: Read the book.
CUOMO: - you who my whole lifetime stood up for one simple ideal
GIULIANI: And I do.
CUOMO: - when you were at your best GIULIANI: And I am standing

standing up for justice.

CUOMO: - which was character counts and leadership.
GIULIANI: And you are standing up for two systems of justice.
CUOMO: Oh, I'm standing up for two systems of justice?
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GIULIANI: Joe Eiden can be involved in bribery. Joe Biden's son can get $1.5
billion from China, and you won't cover it. And you want to cover some ridiculous

charge that I urged the Ukrainian government to investigate corruption. Well, I did,
and I'm proud of iL And you should encourage it CUOMO: Well, then it's not- then it's not a ridiculous allegation. You just
admitted it.
GIULIANI: It's a ridiculous allegation.
CUOMO: You just admitted it.
GIULIANI: It's a ridiculous allegation.
CUOMO: Rudy, you just admitted GIULIANI: Of course, of course, of course, I should CUOMO: - that you did it.
GIULLWI: - of course I should.
CUOMO: I'm not saying it was wTOng for you to do it. I'm asking you GIULIANI: It wasn't wrong for me to do it.
CUOMO: - if you asked them, and now you're finally saying yes.
GIULIANI: Aod I am glad that the only way CUOMO: Did the president ask the president of Ukraine GIULIANI: - the only way - I knew this
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CUOMO: - to do the same thing?
I knew this a year ago. The only way this would come out is if you

GIULIANI:

come after me. Well, fine.
CUOMO: I'm not coming after you.
GIULIANI: Come after me.
CUOMO: I'm asking you questions, okay? And I'm asking you GIULIANI: And I'm answering your questions. But you don't like CUOMO:

yes, kind of, kind of -

GIULIANI:

the answers.

CUOMO: That's - well, some of the answers I don't love, but I'm letting you give
the answers.
GIULIANI: Well, you don't like the answers, because the answers make out a prima
fade case of bribery against a vice president of the United States.
CUOMO: Well, no. They're your

they're your suggestions about it.

GIULIANI: At the time.
CUOMO: And that's fine. I'm not saying that it doesn'tGIULIANI: No, Chris.
CUOMO: - deserve discussion.
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CUOMO: Will you please answer my question?
GIULIANI: Let's talk like lawyers for a minute.
CUOMO: AH right, good, then respect this lawyer asking you GIULIANI: Is the crime of briberyCUOMO: Hold on. I don't want to hear it.
GIULIANI: - is the crime of bribery- the crime of briberyCUOMO: Rudy, Rudy, I don't want to go down the rabbit hole of them right now.
GIULIANI: I taught law. You're going to listen.
The crime of bribery is if I offer something of value to someone in return for their
official action. Joe Biden offered them a 1.5 billion - billion dollar,

$1.2

billion loan

guarantee in return for him firing a prosecutor.
CUOMO: And you have proof?
GIULIANI: That is a prirna
CUOMO: That it was a quid pro quo situation, and you can show it?
GIULIANI: Yes. You know what the proof is? Joe Biden,

2018,

January, in front of

the Council on Foreign Relations, saying the whole thing.
CUOMO: He said
GIULIANI: He just CUOMO: - I'm going to give you this money if you get rid of this prosecutor?
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GIULIANI:

100

percent, exactly.

CUOMO: Send me the transcript.
GIULIANI: Go listen to it and apologize to me. Go listen to it. He said exactly that.
But he left one thing ont.
CUOMO: Ohl vVhat did he leave out?
GIULIANI: Left out the fact that his son was under investigation CUOMO: But isn't that the important thing GIULIANI: - which is the motive.
CUOMO:

because he needed to have a motive in order to do it?

GIULIANI: No. The crime actually gets completed when he says, TH give you the
$1.2

billion, but you have to fire the prosecutor.'

For whatever reason he wants the prosecutor fired, you cannot offer something of
value in exchange for official action. Crime over with. Motive: The kid was under
investigation because he had gotten $6 billion from the most crooked Ukrainian
oligarch.

CUOMO: Look, obviously, if they could have
GIULIANI:

a guy named Chenko (ph).

CUOMO: - shown that Biden was doing something for his son that went beyond
GIULIANI: Get out of here. Get out.
CUOMO: - questionable ethics.
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GIULIANI: You believe that, Chris CUOMO: All right, listen.
GIULIANI: - then go somewhere on an island.
CUOMO: Listen, but I'll tell you what.
GIULIANI: No. They wouldn't do it.
CUOMO: I wish you had this same attitude when I was asking you GIULIANI: And not only that. Not only that.
CUOMO:

about all the ridiculous things that this president has tried to -

GIULIANI: You guys don't cover CUOMO: - pass off as truth.
GIULIANI:

You don't cover corruption -

CUOMO: No, you're all about incredulous.
GIULIANI: - against Democrats the way you cover corruption CUOMO: Yes. All right, you know, it's easy for you to say.
GIULIANI:

against Republicans. If suppose -

CUOMO: - when the current administration is the one we're look at, right'?
GIULIANI: - suppose - suppose Donald Trump Jr.-
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CUOMO: Why don't you wait for a Democratic administration and then level the
charge?

GIULIANI: - got $6 billion

got $1.5 billion from China while Trump is

negotiating with China

CUOMO: It would be a problem.
GIULIANI: You're d--- right. Well CUOMO: It would be a big problem.
GIULIANI: - well, how come you're not covering the fact that that happened with

CUOMO: Because I don't know that it did.
GIULIANI: - Vice President Eiden.
CUOMO: That's why.
GIULIANI: You know what happened.
CUOMO: You're making it sound like he did it to help his son.
GIULLL\NI: I'll give you a book.
CUOMO: And I don't know that he did it to help his son.
GIULIANI: It's written in a book.
CUOMO: And he said he didn't do it to help his son.
Now, will you finally answer my question now that we're 12 minutes in it?
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GIULIANI: Well, do we really believe CUOMO: Did the president GIULIANI: - we really believe he didn't know his son was under investigation?
CUOMO: Why won't you answer the question?
GIULIANI: What was the question?
CUOMO: What is it with you?
GIULIANI: What's the question?
CUOMO: Thank you. Did the president talk to the Ukrainian president about what
he wanted done with Joe Eiden and what he wanted done with Paul Manafort?
GIULIANI: I have no idea. I never asked him that. I don't know ifhe did. And I
wouldn't care if he did. He had every right to do it at the president of the United
States.
He had every right to say to the Ukrainian president: We have two outstanding
allegations of massive corruption and

CUOMO: Did he ask you to do GIULIANI: - you should investigate it.
CUOMO: - what you're doing?
GIULIANI: No. I did what I did on my own. And then I told him CUOMO: Really?
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about it afterwards because I'm his lawyer, and I know how to

investigate -

CUOMO: So, you never talk to him about it before GIULIANI: - and I CUOMO: - you only talk to him about it after.
GIULIANI: Three months after I found out about it, and then I found out that it was
true, by getting signed sworn statements, from five people in the Ukraine, who said
that we were brought into the White House, the Obama White House, and we were
told, go dig up dirt on Trump and Manafort in January of 2016. You have no idea

how big this is because you're blinded.
CUOMO: I loved
GIULIANI: You're blinded byCUOMO: Give me

give me the affidavits.

GIULIANI: - your prejudice.
CUOMO: Give me the affidavits. I appreciate the personal insults.
GIULIANI: I'm not going to give you the affidavit.
CUOMO: Well, why not'?
GIULIANI: I'll give them in court. I'm not going to give them to you.
CUOMO: So go present them.
GIULIANI: Who are you?
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CUOMO: Who am I? I'm a journalist.
GIULIANI: I'll give them to a court.
CUOMO: You keep saying that GIULIANI: But you're not the FBI.
CUOMO: Hold on, hold on, Rudy, Rudy.
GIULIANI: You can't indict anybody.
CUOMO: You

you want to say I won't cover it because I'm like this, right, you

say?
GIULIANI: Oh, man, when I - when I watched the introduction to your show CUOMO: But uow you won't give me the proof.
GIULIANI: I'm not going to give you proof.
CUOMO: What?
GIULIANI: What can you do? You can't indict anybody.
CUOMO: I'm - So what?
GIULIANI: Believe me. The proof is in the right hands. And you're going to find out
about it. And I

I used to think you'll be embarrassed when you find out what

happened. But you know something'?
CUOMO: Why would I be embarrassed by the truth GIULIANI: You'll find some other excuse https:/lwww.washingtonpost.com/politlcs/2019/09/20/rudy-giu!ianis-remarkab!e-ukraine-intervlew-annotated/
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CUOMO: - coming out?
GIULIANI: Because you should have been embarrassed CUOMO: Why would I be embarrassed?
GIULIANI:

when there was no Russian collusion. You should have apologized for

all the coverage that you did about CUOMO: Why would I apologize?

GIULIA.c"l\fI: - Russian collusion.
CUOMO: I was one of the -

GIULIANI: You should.
CUOMO:

first to say that there is no crime of collusion. I was one of the first to

say thatGIULIANI: Yes. But then you went to say, well, he did other things wrong.
CUOMO: - there is no such thing as collusion as a crime.

GIULIANI: He did this wrong.
CUOMO: He did do other things wrong.

GIUIJANI: Look, you guys are ·CUOMO: And you know it.
GIULIANI: - you guys are on a mission.
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CUOMO: And the Rudy Giuliani who was a prosecutor
GIULIANI: Do you think I'm a fool?
CUOMO: - and a mayor knew what right was.
GIULIANI: You think I'm a fool?
CUOMO: And what wrong was before he became a lawyer GIULIANI: You're on a mission CUOMO: - for this guy.
GIULIANI: You're on a mission to get this guy no matter what. And you know

something?
CUOMO: That couldn't be farther from the truth.
GIULIANI: Whatever he did is nothing compared to what Biden did. And when you
find out
CUOMO: Listen, all
GIULIANI:

you should be embarrassed but you won't.

CUOMO: All right, fine, fine.
GIULI&'-JI: You'll find another excuse.
CUOMO: I, look, I

I'm very - I'm very interested in your personal insults of me.

We can meet some other time.
GIULIANI: I'm not - I'm not - I'm not personally insulting you.
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CUOMO: And you can say it all to me face-to-face. And we can get it out.

GIULIANI: I am institutionally CUOMO: The hell you're not! But that's okay.

GIULIANI: - insulting you. Chris CUOMO: That's - okay, that's okay. That's what you want to do.

GIULIANI: - I'm institutionally insulting you because CUOMO: You're institutionally insulting me.
GIULIANI: - your coverage is horrendous.
CUOMO: All right, fine. Let me
GIULIANI: It is so unfair, and it shocks
CUOMO: - ask you this. If the -

GIULIANI: - me as a person who fought for justice all his life.
CUOMO: Well, let me tell you. It gets called into

GIULIANI: It is shocking to me.
CUOMO: - question with what you've been doing as counsel in this particular case.
GIULIANI: What I've been doing as counselCUOMO: Yes, that's right.
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GIULIANI: - is represent my client in the best spirit and in the best way that I can
do as a lawyer. And I vindicated him. And now, I am proving that what happened to
him was a frame-up.
CUOMO: You didn't vindicate him.
GIULIANI: You're d--- right I vindicated him.
CUOMO: You kept him out of-you kept him out of the chair.
GIULIANI: All you did

all you did was Russian collusion, Russian collusion,

Russian collusion.
CUOMO: You kept him out of the chair with Mueller, and that was the best thing
you did. And that was a great move.
GIULIANI: And you know what you're going to find out? It was Ukrainian collusion
with Hillary Clinton CUOMO: Well, what we're finding out right now
GIULIANI: - that she paid
CUOMO:

$1.1

million for -

is that an intel official -

GIULIANI: - and Joe Eiden - and the Joe Biden familyCUOMO: Fine. Let's
GIULIAi"\II:

has been selling his office -

CUOMO: - Look, you don't want to give me the

the proof. That's fine. When it

comes out-
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GIULIANI: I don't have to give you the proof.
CUOMO: - I'll cover it.
GIULIANI: Go read it.
CUOMO: I'm not saying you have to. It'd be nice GIULIANI: It's written in books.
CUOMO:

is all I'm saying.

GIULIANI: You just won't read it. It's all over the Internet.
CUOMO: You - you send GIULIANI: Go read it.
CUOMO: All over the Internet!
GIULIANI: I have the proof. I could CUOMO: You send me the affidavits you have of people who give sworn statements
of what you said
GIULIANI: I don't even need affidavits. All I need is Joe Biden's statement on
television that he told the president of the Ukraine rm going to hold back the $1.2
billion
CUOMO: Right. And he said it had nothing to do GIULIANI:

I'm going to finish this sentience that I'm going to -

CUOMO: You said it five times. Say it again.
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GIULIANI: - hold back the $1.2 billion if you don't fire the prosecutor. That is the
crime of briberyCUOMO: Fine.
GIULIANI: - in every country in the world.
CUOMO: He doesn't agree with you.
GIULIAl'JI: And then, if you want a motive for it, his son was under an
investigation. And if he didn't notice his son was under investigation CUOMO: No. He said he had nothing - it had nothing to do with him.
GIULIANI:

then he is truly mentally ill.

CUOMO: Now, listen, Rudy, the GIULIANI: You don't think I would know my son was under investigation? You
don't think when I took my son to China CUOMO: I'm saying that if you said that you did something GIULIANI: - and he came back with a billion dollars, I wouldn't know it?
CUOMO: - and it had nothing to do v,,ith your son. I'd have to have proof of
otheraise. Now GIULIANI: How about circumstantial evidence?
CUOMO: Rudy, let me ask

can I

can I ask you

GIULIANI: How about circumstantial evidence?
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CUOMO:

one thing about the news today so that we can

GIULIANI: Sure. Whatever you - whatever you

whatever you

CUOMO: - get a little bit of - little bit of an understanding about national security
considerations? Is that all right? Okay?
GIULIANI: Sure.
CUOMO: Thank you.
GIULIANI: The national security consideration you should be worried about
CUOMO: Oh, here we go.
GIULIANI:

is how a compromised Ukraine -

CUOMO: Is that Joe Eiden with his son and the thing, right.
GIULIANI: - how they - how they completely compromised Ukraine CUOMO: Right, now GIULIANI:

in 2016.

CUOMO: And here's what we GIULIANI: And used them as an arm of the Democratic National Committee.
CUOMO: Okay. I hear you. Whenever you want the proof to come out, and it comes
out, and we can cover it, and I can see what you're talking about GIULIANI: No, you won't. No, you won't. No, you won't.
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CUOMO: All right. So, you GIULIANI: I

I have no confidence that you will.

CUOMO: - You won't give - you won't give GIULIANI: I used to think that six months ago.
CUOMO: I know. But and - and you won't give me the proof.
GIULIANI: I do not believe.
CUOMO: All right, fine.
GIULIANI: I believe your network will cover it up.
CUOMO: All right, all right.
GIULIANI: I believe your network will spin it CUOMO: Okay. Well we'll sec.
GIULIANI:
CUOMO: You

against us that we created it.
you won't give us the proof. But you think we'U spin it. I got you.

SoGIULIANI: I'm not going to give you the proof.
CUOMO: I know. I heard you five times.
GIULIANI: I'm going to give the proof to authorities.
CUOMO: Look, here's what I want to ask you.
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GIULIANI: There's enough proof CUOMO: This GIULIANI: There's enough proof for you go after it.
CUOMO: All right, fine. This U.S.GIULIANI: If you are being honest and fair.
CUOMO: Okay. So, this U.S. intel official who worked in the White House says he
hears something on a phone call, we believe, with the president of Ukraine. That's
what The Washington Post has, that troubled him. So, he formed the - he lodged
the complaint with the inspector general.
GIULIANI: Good.
CUOMO: Now, there's one legal fight going on between the I.G. and the DNI. That
is what it is. But I want to ask you this. You say GIULIANI: Well, who - who is this guy? I have no idea who he is.
CUOMO: Well, neither do I.
GIULIANI: I'm here

I'm here on television telling you everything I did. This guy

is hiding somewhere
CUOMO: Well, whistleblowers GIULIANI: - and skulking around.
CUOMO: - whistleblowers deserve protection.
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CUOMO: We both know that. ButGIULIANI: Yes. They do. And whistleblowers are liars, right?
CUOMO: Okay. But I'm just saying so GIULIANI: Little of both.
CUOMO: Well, it'd be nice. Look, if you're not worried about anything - it's

interesting question.
GIULIANI: So why - how - how about we take a impartial position and we say this
whistleblower could be telling the truth.
CUOMO: Yes, or he could be lying.
GIULIANI: Or this whistleb1ower could be a Democrat holdover.
CUOMO:Yes.
GIULIANI: Who was trying to destroy CUOMO: And he could be lying.
GIULIANI: - Donald Trump.
CUOMO: And he could be destroying - he could try to be doing that. 100 percent.
GIULIANI: Like a lot of people have done.
CUOMO: A 100 percent. So, in your opinion, now GIULIANI: Like the stupid New York Times story the other day, right?
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CUOMO: Now, listen, if
GIULIANI: Did you cover that?
CUOMO:-ifGIULIANI: How the Times really s----wed up the other day?
CUOMO: Listen, if the
GIULIANI: Did you cover it?
CUOMO:

if the complaint had come out

GIULIANI: You don't answer that
CUOMO: Well, I'm trying to get a question out to you about this.
GIULIANI: Okay. Well, Chris, what -- what do you CUOMO: Because this kind of matters to me.
GIULIANI: - what do you want to know?
CUOMO: I got to be honest, Okay?
GIULIANI: Okay. Well, try.
CUOMO: So, if- if the complaint goes to the I.G., we'll both know what the law is,
okay, the DNI and the LG. have a disagreement about whether or not they're
supposed to get it. The DNI then says, reportedly, "There is someone above us that
does not want this to be discovered - delivered to Congress." If-·
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GIULIANI: I don't even know what you're talking about. There's somebody above
us doesn't want to be delivered it to.
CUOMO: Above the DNL
GIULIANI: What are we talking about?
CUOMO: I don't that GIULIANI: I don't know about this CUOMO:

that's why I'm asking you. Who

GIULIANI: - conversation.
CUOMO: - what power in the executive branch above the DNI would not want this
kind of complaint delivered to Congress?
GIULIANI: I have no - I have no idea why they - why they would or why they
wouldn't. All I can tell you is if what is reported is true, it doesn't make ad---. It
doesn't make any difference.

If the president of the United States said to the president of Ukraine: 'Investigate
the corruption in your country that has a bearing on our 2016 election,' isn't that
what he's supposed to do?
CUOMO: What ifhe said
GIULIANI: That is what he's supposed - unless you assume that the president's
guilty.

CUOMO: What ifhe said -
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GIULIANI: As opposed to the fact that those people in the Ukraine were trying to
frame the president CUOMO: What ifhe said-

GIULIANI: - which is exactly what they were doing.
CUOMO: What ifhe said I have $250 million-

GIULIANI: Oh, man!
CUOMO: - that you want.

GIULIANI: Ifhe said that'?
CUOMO: Why don't you investigate -

GIULIANI: Hold God! That would be really-CUOMO: - what's happening with Joe Eiden and what's happening and -

GIULIANI: Is it but you know CUOMO:

what you did to me in 2016.

GIULIANI: Isn't that
CUOMO: And I'll give you the $250 million.

GIULIANI: Isn't that exactly what Joe Biden did and admitted on tape in CUOMO: So, you so

GIULIANI: - in

2018.
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CUOMO: - so if - so if the president said that GIULIANI: No, wait a second. Wait a second, Chris. Stop going.
CUOMO: - you think it was wrong?
GIULIANI: Can I - You asked me the question. You got to take the answer. You

can't cut

cut if off.

CUOMO: No. I don't have to take it. You can't run in an GIULIANI: No, no.
CUOMO: - opposite direction towards ,Joe Eiden GIULIANI: No, I'm not running in an opposite direction.
CUOMO:

every time I ask you something about the instant case.

GIULIANI: I am

I am making a point, which I'm entitled to make, if you want to

hear from me. lf you don't want to hear from me, just cut me off. So, the CUOMO: No, I will never cut you off.
GIULIANI:

the fact is

CUOMO: Go ahead.
GIULIANI: - the fact is what you're saying to me is completely equivalent with
what Joe Biden admitted on tape two years ago, and you didn't cover, which is, 'I
told the president of the Ukraine, you're not going to get your $1.2 billion, unless
you fire the prosecutor.'
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How come you didn't cover that? How come I wasn't called on here the night that
that happened? Because you're not fair. You're not fair in your coverage.
CUOMO: Okay.
GIULIANI: Would you please recognize that? Now, 1'11 tell you about Trump, right?
CUOMO: Go ahead.
GIULIANI: I have - I have no knowledge that the president ever said anything. I
don't even know about the $250 million CUOMO: Okay.
GIULIANI: - in - in aid. I have no - no knowledge of that. I just know about me
- various meetings CUOMO: When you're done
GIULIANI: - they were going to have.
CUOMO: - I'll tell you why I'm asking.
GIULIANI: But the reality is that the president of the United States, well, whoever
he is, has every right to tell the president of another country, you better straighten
out the corruption in your country, if you want me to give you a lot of money,
because if you are so d--- corrupt that you can't investigate allegations of corruption

CUOMO: That would be fine.
GIULIANI:

our money is going to get squandered.
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CUOMO: That would be fine.
GIULIANI: And don't you think that's happened in the Ukraine under Yanukovych?
CUOMO: I think that there was a lot of corruption.
GIULIANI: You don't think all that money that Obama gave him was squandered?
CUOMO: I think there was a lot of corruption.
GIULIA.~I: Of course, it was. The guy was working for Russia CUOMO: All right, so GIULIANI: - while Joe - while Joe and Obama
CUOMO: - here's why I ask you the question.
GIULIANI:

were giving him billions.

CUOMO: Here's why I ask you the question.
GIULIANI: But nobody covers that.
CUOMO: Here's why I ask you the question. So GIULIANI: Okay.
CUOMO: - the president has this conversation. There's something in the
conversation that's troubling enough for someone to lodge a complaint under the
whistleblower statute about it.
GIULIANI: Who knows who this person and what motive he has?
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CUOMO: Okay. But just GIULIANI: Half the people in the government CUOMO: Hey, Rudy, we covered that.
GIULIANI:

half the people in the -

CUOMO: I'm - I'm trying to tell you my premise for the question.
GIULIANI: You don't think there's a deep state?
CUOMO: Listen.
GIULIANI: Of course, there is.
CUOMO: I think there's a little bit of a "deep state" going on
GIULIANI: I know it. I've confronted it.
CUOMO:

right in this conversation right now. What I'm trying to say is -

GIULIANI: I'm a deep state? I'm totally transparent, Chris.
CUOMO:

after Adam Schiff -

GIULIANI: I go on television. I answer the questions.
CUOMO: - after - well, not so great tonight.
GIULIANI: I don't lodge anonymous CUOMO: I got to be honest.
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GIULIANI:

I don't lodge anonymous complaints.

CUOMO: You know, you've been very insulting. You've been very circumspect
GIULIANI: Yes, I'm very, Chris
CUOMO: - and very distracting.
GIULIANI:

I'm very insulting directly to your face.

CUOMO:SoGIULIANI: Not behind your back.
CUOMO: Well, yes.
GIULIANI: And I don't do anonymous sources or let me skulk around and scoot
somebody up.

CUOMO: No, I know. But it's also not very fair what you're saying.
GIULIANI: IfI don't like CUOMO: But let me get back to what matters.
GIULIANI: If I don't like what you're doing, I'd tell you.
CUOMO: I understand.
GIULIANI: And I think your network is corrupt CUOMO: I know. I heard you the first five times.
GIULIANI: - in the way they cover -
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CUOMO: And yet, here I am, giving 20-plus
GIULIANI: - the way they cover the president.
CUOMO:

minutes to the president's lav,,yer to make the case -

GIULIANI: Yes, you're CUOMO: - on national television.
GIULIANI: Right.
CUOMO: Hmm! Boy, do I hide the ball?
GIULIANI: Go cover - go cover Biden's briberyCUOMO: So, look, one

one sticky

GIULIANI: - in Ukraine. Go cover him taking CUOMO: - wicket at a time.
GIULIANI: -$1.5 billion out of China.
CUOMO: Let me ask you
GIULIANI: And then I'll respect you again.
CUOMO:

this question because I want your -

GIULIA.t'JI: Then I'll respect you again.
CUOMO: - lawyer's mind. Listen, if I - if - listen -
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GIULIANI: Not just you.
CUOMO: You respect
GIULIANI: Your network.
CUOMO: You respect- no, no, you keep saying it.
GIULIANI: It's in the tank.
CUOMO: So let's

let's - deal with me. You say whatever you want

GIULIANI: I am dealing with you.
CUOMO: You respect me. You don't respect me. That's on you.
GIULIA},JI: I don't respect the way you're covering the fact CUOMO: I live my life. I do my job the way I think.
GIULIANI:

that there was a -

CUOMO: Fine.
GIULIANI: - massive
CUOMO:So
GIULIANI: - there was a massive scandal involving Joe Biden.
CUOMO: I hear it. I've let you say it 10 times.
GIULIANI: In the billions of dollars.
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CUOMO: I've heard it.
GIULIANI: And you are not covering it.
CUOMO: I know. But you are also you are doing everything you can to spin away
from what I'm trying to ask you about.
GIULIANI: I am not. The president did nothing wrong.
CUOMO: You said you know nothing about anything.
GIULIAi~I: Zero. Wrong.
CUOMO: The president, who's your client GIULIANI: He did nothing wTong.
CUOMO:

knew nothing about what you were doing for him in the Ukraine.

GIULIANI: He did what a president - what an honest
CUOMO: He only knew after.
GIULIANI:

decent president should do.

CUOMO: Very convenient. So then, this is what I want to ask you about.
He has this conversation. The person gets upset and files the complaint. After Adam
Schiff sends the letter, to the DNI, saying I want that complaint, the $250 million is
released to the Ukraine that had been held back all this time.
GIULIANI: I don't know anything about that except for the fact that if Adam Schiff
sent me a letter, I would just tear it up, and throw it in the garbage.
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CUOMO: Yes, yes, yes, of course, of course. Why did they release the money right
after Adam Schiff?
GIULL'\.NI: I

I don't know. I have no idea. I don't -

CUOMO: You don't think that's co GIULIANI: - I don't run the government.
CUOMO: Listen, you're spinning things together at a whole cloth.
GIULL'\.NI: I'm not spinning anything, Chris.
CUOMO: Now, you're not curious about that.
GIULIANI: I'm not serious about what?
CUOMO: You're not curious about the $250 million getting GIULIANI: Okay. You want to talk hypothetically?
CUOMO: - getting released only after GIULIANI: I can only talk hypothetically about it.
CUOMO:

there are questions about what was said to the president of Ukraine.

GIULIANI: If the president of the United States said to the president of any
country, I have

I am not going to give you money because your country is

corrupt. You got to straighten out these problems.
CUOMO: We don't know that that's what he said.
GIULIANI: Well, I don't know what he said either.
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CUOMO: And

and but why would that upset -

and

GIULIANI: We don't know what he said because CUOMO: - an intel official. Why would an intel official GIULIANI:

we're having a - you and I are talking about -

CUOMO: - get upset by that?
GIULIANI: - an anonymous informant.
CUOMO: That's right.
GIULIAL"i!I: We have no idea if he's credible or not. And you're making a big deal out
ofit because CUOMO: Well - well GIULIANI: - you want to make a big deal.
CUOMO: - we don't know nothing.
GIULIANI: Wait, wait. D---it.
CUOMO: The inspector general
GIULIANI: Let me finish.
CUOMO: No, I got

I got to cut you. You've been talking the whole time.

GIULIANI: No. You can't cut me off.
CUOMO: The inspector general -
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GIULIANI: This isn't CUOMO:

knew enough about

GIULIANI: You only cut me off because this is CUOMO:
GIULIANI:

what was said this is a program with an agenda as opposed doing a program

CUOMO: Listen, the agenda is to get some truth
GIULIANI:
CUOMO:

that wanted to cover the truth.
and not spin. The inspector general assessed the whistleblower

complaint. They found it urgent enough to want to go to the DNI GIULIANI: But they don't know an CUOMO:

and under the statute.

GIULIANI: The only thing the inspector general can do is look at the - look at what
the person says, and say we have to investigate it. He has no idea if the person is
honest, dishonest or crazy.
CUOMO: Really? You don't think part of what the I.G. is doing is assessing the
credibility of the person who comes forward with the complaint?

GIULIANI:

100 percent, they have no

idea how to do that.

CUOMO: Wbat do you mean he doesn't know how to do that?
GIULIANI: No idea how to do it.
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CUOMO: How could you say that?
GIULIANI: And, by the way, it is perfectly appropriate for a president to say to a
leader of a foreign country, investigate this massive bribe
CUOMO: I know. But if it was in general
GIULIANI: - that was paid by a former vice president CUOMO:
GIULIANI:

and it was specific, and it was quid pro quo that our media in America is covering up.

CUOMO: - that would be troubling and then the money got released right after
Adam Schiff asked for the complaint. That's what I wanted to ask you about.
GIULIANI: All right, so you got to ask somebody else about that.
CUOMO: I appreciate your take on it.
GIULIANI: I don't know the
CUOMO: I will.
GIULIANI: - I don't know the answer to why it was released. But I find nothing
wrong in what he did. I find a lot wrong CUOMO: You don't even know what he did.
GIULIANI: - I find a lot wrong in what you are covering up.
CUOMO: Believe me, I'm well aware.

https://www.wash!ngtonpost.comipo!1Ucs/2019/09/20/rudy-glullanis~remarkable-ukra1ne-interview~annotated/

AB

39-405

50162

01/18/2020

1191
1/3/2020

Rudy Giu!iani's remarkable Ukraine interview, annotated - The Washington Post

GIULIAL"\TI: And what you continue to cover up, and what your network continues to
cover up
CUOMO: And I'm telling you, you give me proof -

GIULIANI:
CUOMO:

which you'll make what of what you found.

GIULIANI: I have proof.
CUOMO: I will vet it and put it

GIULIANI: Go look

give it to me.

go look at Joe Eiden -

CUOMO: I did. Everybody has heard that video.

GIULIANI:

January of 2018 admitting -

CUOMO: It's not a new story.

GIULIANI:

bribery,

100

percent.

CUOMO: He does not admit bribery -

GIULIANI: Go look.
CUOMO: - a 100 percent because he says -

GIULIANI: Go look.
CUOMO: - there - there was no quid pro quo. He wasn't doing it for his son.

GIULIANI: He didn't say that. He didn't say that.

https:/Jwww.washingtonpost.com/po!1tics/2019/09/20/rudy~glu1ianis~remarkab!e-ukraine-interview-annotated/

AB

39-405

51162

01/18/2020

1192
Rudy Giu!iani's remarkable Ukrame interview, annotated

1l'.l/2020

~

The Washington Post

CUOMO: He said I'm not doing it for my son.
GIULIANI: He left his son out of the conversation. He just said I told the president
of the Ukraine
CUOMO: When he's been asked about this, he said, I did nothing for my son and
the timingGIULIANI: A year later.
CUOMO: - doesn't match up.
GIULIANI: A year later.
CUOMO: That's when he was asked.
GIULIANI: And he said, "I didn't know my son was under investigation."
CUOMO: All right, Rudy, look GIULIANI: Garbage!
CUOMO: - no matter

no matter what I hear tonight after this interview -

GIULIANI: Completely not true. And you are CUOMO: - I won't GIULIANI: - you are now
CUOMO: Yes, what am I now?
GIULIANI: - engaging in all kinds of fantasies-
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CUOMO: What am I - What am I now?
GIULIANI: - about the president when there's clear proof about a Democrat, and
you can't handle it.
CUOMO: What?
GIULIANI: And how about we go to China when he flew his son there on Air Force
Two
CUOMO: Listen, Rudy
GIULIANI: - and eight days later, the son CUOMO: - I don't know what any of this has to do
GIULIANI: - got 1.2 CUOMO: - with what I've been asking you about tonight.
GIULIANI: What it has to do with
CUOMO: I got to be honest.
GIULIANI:

how unfair you are. Do you get that?

CUOMO: It's unfair for me to not GIULIANI: It's unfair.
CUOMO: - want to tolerate you talking about Joe Biden all night long when we
have an inspector general, fighting with the DNI, fighting with Congress, over a
whistleblower complaint that involves this president -
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GIULIANI: So, we have an anonymous whistleblower compliant CUOMO: - and you and what you've been doing playing with Ukraine.
GIULIANI:

we have an anonymous whistleblower compliant compared to clear

proof-

CUOMO: All right, I got to go, Rudy.
GIULIANI: - that Biden's son got $1.5 billion from China. And you won't cover it.
Tell me you're not unfair.
CUOMO: Rudy, I told you. Give me the proof.
GIULIANI: Nobody - nobody buys that, Chris.
CUOMO: But I'm - I'm sure they buy
GIULIANI: That's why your network has no ratings.
CUOMO: - I'm sure they buy that
GIULIANI: They buy the fact that you are in the tank CUOMO:

everything you are saying right now has nothing to do with -

GIULIANI: - of the Democratic Party.
CUOMO:

distracting from what this president's problems

GIULIANI: I am not distracting.
CUOMO: - might be.
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GIULIANI: What I am pointing out
CUOMO: You've been doing it for over a year and a half, okay?
GIULIANI: I haven't been doing that.
CUOMO: The hell you haven't.
GIULIANI: What I've been doing is pointing out how unfair you are CUOMO: You've been distracting from the truth
GIULIANI:

and how you tried to frame the president.

CUOMO: - for a year and a half, and I hope you enjoy it.
GIULIANI: And you're doing it again.
CUOMO: Because this president got the benefit of something you built up for
decades, your credibility, and you put it on the line for him.
GIULIANI: I'll put my credibility on the line CUOMO: Good choice.
GIULIA.."H: -

1,000

percent. And I think your network is a horror to this country.

CUOMO: That's fine.
GIULIANI: You are undermining CUOMO: That's - and I - yet I still have you on.
GIULIANI: - you are undermining fairness and justice in this country.
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CUOMO: And yet, I still had you on.
GIULIANI: When a vice president CUOMO: I'm so unfair that I had you on.
GIULIANI:

of the United States can come out of China eight days later -

CUOMO: And I've had you say that a dozen times GIULIANI: - with $1.5 billion, and you won't cover it.
CUOMO:

on my air. And I've asked you for proof.

GIULIANI: Tell me you're not corrupt.
CUOMO: And I have you on anyway
GIULIANI: I have proof.
CUOMO: - even with all this trash coming out of out.

GIULIANI: There is proof. The proof has been there for two years.
CUOMO: All right.

GIULIANI: And you're covering it up. And the proof of his briberyCUOMO: I got you. Rudy, send the proof whenever you want.
GIULIANI:

is from his own mouth. And you're covering it up.

CUOMO: I hear up.
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GIULIANI: And you covered up so much more about Hillary.
CUOMO: I'm covering it up so much GIULIANI: It's disgusting.
CUOMO:

that I've kept this interview going 28 minutes, and let you say it a dozen

times.
GIULIANI: Yes, and interrupted me 500 times.
CUOMO: That's how afraid ofit I am.
GIULIANI: To try to stop me from CUOMO: Well, you've made two points.
GIULIANI:

telling the American people

CUOMO: You've made two points.
GIULIANI:

what's actually going on -

CUOMO: You've made two points.
GIULIANI:

so you can continue to mislead them

CUOMO: All right.
GIUIJANI: - which is what you're doing.
CUOMO: Well, you've been here the whole time, so you're part of it now. You're coconspirator.
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GIULIANI: I'm not part of misleading.
CUOMO: Rudy Giuliani
GIULIANI: Everything I said, I can document.
CUOMO:

Thank you- give it to me.

GIULIANI: Every single thing I said I can document.
CUOMO: Then give me the documents. Thank you.
GIULIANI: I'm not going to give you the documents. Why would I give you the
documents?
CUOMO: Because you want the truth to come out.
GIULIANI: You're not going to use them for a good purpose.
CUOMO: You're not making any sense to me on this point.
GIULIANI: If I trusted you

of course I'm making sense.

CUOMO: All right, now you don't trust me either. All right, Rudy Giuliani GIULIANI: Why would I give the enemy the documents?
CUOMO: Oh, now I'm the enemy?
GIULIANI: You are not fair.
CUOMO: Now I'm the enemy?
GIULIANI: You are not impartial.
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CUOMO: Great!
GIULIANI: You are totally biased.
CUOMO: Rudy, anything else?
GIULIANI: And your network is the creature of the Democratic National
Committee.
CUOMO: Okay. Rudy Giuliani, I appreciate your take, as always.
GIULIANI: And you should be embarrassed CUOMO: All right, I'm the one who should be embarrassed?
GIULIANI: - to be on that network.
CUOMO: Okay, Rudy.
GIULIAi~I: Absolutely.
CUOMO: I'm

I'm embarrassed.

GIULIANI: Man, the CNN is a disgrace.
CUOMO: I'm embarrassed. I'm embarrassed, for you. Have a good night.
GIULIANI: Well, you shouldn't be embarrassed for me. That's garbage.
CUOMO: Have a good night.
GIULIANI: Don't be embarrassed for me.
CUOMO: Somebody needs to.

Mtps://www.washingtonpost,com/po!itics/2019/09/20/rudy~giu11anls-remarkab!e-ukraine-interv!ew-annotated/

AB

39-405

59162

01/18/2020

1200
1/3/2020

Rudy Giuliani's remarkable Ukraine interview, annotated - The Washington Post

GIULIANI: I'm worried about you.
CUOMO: Because you're not aware of what you're doing.
GIULIANI: And your integrity.
CUOMO: Good night.
GIULIANI: Of course, I'm aware of what I'm saying.
CUOMO: Good night. Have a good night.
GIULIANI: Well you - you shouldn't have a good night because what you're doing
is very bad for the country.
CUOMO: Rudy, all right, I got to go, all right? With respect GIULIANI: Yes, well go.
CUOMO: - I've got to go.

https://www.washingtonpost.com/po!ltics/2019/09/20/rudy-glu!ianis-remarkab!e-ukraine-interview-annotated/
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https://www,washingtonpost.com/politlcs/2019/09/20/rudy-giulianis-remarkab!e-ukraine-intervlew-annotated/

AB

39-405

62/62

01/18/2020

1203

Trump administration sought billions of dollars
in cuts to programs aitned at fighting corruption
in Ukraine and elsewhere
By Erica Werner
Oct. 23, 2019 at 11:25 a.m. EDT

The Trump administration has sought repeatedly to cut foreign aid programs
tasked with combating corruption in Ukraine and elsewhere overseas, White House
budget documents show, despite recent claims from President Trump and his

administration that they have been singularly concerned with fighting corruption in
Ukraine.
Those claims have come as the president and his administration sought to explain
away a July phone call between Trump and Ukrainian President Volodymyr
Zelensky, during which Trump pressured his counterpart to open investigations

into Joe Eiden and his son Hunter, and into a debunked conspiracy theory
involving a hacked Democratic National Committee computer server.

"I don't care about politics, but I do care about corruption. And this whole thing is
about corruption," Trump told reporters earlier this month when discussing the
Ukraine issue. "This whole thing - this whole thing is about corruption."
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The phone call is central to the impeachment inquiry by House Democrats. The
Democrats have accused Trump of holding back a congressionally approved

military aid package for Ukraine until Zelensky publicly committed to launching
investigations into the Bidens. On Tuesday, the senior U.S. diplomat in Ukraine acting ambassador William B. Taylor Jr. - told lawmakers that Trump made the
release of military aid to Ukraine contingent on public declarations that it would

investigate the Bidens and the 2016 election.
Trump, acting chief of staff Mick Mulvaney and other administration officials have
insisted repeatedly that their goal in delaying the military aid package to Ukraine
was to ensure corruption was addressed in that country - not to produce political
benefit to Trump.

"There were two reasons that we held up the aid. We talked about this at some
length. The first one was the rampant corruption in Ukraine," Mulvaney said on
"Fox News Sunday." "Corruption is a big deal; everyone knows it," he said. (The
second reason was to ensure that other nations contributed to Ukraine's defense,

Mulvaney said.)
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The administration's professed interest in fighting corruption in Ukraine has not
been reflected in its annual budget requests to Congress.
For example, the administration sought to cut a program called International
Narcotics Control and Law Enforcement. Among the goals of the program, as
described in White House budget documents, is "helping U.S. partners address

threats to U.S. interests by building resilience and promoting reform in the justice
and law enforcement sectors through support to new institutions and specialized
offices, such as Ukraine's National Anti-Corruption Bureau and Special AntiCorruption Prosecutor's Office."

The program directs specific sums of money to individual countries. In 2019, $30
million was directed to Ukraine, after Congress rejected an administration request
to cut the sum to $13 million. In its 2020 budget request, released in March, the
administration again sought to cut the program's spending on Ukraine to $13
million. Congress seems likely to once again reject the proposed cut, although
lawmakers have yet to agree on any spending bills for the 2020 budget year that
began Oct.

1.
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In another example, the administration sought to streamline a number of overseas
democracy assistance and foreign aid accounts under one larger umbrella called the

Economic Support and Development Fund. The White House believed that
consolidation would cut those programs by more than

$2

billion. This fund, too, is

aimed at fighting corruption in countries around the world, among other goals,
according to White House budget documents. Spending in Ukraine for the accounts

in question was $250 million in 2018; the White House has asked for $145 million
in 2020 under the new iteration of the program.
Democrats have alleged the White House's recent comments on combating
corruption aren't consistent with the administration's track record.

"Numbers don't lie," Senate Minority Leader Charles E. Schumer (D-N.Y.) said in a
statement. "It's even more clear now that President Trump is not the anticorruption crusader he claims to be. The House impeachment inquiry must

continue unimpeded so all the facts can come out."
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The Trump White House has routinely pursued deep cuts to foreign aid in its
budget proposals, only to be rebuffed by Congress. The proposed cuts to anticorruption programs were a byproduct of the administration's larger goals of
cutting the budgets of the State Department and U.S. Agency for International
Development and were not specifically targeted, according to the White House

Office of Management and Budget.
"The president has consistently sought across-the-board cuts to foreign aid, and has
proposed more cuts in his budgets than any other president in history," said Rachel
Semmel, spokeswoman for the Office of Management and Budget. "He has also
strongly encouraged other countries to contribute their own efforts and resources to

their defense and reform efforts."
Nonetheless, the cuts to anti-corruption aid stand in contrast to recent claims from

administration officials and the president himself about being focused on
corruption in Ukraine, raising the question of why the White House has not sought

a larger budgetary commitment to addressing the issue. Democrats have largely
dismissed the White House's insistence that Trump was focused on corruption, but
White House officials continue to say it was a primary reason the military aid was
held up.
"This is about corruption, and this is not about politics," Trump said. "This is about
corruption. And if you look and you read our Constitution and many other things,

we - I have an obligation to look at corruption. I have an actual obligation and a
duty."

AD
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Impeachment: What you need to read

Here's what you need to know to understand the impeachment of President
Trump.

What's happening now: Trump is now the third U.S. president to be
impeached, after the House of Representatives adopted both articles of
impeachment against him.
What happens next: Impeachment does not mean that the president has
been removed from office. The Senate must hold a trial to make that
determination. A trial is expected to take place in ,January. Here's more on
what happens next.

How we got here: A whistleblower complaint led Pelosi to announce the
beginning of an official impeachment inquiry on Sept. 24. Closed-door hearings
and subpoenaed documents related to the president's ,July 25 phone call with
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky followed. After two weeks of public
hearings in November, the House Intelligence Committee wrote a report that
was sent to the House Judiciary Committee, which held its own hearings. Pelosi
and House Democrats announced the articles of impeachment against Trump
on Dec. 10. The Judiciary Committee approved tvvo articles of impeachment
against Trump: abuse of power and obstruction of Congress.

Stay informed: Read the latest reporting and analysis on impeachment here.
Listen: Follow The Post's coverage v,ith daily updates from across our
podcasts.
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\Vant to understand impeachment better? Sign up for the 5-Minute Fix
to get a guide in your inbox every weekday. Have questions? Submit them
here, and they may be answered in the newsletter.
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Trump meets Russia's lop diplomat amid scrap over election interference - The Washington Post

Trump 1neets Russia's top diplomat amid scrap
over election interference
By John Hudson

Anne Gearan

Dec. 10, 2019 at 7:33 p.m. EST

President Trump met with Russia's top diplomat in the Oval Office on Tuesday,
creating a dramatic contrast as House Democrats unveiled articles of impeachment
against him for his actions in Ukraine, an ally fending off a Russian-backed

insurrection.
After the meeting, Trump said he warned Russian Foreign Minister Sergei La,Tov
not to interfere in U.S. elections and urged a resolution to the Moscow's conflict
with Ukraine, the White House said.
But later in the day, Lavrov only suggested that Secretary of State Mike Pompeo
raised the issue during their separate meeting at the State Department, Lavrov told
reporters at the Russian Embassy.
The two diplomats clashed during their bilateral meeting when the veteran Russian
diplomat denied any evidence of Russian interference in the 2016 presidential

election. Pompeo declared that interference had happened and "it's unacceptable."

Get exclusive analysis 011 tile most important global story of the day,
in your inbox
httµs:i/www.washlngtonpostcom/world/natlonal-securily/pompeo~and-lavrov-clash-over-russian-election-interference-!n-news-conference-at-state-de...

AB

39-405

1/10

01/18/2020

1211
1/3/2020

Trump meets Russia's top diplomat amid scrap over election interference The Washington Post

AD

Trump later tweeted a picture of himself grinning alongside Lavrov in the Oval

Office that recalled one the Russians released following Lavrov's 2017 visit.
''.Just had a very good meeting ½ith Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov and
representatives of Russia. Discussed many items including Trade, Iran, North

Korea, INF Treaty, Nuclear Arms Control, and Election Meddling. Look forward to
continuing our dialogue in the near future!" Trump wrote, using a different

transliteration of the diplomat's name.
Trump has repeatedly questioned the findings of U.S. intelligence agencies that

Russia interfered in the 2016 election to help Trump and harm his Democratic
opponent, Hillary Clinton. He has also given credence to a baseless conspiracy
theory that Ukraine, which is fighting an irregular war with Russia, had interfered

in 2016 on behalf of Clinton.

AD

https://www.washlngtonpost.com!wor!d/natlonal-securlty/pompeo~and-!avrov-clash-over-russian-e!ectit.m-interference-in-news-conference~aHtate.de...
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Lavrov's invitation to Washington came as House Democrats unveiled two articles
of impeachment against Trump over his efforts to pressure Ukraine to investigate
his political rivals.

It also came one day after a meeting between Russian President Vladimir Putin and
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky in Paris, where the two leaders agreed to

implement a "full and comprehensive" cease-fire in eastern Ukraine by the end of
the year.
Some Trump administration critics said the White House should have invited

:zelensky to Washington instead of granting Lavrov an Oval Office visit.
The former U.S. ambassador to Moscow in the Obama administration, Michael

McFaul, said he hoped the "horrible symbolism" of Lavrov's invitation was "just a
mistake and not on purpose."

AD

https:l/www,washingtonpost.com/world/nationa!~security/pompeo~and-lavrov-dash-over~russian~election~lnterference-ln-news~conferenre-at-state-de .. ,
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The United States is the principal backer of Ukraine in its conflict with Russia, but
Zelensky entered the negotiating session with Russia weakened by revelations that
Trump held up military aid and -withheld a White House meeting with Zelensky.

Those actions are now the basis for the impeachment charge that Trump abused his
office for personal gain.
The White House statement said only that Trump urged Russia to resolve the
conflict. The statement made no mention of Crimea, the region of Ukraine that
Russia annexed in 2014.
Trump did not respond to questions about the Lavrov meeting when he spoke to

reporters as he left White House for an evening political rally in Pennsylvania.

AD

At a news conference at the State Department, Pompeo and Lavrov both stated
their support for an improvement in U.S.-Russia relations despite broad
disagreement between the two powers on an array of issues from Venezuela to Syria

to Ukraine.

https:/twww.washingtonpost.com/wor!d/nationa!-security/pompeo~and-!avrovMc1ash-over-russtan-e!ection-!nterference-in-news-conference-at-state-de...

AB

39-405

4/10

01/18/2020

1214
11312020

Trump meets Russia's top diplomat amid scrap over election interference~ The Washington Post

Pompeo said that the bilateral relationship is "complicated" but that the two

countries discussed arms control issues and made progress on "economic"
cooperation that would be announced "before too terribly long."
Pompeo said he conveyed to Lavrov that the United States will not tolerate Russian

interference in U.S. elections. "I was dear

it's unacceptable," he said.

Lavrov said Russia has demanded that the United States provide evidence of
election interference, but when asked by a reporter why he doesn't simply "read the
Mueller repmi," Lavrov dismissed the suggestion.

AD

"We read it. There is no proof of any collusion," he said, speaking through an
interpreter.

While special counsel Robert S. Mueller III did not establish a conspiracy between
Russia and members of the Trump campaign, his office issued an indictment of 12
Russian intelligence officers for the hacking of the Democratic National Committee
and the Clinton campaign.
In response to Lavrov's calls for more evidence, Pompeo said this was unnecessary.

https://www,washingtonpost.comlwor!d/nationa!ksecurlty/pompeo~and-!avrov-clash-over-russian~election-interference-in-news-conference-at-state-de,.,
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"We think we've shared plenty of facts to show what happened in the 2016 election
with our Russian counterparts. We don't think there's any mistake about what

really transpired there," he said.
Pompeo also said he raised the issue of Paul Whelan, a former U.S. Marine detained

by Moscow on spying charges since 2018.

AD

Lavrov said that an investigation into Whelan finished in September and that the
matter was making its way through the courts. He suggested concerns about
Whelan's health were not credible.
"We are acting in full compliance with our laws and with the international norms
that can be applied in this case," he said.
He also expressed an interest in renewing the New Strategic Arms Reduction
Treaty, known as New START, but said Moscow has not received a proposal from
the United States.

https:!lwww,washingtonpostcom/wor!d/national-security/pompeo-and~!avrov~c!ash~oveMussian-e!ection-lnterference-in-news-conference--at-state-de...
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Pompeo expressed his desire to include China in the arms talks with Russia, even

though Beijing has said that it will not pa1ticipate given that Moscow and
Washington have significantly larger nuclear arsenals. Lavrov noted China's
concerns but said Russia is open to a trilateral arrangement.

AD

China figured prominently in the White House meeting that followed, which

Pompeo also attended. Trump advocated for global arms control involving the
United States, Russia and China, the White House summary said. Trump also
"reiterated the need for fair and reciprocal trade with China," and addressed
nuclear weapons concerns in Iran and North Korea, the White House said.
"President Trump welcomed continued engagement with Russia to address areas of
mutual concern, including how the United States and Russia can take positive steps
vrith respect to detained citizens," the White House said.
When asked whether the visit provides bad optics amid the Democrats'

impeachment inquiry, White House spokesman Hogan Gidley told Fox Business
that the dialogue is "critical to America's well-being."

h!tps:/!www.washlngtonpostcom/world/nationaf-.secur1ty/pompeo~and~lavrov-c!ash-over-russ!an-e!ection-interference-ln-news-conference-at-state-de...
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"The president talked about and campaigned about having a better relationship
with Russia. So did the Democrats, for that matter. It's incumbent on any American

president to build better relationships across the globe," he said.
Lavrov's visit to Washington in 2017 ended in controversy after the Russian

Embassy in Washington released images of him and other U.S. officials smiling and
shaking hands in the Oval Office. The Russian delegation was allowed to bring a
photographer in the room from the state news agency Tass, while U.S.
photojournalists were barred entry to the meeting.
The meeting came a day after Trump fired FBI Director James B. Corney, who was

leading the investigation into the Trump campaign's contacts with Russian officials.
Trump reportedly told Lavrov that Corney was "crazy" and a "real nut job."
U.S. officials later revealed that Trump disclosed highly classified information to

Lavrov in the meeting that related to a critical source of intelligence on the Islamic
State.

https:/twww.washlngtonpostcomlworld/natlonal~secur!ty/pompeo-arn::!-!avrov-clash-oveHussian-e!ectlon-interference-ifrnews-conference-at-state-de,..
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Trump retweets a post naming the a1leged
whistle blower
By Colby ltkowitz
Dec. 28, 2019 at 9:18 p.m. EST

President Trump retweeted a post naming the alleged whistleblower who filed the
complaint that became the catalyst for the congressional inquiry that resulted in his
impeachment by the House of Representatives.

On Friday night, Trump shared a Twitter post from @surfermom77, who describes
herself as "100% Trump supporter," with his 68 million followers. That tweet
prominently named the alleged whistleblower and suggested that he had committed
perjury.
By Saturday morning, the post did not appear on Trump's timeline, though it was

visible to certain users and via direct link. On Saturday evening, Twitter
acknowledged that a technical glitch made Trump's retweet appear visible to some
users but not others.
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Twitter said the discrepancy was the result of a system error that affected tweets
from millions of users, including the president.
For months, Trump has threatened to disclose the identity of the whistleblower,

complaining that he should be able to face his accuser. In the past few days, he has
inched closer to doing so. On Thursday night, the president retweeted a link to a
Washington Examiner story that used the name.
The alleged whistleblower has also been named in other conservative media,

including Breitbart News. He was named by a contributor on Fox News, and Donald
Trump Jr. has tweeted the name.
The White House did not respond to a request for comment.

AD
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The whistleblower's identity has been kept secret because of whistleblower
protection laws, which exist to shield those who come forward with allegations of
wrongdoing by the government. Whistleblower advocates say this anonymity is
important, because it protects those who speak up from retaliation and encourages

others to come forward.
The Washington Post has chosen not to publish the name. Vice President for
Communications Kris Coratti said The Post "has long respected the right of
whistleblowers to report wrongdoing in confidence, which protects them against
retaliation. We also withhold identities or other facts when we believe that
publication would put an individual at risk. Both of those considerations apply in

this case."
Trump and his allies claim the law does not forbid disclosing the identity of the

whistleblower. Federal laws offer only limited protection for those in the
intelligence community who report wrongdoing, and those in the intelligence
community have even fewer protections than their counterparts in other agencies.

AD
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The 1998 Intelligence Community Whistleblower Protection Act did not detail any
protections for whistleblowers from retaliation - instead merely describing the
process to make a complaint.
Whistleblower attorney Bradley P. Moss told the The Post in September that the

law does not apply to members of Congress who might disclose the whistleblower's
name. "This is all very, very fragile, and a lot of the protections that we understand
to exist are based more on courtesy and custom than anything written down in
law," Moss said.

Moss is the law partner of Mark Zaid, one of the whistleblower's attorneys, though
he has had no involvement in that case.

AD

Attorney Stephen Kohn, an expert in whistleblower protection laws, said this

circumstance is unprecedented given the president's unique duty to protect the
confidentiality of intelligence agency whistleblowers.

In the whistleblower protection act that covers the intelligence community,
Congress gave the president enforcement authority to protect the whistleblower
because of the sensitivity of what that person could be revealing.
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"The paradox is that it was the president's duty to protect this person," Kohn said.
"It's inconceivable that he not only doesn't do it, but violates it."
The whistleblower, who works for the CIA, filed an official complaint that, among
other concerns, pointed to a July 25 phone conversation in which Trump asked
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky to investigate former vice president Joe
Biden, a Democratic presidential candidate.

AD

After several months of investigation, the House voted Dec. 18 to impeach Trump
on charges of abuse of power and obstruction of Congress. The Senate .vill hold a
trial

where the Republican majority is expected to acquit him - in early 2020,

once House Speaker Nancy Pelosi CD-Calif.) transfers the articles of impeachment.
Congressional Republicans have demanded the whistleblower testify as part of the
impeachment probe. Democrats have countered that such testimony is unnecessary

because other witnesses have corroborated and expanded on the original complaint,
which was based on secondhand information.
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The president has repeatedly disparaged the whistleblower, though never by name,
in tweets, interviews and rally speeches. In late September, Trump accused the
whistleblower's sources of being "close to a spy," adding, "you know what we used
to do in the old days when we were smart? Right? With spies and treason, right? We
used to handle them a little differently than we do now."

AD

In early November, the whistleblower's attorney sent White House counsel Pat
Cipollone a cease-and-desist letter, demanding the president stop denigrating the
whistleblower.
"I am writing out of deep concern that your client, the President of the United
States, is engaging in rhetoric and activity that places my client, the Intelligence
Community Whistleblower, and their family in physical danger," wrote attorney
Andrew P. Bakaj. "I am writing to respectfully request that you counsel your client
on the legal and ethical peril in which he is placing himself should anyone be
physically harmed as a result of his, or his surrogates', behavior."
The whistleblower, who is reportedly still at his job, is driven to and from work by
armed security officers when threats are elevated. Threats against him seem to
spike whenever Trump tweets about him, The Post has previously reported.
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The Twitter feed for @surfermom77, who identifies herself as "Sophia" on the social
media site, is a daily stream of pro-Trump and anti-Democrat memes and
propaganda. In 2016, the account shared the false conspiracy theory that President
Barack Obama was a Muslim.
In the days after Christmas, Trump retweeted more than a dozen posts from users
affiliated with QAnon, the conspiracy theory that there is a "deep state" secretly
plotting to take down Trump. The FBI has identified QAnon as a potential domestic
terrorism threat.
On Saturday morning, former solicitor general Neal Katyal, a frequent Trump critic,
reacted to Trump's retweet, writing on Twitter: "Who would want to live in a
country where its leader could just name the identity of a whistleblower and invite
retaliation against him? Despicable,
unAmerican, and @MittRomney your country (and your Party) needs you now."

AD
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Former senator Claire McCaskill (D-Mo.), who sponsored whistleblower protection
legislation in the Senate, singled out another Republican on Saturday, tweeting at

Sen. Charles E. Grassley (R-Iowa), who co-founded the Senate Whistleblower
Protection Caucus and has authored and co-authored many of the nation's
whistleblower protection laws. "@ChuckGrassley where the hell are you?"
McCaskill tweeted. "We worked hard on whistleblower protections. I thought your
desire to protect and defend whistleblowers was in your bones. Was I wrong? What
happened to you?"
Representatives for Grassley and Romney did not immediately respond to a request

for comment.

CORRECTION: An earlier version of this story incorrectly stated that Trump
deleted his post retweeting the name of the whistleblower. While the retweet was

not visible from Trump's timeline, it was accessible via direct link.
Matt Zapotosky contributed to this story.

Impeachment: What you need to read

Here's what you need to know to understand the impeachment of President
Trump.

"\\That's happening now: Trump is now the third U.S. president to be
impeached, after the House of Representatives adopted both articles of
impeachment against him.
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What happens next: Impeachment does not mean that the president has
been removed from office. The Senate must hold a trial to make that
determination. A trial is expected to take place in January. Here's more on
what happens next.

How we got here: A whistleblower complaint led Pelosi to announce the
beginning of an official impeachment inquiry on Sept. 24. Closed-door hearings
and subpoenaed documents related to the president's July 25 phone call with
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky followed. After two weeks of public
hearings in November, the House Intelligence Committee ½Tote a report that
was sent to the House Judiciary Committee, which held its mrn hearings. Pelosi
and House Democrats announced the articles of impeachment against Trump
on Dec. 10. The ,Judiciary Committee approved two articles of impeachment
against Trump: abuse of power and obstruction of Congress.
Stay informed: Read the latest reporting and analysis on impeachment here.
Listen: Follow The Post's coverage with daily updates from across our
podcasts.

Want to understand impeachment better? Sign up for the 5-Minute Fix
to get a guide in your inbox every weekday. Have questions? Submit them
here, and they may be ans,,,,-ered in the newsletter.
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Trump says he'd consider accepting information
from foreign governments on his opponents
By Colby ltkowitz

Tom Hamburger

June 12, 2019 at 7:26 p.m. EDT

President Trump on Wednesday said he would consider accepting information on
his political opponents from a foreign government, despite the concerns raised by
the intelligence community and special counsel Robert S. Mueller III over Russian
interference in the 2016 presidential election.
In an Oval Office interview with ABC's George Stephanopoulos, Trump also said he
wouldn't necessarily alert the FBI if a foreign country approached his campaign
with "oppo research" about his Democratic challenger.
"I think you might want to listen; there isn't anything wrong with listening," Trump
said. "If somebody called from a country, Norway, 'We have information on your
opponent,' oh, I think I'd want to hear it."

Keep up with the impeachment inquiry

X

https://w'ww.washlngtonpostcom/politlcs/trump~says-hed~conslder-acc-epting~dirt~from-foreign-govemments-on~his-opponents/2019/06!12/b84ba860-8<..
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When Stephanopoulos asked the president whether he'd want that kind of
"interference" in American politics, Trump pushed back on the word.
"It's not an interference, they have information

I think I'd take it," Trump said.

"If I thought there was something wrong, I'd go maybe to the FBI, if I thought there

was something wrong."
Although Mueller did not find enough evidence to establish a criminal conspiracy
involving the Trump campaign in his probe of Russia's role in the 2016 election, his

report said that the Russian government interfered in the election in a "sweeping
and systemic fashion" and that Trump's campaign was open to assistance from
Russian sources.
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Trump's remarks go further than those of his son-in-law and adviser, ,Jared
https:/Jwww.washingtonpost.com/po!itics/trump~says-hed-consider-acceptlng-dirt-from-foreign-govemments-on-h!s-opponents/2019/06/12/b84ba860-8,..
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Kushner, who told Axios last week that he didn't know whether he'd contact the FBI

if Russians reached out again.
And they are likely to reignite a debate on the 2020 campaign trail and in Congress
over what should be considered acceptable behavior by candidates - a debate that
was unresolved by Mueller's decision not to bring charges against any Americans
related to Russia's attack on the U.S. political system.

Trump dismissed the idea that his son, Donald Trump Jr., should have told the FBI
about his 2016 contacts with the Russians, including the Trump Tower meeting

Trump ,Jr. hosted after he was promised damaging information about Democrat
Hillary Clinton as part of a Russian government effort to help his father's campaign.

AD

"You're a congressman, someone comes up and says, 'I have information on your
opponent,' do you call the FBI?" Trump asked.

"lf it's coming from Russia, you do," Stepbanopoulos said, pointing out that Al
https://www.washingtonpost.com/poli!ics!trump~says~hed-conslder-accepting-Oirt-from-foreign-govemments-on-his-opponents/2019/06/121b84ba860-,8 .. ,
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Gore's campaign contacted the FBI when it received a stolen briefing book in 2000
and that the FBI director said recently that the agency should have been notified
when the Trump campaign received an offer of information on Clinton.
"The FBI director is wrong," Trump said.
An FBI spokeswoman declined to comment.
The FBI offers generic defensive briefings to campaigns, warning them of foreign
influence efforts, and at a May 7 Senate hearing, FBI Director Christopher A. Wray
said any suspected attempts should be reported.

AD

"I think my view is that if any public official or member of any campaign is
contacted by any nation-state or anybody acting on behalf of a nation-state about
influencing or interfering with our election, then that is something that the FBI
would want to know about," Wray said.

It is illegal to accept foreign campaign contributions, although an exchange of
information is a more murky matter.

Mueller found that it was not clear whether courts would accept that opposition
https;!/www.washlngtonpost.com/po!iticsltrump-says-hed-cons1der-accepting--dirt-from-foreign-governments~on-his-opponentsJ2019/06/12/b84ba860-8 .. ,
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research provided free by a foreign government constituted a "thing of value" and
thus an illegal foreign campaign contribution.
Ultimately, Mueller also found that he could not sustain a criminal case around the
meeting, in part because it would be difficult to prove that Trump Jr. knew it could

violate the law.

AD

Trevor Potter, counsel to John McCain's presidential campaigns, said that any
candidate who takes intelligence from a foreign government would be compromised
and left beholden to that country.
"The Founders feared exactly such foreign attempts to interfere in U.S. politics," he
said.
Republicans have accused Clinton's campaign of also accepting foreign assistance.

An opposition research firm funded by Clinton's campaign hired a former British
spy who interviewed Russian sources and others and produced a dossier that
included lurid and unproven allegations against Trump.

Democrats jumped on Trump's remarks Wednesday and called for the passage of
httpsJfwww.washlngtonpostcom/po!itics/trump-says-hed-conslder~accepting-dlrMrom-forelgn-governments-on-hls-opponentsJ2019/06/12/b84ba860-8.,,
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legislation to explicitly require candidates to disclose a foreign government's help as

it would campaign contributions.

AD

"Does he not know the oath of office requires him to defend the Constitution
against all enemies foreign and domestic?" said Sen. Mark R. Warner (Va.), the
highest-ranking Democrat on the Senate Intelligence Committee.

Warner said that if the president "does not have enough of a moral compass" to
understand this is wrong, "perhaps we need legislation saying that there is a duty to
report such offers of assistance to law enforcement. I just can't understand this. I
think every past presidential campaign - Republican or Democrat - would have
recognized that obligation."
Appearing on CNN shortly after Trump's remarks aired, House Intelligence

Committee Chairman Adam B. Schiff (D-Calif.) said a change in campaign law is
needed "to deter the kind of unethical unpatriotic conduct the president engaged in
the last campaign and is completely willing to do all over again. He learned
nothing."

Matt Zapotosky and Rosalind S. Helderman contributed to this report.
https;//www"washingtonpostcom/poli!lcs/trump-says~hed-consfder-acceptlng-dirt~from-foretgn-governments-on-his-opponents/2019/06/12Jb84ba860-8.,.
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Trump tries to force Ukraine to medd]e in the
2020 e]ection
By Editorial Board
September 5, 2019 at 7:31 p.m. EDT

UKRAINE'S NEOPHYTE president, Volodymyr Zelensky, took a big step this week
toward proving that he will be, as he promised, the most pro-reform president in
Ukraine's history. On Monday, he laid out a breathtakingly ambitious five-year plan
including virtually every measure the International Monetary Fund and Western

governments have urged on Ukraine in recent years, from land reform to the
privatization of state companies to a cleansing of the judiciary.

That ought to be cause for celebration in Washington, where successive Democratic
and Republican administrations have tried to draw Ukraine away from Vladimir
Putin's Russia and into the ranks of Western democracies, only to be frustrated by
the fecklessness and corruption of the country's political leaders. Yet Mr. Zelensky
has so far failed to win the backing of President Trump. Not only has Mr. Trump
refused to grant the Ukrainian leader a White House visit, but also he has
suspended the delivery of $250 million in U.S. military aid to a country still fighting

Russian aggression in its eastern provinces.

Broaden your horizons: Get opinions from all sides in your inbox
https:i/www.washingtonpostcom/op1nions/g1oba!~opinions/is-trump-strorig-armlng~ukraines-new-president-for~po!itlca!-gain/2019/09/05/4eb239b0-cffa-...

AB

39-405

1/6

01/18/2020

1234
1/3/2020

ls Trump strong~arrrnng Volodymyr Zelensky for political gain?~ The Washington Post

Some suspect Mr. Trump is once again catering to Mr. Putin, who is dedicated to
undermining Ukrainian democracy and independence. But we're reliably told that

the president has a second and more venal agenda: He is attempting to force Mr.
Zelensky to intervene in the 2020 U.S. presidential election by launching an
investigation of the leading Democratic candidate, Joe Biden. Mr. Trump is not just
soliciting Ukraine's help with his presidential campaign; he is using U.S. military

aid the country desperately needs in an attempt to extort it.

AD

The strong-arming of Mr. Zelensky was openly reported to the New York Times last
month by Mr. Trump's personal lawyer, Rudolph W. Giuliani, who said he had met
in Madrid with a close associate of the Ukrainian leader and urged that the new
government restart an investigation of Mr. Biden and his son. Hunter Eiden served
on the board of a Ukrainian gas company, while Joe Eiden, as vice president, urged
the dismissal of Ukraine's top prosecutor, who investigated the firm.

https:ilwww.washingtonpostcom/opinions/g!obal-opinions/is-trump-strong-arming~ukralnes-new-pres!dent-for-political~gatn/2019/09/05/4eb239b0-cffa-.<,
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Mr. Giuliani also wants a probe of claims that revelations of payments by a
Ukrainian political party to Mr. Trump's 2016 campaign chairman, Paul Manafort,
were part of a plot to vvTeck Mr. Trump's candidacy. In other words, Trump
associates want the Ukrainian government to prove that Ukraine improperly acted

against Mr. Trump in the 2016 election; but they also want it to meddle in his favor
for 2020.
Mr. Zelensky is incapable of delivering on either demand. The revelations about Mr.
Manafort came from a Ukrainian legislator who was fighting for domestic reform,
not Hillary Clinton. And the Biden case, which has already been investigated by
Ukrainian authorities, is bogus on its face. The former vice president was one of a
host of senior Western officials who pressed for the dismissal of the prosecutor,
who was accused of blocking anti-corruption measures.

AD

The White House claims Mr. Trump suspended Ukraine's military aid in order for it
be reviewed. But, as CNN reported, the Pentagon has already completed the study
and recommended that the hold be lifted. Yet Mr. Trump has not yet acted. If his
recalcitrance has a rationale, other than seeking to compel a foreign government to
aid his reelection, the president has yet to reveal it.

https://www,washingtonpost.comfopinions/g!obaf-opinions/is-trump-strong-arming-ukraines-new-president-for-po!itlca!-gain/2019/09/05/4eb239b0-cffa-...
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Read more:
Oliver Bullough: Why the alleged Joe Biden 'Ukraine conspiracy' doesn't hold up
Erik Wemple: New York Times, Bloomberg square off over Eiden-Ukraine reporting
Paul Waldman: Trump is already colluding with a foreign government to get
reelected
The Post's View: Ukraine has an extraordinary chance to turn things around

Maksym Eristavi: Ukraine's new president needs to let his diplomats do their job
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Trump ,vanted Barr to hold news conference
saying the president broke no Ia,vs in can ,vith
Ukrainian leader
By Matt Zapotosky, Josh Dawsey

Carol D. leo1111ig

November 6, 2019 at 8:02 p.111. EST

President Trump wanted Attorney General William P. Barr to hold a news
conference declaring that the commander in chief had broken no laws during a
phone call in which he pressed his Ukrainian counterpart to investigate a political
rival, though Barr ultimately declined to do so, people familiar with the matter said.

The request from Trump traveled from the president to other White House officials
and eventually to the ,Justice Department. The president has mentioned Barr's
demurral to associates in recent weeks, saying he wished Barr would have held the
news conference, Trump advisers say.
In recent weeks, the Justice Department has sought some distance from the White
House, particularly on matters relating to the burgeoning controversy over Trump's
dealings on Ukraine and the impeachment inquiry they sparked.

Get exclusive analysis on the most important global story of the clay,
in your inbox
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People close to the administration say Barr and Trump remain on good terms. A

senior administration official said Trump praised the attorney general publicly and
privately Wednesday, and deputy White House press secretary Hogan Gidley said in

a statement: "The President has nothing but respect for AG Barr and greatly
appreciates the work he's done on behalf of the country

and no amount of shady

sources with clear intent to divide, smear, and slander will change that."
But those close to the administration also concede that the depaitment has made
several recent maneuvers putting it at odds with the White House at a particularly
precarious time for the president. Like others, they spoke on the condition of
anonymity to discuss the politically fraught situation.

The request for the news conference came sometime around Sept. 25, when the
administration released a rough transcript of the president"s July phone can with
Ukrainian President Volodyrnyr Zelensky. The document showed that Trump urged
Zelensky to investigate former vice president Joe Eiden and his son Hunter - while
dangling a possible White House visit for the foreign leader.
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By then, a whistleblower complaint about the call had moved congressional

Democrats to launch the impeachment inquiry, and the administration was on the
defensive. As the rough transcript was released, a ,Justice Department
spokeswoman said officials had evaluated it and the whistleblower complaint to see

whether campaign finance laws had been broken, determined that none had been
and decided "no further action was warranted."

It was not immediately clear why Barr would not go beyond that statement ·with a
televised assertion that the president broke no laws, nor was it clear how forcefully
the president's desire was communicated. A ,Justice Department spokeswoman
declined to comment. A senior administration official said, "The DOJ did in fact
release a statement about the call, and the claim that it resulted in tension because
it wasn't a news conference is completely false."
From the moment the administration released the rough transcript, Barr made
dear that whatever the president was up to, he was not a party to it.

AD
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Though the rough transcript shows Trnmp offering Zelensky the services of his

attorney general to aid investigations of Biden and his son, a Barr spokeswoman
said that Barr and Trump had never discussed that.
"The President has not spoken with the Attorney General about having Ukraine
investigate anything relating to former vice president Eiden or his son,"
spokeswoman Kerri Kupec said in a statement released at the same time as the
rough transcript. "The President has not asked the Attorney General to contact

Ukraine - on this or any other matter. The Attorney General has not
communicated with Ukraine - on this or any other subject."

It would not be the last time the ,Justice Department would have to distance itself
from the White House on a matter relevant to the impeachment inquiry. After
acting White House chief of staff Mick Mulvaney said at a televised briefing last

month that Ukraine's cooperation in the investigations Trump wanted was tied to
hundreds of millions of dollars of aid that the United States had withheld from
Kyiv, a Justice Department official quickly made dear to reporters that the
department did not endorse that position.

AD
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"If the White House was withholding aid in regards to the cooperation of any
investigation at the Department of ,Justice, that is news to us," the official said.
The department - and Barr in particular - has similarly sought separation from
Rudolph W. Giuliani, the president's personal lawyer who was leading the effort to
investigate the Ridens.

In addition to asserting that Barr and Trump had never discussed investigating the
Bidens, Kupec said in her statement that the attorney general had not "discussed

this matter, or anything relating to Ukraine, with Rudy Giuliani." Barr's allies had
previously confided to reporters that the attorney general was unhappy with
Giuliani, particularly over his going outside of normal channels to pursue
investigations of interest to the president.

AD

Last month, after the department arrested two Giuliani associates who had worked
on investigating the Bidens· activities in Ukraine, the New York Times reported that
Giuliani had participated in a meeting about a separate case with Brian A.
Benczkowski, the head of the ,Justice Department's Criminal Division, and lawyers
in the department's fraud section.

https:/Jwww,washingtonpostcom/world/national-security/trump~wanted-barr~to--hold-news-conference-saying-the-pres!dent-broke-no-!aws-!n-ca!!-wlth-,,,
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The day after that report, the department issued an unusual statement saying those
in the meeting were unaware of the case that led to charges against Giuliani's
associates for alleged campaign finance violations. Giuliani also is being
investigated as a part of the case, though he has said he has not been told of that.

"When Mr. Benczkowski and fraud section lawyers met with Mr. Giuliani, they were
not aware of any investigation of Mr. Giuliani's associates in the Southern District
of New York and would not have met with him had they known," Peter Carr, a
department spokesman, told the Times.

AD

People close to Barr assert that while Barr is a strong believer in the power of the
presidency, he has always recognized there might be times when he has to preserve

the Justice Department's independence.
"My take is that Barr hasn't changed one bit, that he has had a healthy distance

from the beginning," one person close to the administration said, speaking on the
condition of anonymity to candidly desclibe Barr's relationship with Trump. "He
knows the parameters of the relationship between a president and an AG."

https;//www.washingtonpost.com/world/nationa!Msecurity/trump-wanted-barr-to~hotdMnewsMconference-sayingmtheMpresidentMbroke--no~laws-in-caUMwith-...
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Trump had a famously dysfunctional relationship with his first Senate-confirmed

attorney general, Jeff Sessions. The president blamed Sessions for special counsel
Robert S. Mueller HI's investigation into whether his campaign coordinated with
Russia to influence the 2016 election because - in the president's view - Sessions's
recusa1 from that case allowed for Mueller's appointment and everything that
followed. Muel1er, though, was appointed by the deputy attorney general at the
time, Rod J. Rosenstein, weeks after Sessions recused himself.

AD

Trump publicly and privately attacked Sessions for virtually Sessions's entire tenure

in the top law enforcement job and toyed constantly with firing him. He finally did
so after the 2018 midterm elections and nominated Barr as his permanent
replacement. His resentment lingers to this day, as Sessions is expected to

announce a run for his old Senate seat.

https:f/www.washingtonpost.com/wor!d/national-.securityftrump-wanted-barr-to-hold-news-conferenci:Haylng-the--president-broke-no-laws~ln-cal!-with-...
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Though Barr was a relative outsider to Trumpworld when the president picked him
as attorney general, he quickly won the president's affection. In announcing
Mueller's principal conclusions - before Mueller's final report had been issued Barr declared that the special counsel had found insufficient evidence to allege
coordination between Russia and the Trump campaign. And while Mueller had not
reached a determination on whether the president had obstructed justice, Barr said
he had reviewed the case himself and determined Trump had not.
Barr's descriptions so agitated Mueller that the special counsel sent a letter to the
attorney general complaining that Barr "did not fully capture the context, nature,
and substance" of the special counsel's work. Barr ultimately would release
Mueller's final repo1t - which painted a far more damning picture for Trump

but

even as he did so, he held a news conference and endorsed one of the president's
famed talking points.
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"As he said from the beginning," Barr declared, referring to Trump, "there was, in

fact, no collusion."
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Detractors have criticized the attorney general as eroding the Justice Department's
independence, though Trump has generally been pleased. Most recently, allies say
he has been heartened as Barr has sought to investigate those involved in the Russia
case, tapping U.S. Attorney John Durham to lead an inquiry into the origins of the
Mueller investigation and whether the U.S. government's "intelligence collection
activities" related to the Trump campaign were "lawful and appropriate."
On Ukraine, though, the White House and Justice Department have been somewhat
out of sync.
Some time after The Washington Post began reporting on the nature of the
whistleblower's complaint about Trump's phone call, the Justice Department
pushed to release the rough transcript. Leaders there believed - perhaps
misguidedly - that doing so could quell the budding controversy, because in his
conversation with Zelensky, Trump did not explicitly push for a quid pro quo tying
U.S. aid for Ukraine to the politically beneficial investigations he sought. The White
House was initially resistant.
The Justice Department had not always been on the side of full transparency,
blocking transmission of the whistleblower complaint to Congress after its Office of
Legal Counsel determined it was not appropriate to do so- even though the
intelligence community inspector general felt the law required it to be handed over.
Unbeknown to the public, the department weighed whether to investigate a
potential campaign finance crime, though ultimately concluded there was not
sufficient basis to do so after an inquiry limited essentially to reviewing the rough
transcript of the Trump-Zelensky call.

https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/national-security/trump-wanted-barr-to-hold-news-conference-saying-the-president-broke--no-laws-in..call-with-... 9/13

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

1246
1/312020

Trump wanted Barr to hold news conference saying the president broke no laws in call with Ukrainian leader - The Washington Post

Though Barr did not hold a news conference clearing Trump of any wrongdoing, the
Justice Department did issue its statement saying it would not investigate the
matter - at least for campaign finance violations. While that was a partial win for
Trump, it has allowed Congress to expedite its impeachment inquiry without fear of
impeding law enforcement - and make public unflattering testimony about the
president and his allies' dealings in Ukraine.

Tom Hamburger contributed to this report.

Impeachment: What you need to read

Here's what you need to know to understand the impeachment of President
Trump.

What's happening now: Trump is now the third U.S. president to be
impeached, after the House of Representatives adopted both articles of
impeachment against him.
What happens next: Impeachment does not mean that the president has
been removed from office. The Senate must hold a trial to make that
determination. A trial is expected to take place in January. Here's more on
what happens next.
How we got here: A whistleblower complaint led Pelosi to announce the
beginning of an official impeachment inquiry on Sept. 24. Closed-door hearings
and subpoenaed documents related to the president's July 25 phone call with
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky followed. After two weeks of public
hearings in November, the House Intelligence Committee wrote a report that
was sent to the House Judiciary Committee, which held its own hearings. Pelosi
and House Democrats announced the articles of impeachment against Trump
on Dec. 10. The Judiciary Committee approved two articles of impeachment
against Trump: abuse of power and obstruction of Congress.
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Stay informed: Read the latest reporting and analysis on impeachment here.
Listen: Follow The Post's coverage with daily updates from across our
podcasts.
Want to understand impeachment better? Sign up for the 5-Minute Fix
to get a guide in your inbox every weekday. Have questions? Submit them
here, and they may be answered in the newsletter.
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Trump's lawyer and the Venezuelan president:
How Giuliani got involved in back-channel talks
with Maduro
By Rosalind S. Helderman, Tom Hamburger, Anthony Faiola and Josh Dawsey
Dec, 30, 2019 at 7:38 a.m. EST

The international call came in September 2018, after months of rising tension
between the United States and Venezuela, a key strategic player in South America.
On one end of the line was Venezuela's socialist president, the pariah leader of a
disintegrating economy whom President Trump's administration was seeking to
isolate.
On the other end: the U.S. president's personal attorney Rudolph W. Giuliani and
then-Rep. Pete Sessions (R-Tex.).
Both were part of a shadow diplomatic effort, backed in part by private interests,
aimed at engineering a negotiated exit to ease President Nicolas Maduro from
power and reopen resource-rich Venezuela to business, according to people familiar
with the endeavor.
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Sessions had served as emissary in the back-channel effort, visiting Maduro in
Caracas that spring. The phone call, which Giuliani joined, was a follow-up to that
visit, Sessions's spokesman Matt Mackowiak told The Washington Post.
The phone conversation involving the Venezuelan president and Trump's personal
lawyer, which has not been previously reported, provides another example of how
Giuliani used his private role to insert himself into foreign diplomacy, alarming
administration officials confused about whose interests he was representing.
Giuliani operated a similar campaign this year in Ukraine, where he pressured
officials to announce investigations to benefit Trump - an endeavor that led to the
president's impeachment this month.
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The impeachment inquiry pushed into the spotlight consulting work Giuliani has
undertaken around the globe even as he has been representing Trump at no charge.
His freelancing has triggered concerns among White House officials that his
intercessions have muddied and at times undercut official U.S. policy, according to
people familiar with the worries, who, like others cited in this story, spoke on the
condition of anonymity to describe internal discussions. Meanwhile, federal
prosecutors are scrutinizing the former New York mayor as part of an investigation
into possible foreign lobbying violations.
Word ofGiuliani's call with Maduro eventually reached White House officials who
did not know why he was involved, according to one former senior administration
official.
Giuliani's willingness to talk with Maduro in late 2018 flew in the face of the official
policy of the White House, which, under national security adviser John Bolton, was
then ratcheting up sanctions and taking a harder line against the Venezuelan
government.

AD

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

1251
Around the time of the phone call, Giuliani met with Bolton to discuss the off-thebooks plan to ease Maduro from office - a plan Bolton vehemently rejected, two
people familiar with the meeting said.
Giuliani did not respond to multiple requests for comment. A lawyer for Bolton
declined to comment. The White House did not respond to requests for comment.
In January 2019, the United States formally recognized Maduro's rival Juan Guaid6
as president, a policy move backed by Bolton. Later in the year, Giuliani would pick
up a client in the region: a Venezuelan tycoon under investigation by the Justice
Department for possible money-laundering.

It is not clear why Giuliani became involved in the back-channel negotiations with
Venezuela's president or the extent of his role. But the tale of behind-the-scenes
talks with Maduro offers another example in which the president's personal
attorney aligned with private interests to try to sway U.S. foreign policy. And the
episode involves some of the figures who played a role in the Ukraine effort including Sessions, an 11-term congressman who pushed for the ouster of the U.S.
ambassador to Ukraine around the time he met with Giuliani associate Lev Parnas
in 2018.
Sessions, who lost his seat that November and is now running for Congress in
another Texas district, said through his spokesman that he has known Giuliani for
three decades but has never worked with him on any private-sector activities.

Back-channel mission
When Trump took office, he promised to take a tougher stand against Maduro, who
has been Venezuela's president since the 2013 death ofleader Hugo Chavez and has
grown increasingly repressive, even as his country has sunk into economic crisis.
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That approach had the backing of Republicans in Florida, which has large and
politically engaged Venezuelan and Cuban communities. Sen. Marco Rubio (R-Fla.)
accused then-President Barack Obama of failing to hold Maduro accountable and of
naively pursuing negotiations that failed to remove him from office.
Trump's personal interest in the country was piqued by a February 2017 White
House visit by Lilian Tintori, the wife of a prominent Venezuelan political prisoner.
She was also a former kite-surfing champion who had appeared in that country's
version of the reality show "Survivor."
Trump quickly adopted Venezuela as a cause, surprising some in the human rights
community, who noted that he did not show similar interest in abuses in countries
such as North Korea and Russia.
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That year, the Trump administration labeled Venezuela's vice president a drug
kingpin and froze his assets in the United States. It also imposed economic
sanctions on Venezuelan companies and banned travel to the United States by
government officials and their families.
"This corrupt regime destroyed a prosperous nation by imposing a failed ideology
that has produced poverty and misery everywhere it has been tried," Trump
declared before the U.N. General Assembly in September 2017. "To make matters
worse, Maduro has defied his own people, stealing power from their elected
representatives to preserve his disastrous rule."
Conditions worsened in Venezuela, where there were frequent shortages of basic
goods including food and medicine, runaway inflation and spates of civil unrest.
But Maduro remained in power.
In February 2018, Maduro announced that a presidential election would be held
that spring. But most opposition candidates would be banned from running,
leading to fears that the vote would be a sham election used to consolidate his
power.
U.S. business executives with interests in Venezuela - among them Harry Sargeant
III, the chief executive of a Florida-based global energy and shipping company who
has worked extensively in the country - began encouraging negotiations to ease
Maduro out of office.
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In a statement, Sargeant said he "supported the idea of a back channel based on my
over 30 years of firsthand experience in Venezuela and my observation of the
political dynamic going on in Caracas at the time."
"I believed then and now that an adversarial sanctions policy alone would have two
profoundly negative effects," he added. "First, it would exacerbate Venezuela's
humanitarian crisis. Second, I believed it would undermine key U.S. business
interests in Venezuela to the benefit of American adversaries like the Russians and
Chinese."

It was against this backdrop that Mackowiak said Sessions accepted an invitation
from Maduro to quietly visit Caracas and try to negotiate a path to improved
relations between the United States and Venezuela.
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Sessions, a former chairman of the National Republican Congressional Committee
who chaired the House Rules Committee at the time, had long been interested in
Venezuela, in part because many of his Texas constituents had energy interests
there, according to his spokesman.
"He was pleased to help with this back-channel mission, which was coordinated
with the highest levels of the U.S. State Department," Mackowiak said, adding that
Sessions met with top U.S. officials before and after his trip.
The State Department did not respond to requests for comment.
But people familiar with State Department officials' role said those officials did not
initiate the trip or organize or participate in Sessions's meeting with Maduro. And
several U.S. officials disputed the notion that the trip was done with the
government's backing, noting that the White House at the time wanted to take a
harder line with Maduro and was not interested in making concessions.
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National Security Council officials, in particular, were opposed to the kind of
settlement with Maduro that Sessions was advocating.
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"There was absolutely no interest or appetite for negotiations," said a former White
House official. "We generally did not welcome efforts like this one. It wasn't
consistent with our policy goals. We saw it as a nuisance and a distraction."
Sessions's spokesman dismissed such complaints as part of a "turf battle" among
Washington bureaucrats.
"There might have been a disagreement between the State Department and the NSC
about how best to bring peace to Venezuela," Mackowiak said. "But Rep. Sessions
was pleased to be part of an effort, coordinated closely with the State Department,
to bring a democratically elected president to Venezuela."

List of concessions
Sessions's district is home to ExxonMobil and other oil companies that were once
active in Venezuela but were forced to scale back amid political turbulence. But
Sessions told the Dallas Morning News in

2018

that the oil interests did not play a

role in his decision to become involved. He said he had been working with various
players, including representatives of the Venezuelan opposition, to negotiate a
solution for more than a year.
Sessions told the newspaper he was working to foster "dialogue between parties
that are trying to make progress."
Mackowiak said Sessions used his own money to pay for the two-day trip.
Two people with knowledge of the visit said he was hosted by Raul Gorrin Belisario,
the owner of a major television network in Venezuela who was viewed with distrust
by some U.S. officials and months later would be indicted in Florida on charges of
money-laundering and bribery.
The people said that rather than staying in a U.S. facility, Sessions stayed at
Gorrin's lavish, modernist, walled compound in a fashionable part of the capital.

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

1257
Mackowiak said that Sessions's trip, including where Sessions stayed, was
coordinated with State Department officials.
Sessions left Caracas with a list of concessions that had been agreed to by Maduro
- his departure from power and a commitment to allow free and fair elections in
exchange for leniency from the United States - according to Mackowiak.
But some U.S. officials said they worried that the deal Sessions was floating was
intended to legitimize the upcoming election by opening up the vote to at least some
opposition candidates, which could help Maduro remain in power, rather than ease
him from office, according to a person familiar with the conversations. And they
were concerned that the back-channel overtures sent mixed messages to the
Maduro government.

A cigar bar meeting
About five weeks after returning from Caracas, Sessions met in his Capitol Hill
office with Parnas, who Mackowiak said wanted to discuss a proposal to sell
liquefied natural gas in Ukraine.
In an indictment this fall charging Parnas and his business partner Igor Fruman
with illegally channeling foreign money into U.S. election campaign accounts,
federal prosecutors said Parnas sought Sessions's assistance in ousting then-U.S.
Ambassador to Ukraine Marie Yovanovitch at the behest of "one or more Ukrainian

government officials."
On May 9, the same day that Parnas posted photos of his meeting with Sessions on
Facebook, the congressman sent Secretary of State Mike Pompeo a letter urging
Yovanovitch's removal.
Mackowiak said Sessions did not act at the request of Parnas but wrote the letter
after hearing concerns about the ambassador from several members of Congress
who had traveled to Ukraine.
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Meanwhile, in Venezuela, Maduro won reelection in May with nearly 68 percent of
the vote. The international community largely rejected the vote because of
allegations of fraud and the banning of key opposition parties, and civil unrest
ensued as Maduro prepared to begin another term.
In August, U.S. prosecutors charged Gorrin, Sessions's host for the congressman's
Venezuela visit, with participating in a $1 billion money-laundering and bribery
scheme. Prosecutors have said Gorrin is a fugitive. Neither Gorrin nor his Miamibased lawyer responded to requests for comment.
Around that time, Giuliani, who had joined Trump's legal team months earlier,
began talks with individuals who were part of the back channel to Maduro. In
August, Giuliani met in New York with Parnas and two American business
executives with investments in Venezuela to discuss the effort, according to people
familiar with the gathering.
The meeting took place at a favorite Giuliani hangout, the Grand Havana Room
cigar bar, blocks from Trump Tower in Manhattan. Over whiskey and cigars,
Giuliani agreed to try to discern whether there was a way to negotiate with Maduro
and perhaps reach a diplomatic solution to the political chaos and economic
collapse overtaking the country, one of the participants said.

The phone call
About a month later, Maduro was on the phone with Sessions. In the room with the
Venezuelan president at the time was the country's first lady, who serves as a close
adviser to her husband, as well as Venezuela's vice president and information
minister, according to a person familiar with the conversation.
Giuliani was introduced at the beginning of the call but appeared mostly to listen as
Maduro and Sessions spoke, Mackowiak said.
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In the nearly hour-long conversation, they reviewed the concessions that Maduro
had agreed to make during Sessions's visit months earlier, according to the person
familiar with the call.
The Communications Ministry of Venezuela did not respond to a request for
comment.
Later, word filtered to the White House that Giuliani and Sessions had participated
in a call with Maduro, causing confusion, said a former senior administration
official.
"We didn't know why Rudy was involved at the time," the person said.
Not long after the call, Giuliani told some of his associates that he had taken the
idea of a soft landing for Maduro to Bolton, the president's national security
adviser. But he said the meeting had not gone well, according to people familiar
with his account.
Charles Cooper, a lawyer for Bolton, declined to comment.
Bolton's distaste for Giuliani's foreign policy freelancing emerged during the
impeachment inquiry. Former national security official Fiona Hill testified that
Bolton warned her not to interact with the president's lawyer, calling him "a hand
grenade who's going to blow everybody up."
In January of this year, the situation in Venezuela disintegrated as Maduro
prepared to be formally inaugurated for another term. The legislature, led by
Maduro's opposition, declared that the election had been illegitimate and named
legislative leader Guaid6 the nation's new president. He was quickly recognized by
the United States and dozens of other countries.
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Some Venezuelan business leaders who had amassed vast wealth under Maduro but
had been severely constrained by U.S. sanctions switched sides and began to assist
Guaid6.
Among them was Gorr:in, who played a key role in a failed effort to persuade the
nation's Supreme Court to recognize Guaid6 over Maduro, part of an effort to curry
favor with the Americans, as The Post has reported.
This summer, another wealthy Venezuelan energy executive, Alejandro Betancourt
Lopez, hired Giuliani to serve as his lawyer and help argue that he should not be
charged in a

$1.2 billion

money-laundering case in Florida.

Eight men - including Betancourt's cousin - have already been charged in the
case, which alleges that top officials of Venezuela's state-owned oil company,
business leaders and bankers conspired to steal money from the company and then
launder it through Miami real estate purchases and other investment schemes. Two
people familiar with the matter said that Betancourt is referred to in the criminal
complaint as a uncharged coconspirator.
Jon Sale, a Miami-based lawyer representing Betancourt, has said his client denies
any wrongdoing. He declined to comment on Betancourt's relationship with Giuliani.

In early August, Giuliani was hosted at Betancourt's lavish estate outside Madrid
when Giuliani met at Trump's direction with a top aide to the Ukrainian president,
as The Post previously reported.
Giuliani later met with Justice Department officials and urged them not to charge
Betancourt, The Post reported.
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In response to questions about his work for Betancourt, Giuliani wrote in a text
message last month: "This is attorney client privilege so I will withstand whatever
malicious lies or spin you put on it."
The news that Giuliani was representing the wealthy energy executive before the
administration while also serving as the president's personal attorney disturbed
veteran U.S. officials who have experience in Venezuela.
"You have to ask, 'Why is he doing this?'" said one former senior administration
official.

Alice Crites and Carol Morello contributed to this report.
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Trump's interest in stirring Ukraine
investigations sows confusion in Kiev
By Anton Troianovski, Josh Dawsey and Paul Sonne
May 11, 2019 at 2:58 p.m. EDT

MOSCOW - As President Trump and his inner circle appear increasingly focused
on Ukraine as a potential tripwire for Joe Biden and other Democrats, officials
about to take power in Kiev are pushing their own message: Leave us out of it.
Supporters of Ukrainian President-elect Volodymyr Zelensky- who is expected to
take office in the coming weeks - said in interviews Saturday that they feared they
were being pulled into a domestic political conflict in the United States, potentially
at Ukraine's expense.
Trump's personal attorney, Rudolph W. Giuliani, said Friday that he was canceling
a trip to Ukraine during which he was planning to push for investigations that
include Biden's son, Hunter, and his time on the board of a Ukraine gas company.
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Giuliani said he was calling off the trip because there were "enemies" of Trump on
the team of Zelensky, a comedian with no previous political experience who toppled
President Petro Poroshenko in a runoff election last month.
Zelensky - who played Ukraine's president on a popular TV show

has pledged to

fight corruption and push to end the war against Russian-backed separatists in
eastern Ukraine. But maintaining a close relationship with Washington is critical.
Many Ukrainian officials see U.S. support as a key deterrent preventing Russian
President Vladimir Putin from encroaching further on their territory. Western
diplomats in Kiev have voiced concerns that Zelensky, given his lack of political
experience, could be outmatched in negotiations with Putin.
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Serhiy Leshchenko, a Ukrainian member of parliament and a prominent Zelensky
backer, said Ukraine was being drawn into a "dangerous game."
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A person close to Zelensky, who spoke on the condition of anonymity because of the
sensitivity of the matter, said the president-elect's team viewed Trump's interest in
the investigations as a domestic U.S. matter and was determined not to let it
distract from his agenda.
"This is definitely not our war," the person close to Zelensky said. "We have to stay
away from this as much as possible."
The person said Zelensky would rule out using political pressure to lean on
Ukrainian law enforcement to achieve any White House aims.
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One investigation that has attracted Trump and Giuliani's interest involves a
Ukrainian gas company on whose board Hunter Eiden served while his father was
vice president. Trump said Friday that it would be "appropriate" for him to talk to
Attorney General William P. Barr about opening an investigation over the matter
into Joe Eiden, the current front-runner for the Democratic presidential
nomination.
"Certainly it is a very big issue and we'll see what happens," Trump told Politico.
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There is no evidence that Biden's conduct as vice president was improper while his
son served on the board of a Ukrainian gas company.
Giuliani also has pushed for Ukrainian officials to investigate unproven allegations
that the Democratic National Committee worked with the Ukrainian government in
2016 to

dig up incriminating information about Paul Manafort, Trump's former

campaign chairman. The DNC has denied those allegations.
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In recent days, Giuliani had said he was planning to fly to Ukraine on Sunday and
would encourage Ukrainian officials to push those investigations forward.
He told The Washington Post on Friday that he was planning to give a paid speech
in Ukraine and had heard from a connection there that he could have a meeting
with Zelensky.
"What I'm pushing for - don't let the crooks bury the case for the second time it's all part of a corrupt arrangement between United States political officials of the
Democratic Party and Ukrainian officials to dig up dirt on Republicans," Giuliani
said. "I'm going to make sure that nothing scuttles the investigation that I want."
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However, Giuliani told Fox News later on Friday that he was canceling his trip to
Ukraine because he had learned that Zelensky was surrounded by foes of Trump.
''I'm convinced from what I've heard from two very reliable people tonight that the
president [Zelensky] is surrounded by people who were enemies of the president
[Trump], and people who are - at least [in] one case - clearly corrupt and involved
in this scheme," Giuliani said.
He declined to say whether he was acting at Trump's request or whether he had
briefed the president. He said "most of it" was of his own volition, but that the
president wanted to get to the "truth."
Zelensky has not responded publicly to Giuliani's statements about a possible visit,
and it was not clear whether Giuliani actually had a meeting scheduled with the
president-elect. The person close to Zelensky said there had been no meeting
request from Giuliani via official channels.
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"Neither Volodymyr nor those around him are enemies of America or its president.
Definitely, not a single one of them is," the person close to Zelensky said. "We don't
want everything to be boiled down to such accusations."
Zelensky has referred to Prosecutor General Yuri Lutsenko - who spoke to The Hill
newspaper this year about alleged wrongdoing by the Bidens - as a member of the
"old team" whom he plans to replace.
Some of Zelensky's supporters say Ukrainian officials allied with Poroshenko are
now trying to secure their jobs by currying favor with the Trump administration.
"He is pulling Ukraine into this dangerous game in order to save his post,"
Leshchenko, the Ukrainian member of parliament and a Zelensky supporter, said of
Lutsenko. "He is pulling Ukraine into a front of a domestic political war in
America."
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A spokeswoman for Lutsenko said the prosecutor had nothing to do with Giuliani's
potential visit to Ukraine and had no further comment. A spokesman for Biden's
campaign declined to comment.
As vice president, Joe Biden became the face of U.S. policy toward Ukraine after its

pro-Western uprising in 2014.
At the same time, Hunter Biden joined the board of a little-known Ukrainian gas
company owned by a business tycoon and former government minister, Mykola
Zlochevsky. The tycoon was facing the prospect of prosecution alongside other
former officials from the toppled pro-Moscow government ofViktor Yanukovych.
Zlochevsky had twice served in Ukrainian government positions that influenced the
issuing of natural gas production and exploration licenses. The company he would
ultimately own won licenses and expanded to become one of the biggest gas
producers in the nation. Zlochevsky, through spokespeople, has denied any
wrongdoing.
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The addition of Hunter Biden and other prominent Westerners to the gas company
board offered it a public image of stability when Ukraine's new government was
going after the assets of former officials.
Hunter Biden and other Western board members set about overhauling the
reputation of the gas company in the eyes of Europeans and Americans.
For many Ukrainians, Hunter Biden's involvement with a gas company linked to a
former Yanukovych-era official sent the wrong signals. It was seen as counter to the
anti-corruption message the U.S. vice president was extolling in Ukraine at the
time.
U.S. officials involved in Ukraine policy also felt uncomfortable with Hunter Biden's
activities. Yet the vice president's son continued to serve on the board, even as the
U.S. ambassador to Ukraine at the time, Geoffrey R. Pyatt, pointed to Zlochevsky's
case as an example of the new Ukrainian government's shortcomings in going after
corruption.
At the time, Biden's office defended Hunter's leeway to serve on the board as a
private citizen and said the vice president had nothing to do with the company and
did not endorse its activities.

Dawsey and Sonne reportedfrom Washington. David L. Stern in Prairie Village,
Kan., and Matt Viser in Washington contributed to this report.
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Trump's legal team remains in disarray as new
lawyer will no longer represent him in Russia
probe
By Josh Dawsey. Carol D. Leonnig and Rosalind S. Helderman
March 25, 2018 at 7:11 p.m. EDT

President Trump's legal team reversed course Sunday, announcing that a lawyer
slated to join the attorneys handling the response to special counsel Robert S.
Mueller Ill's Russia investigation will not come on board after all, the latest sign of
disarray for Trump's legal strategy.
The development came three days after John Dowd, who had been Trump's top
attorney handling the Russia inquiry, resigned amid strategy disputes with the
president.
Trump is now left, at least temporarily, without a traditional criminal defense
attorney as Mueller's team appears to be entering a critical phase in its investigation
into Moscow's interference in the 2016 election and whether the president's
campaign cooperated with Russia in this effort.
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https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/in-another-blow-to-trumps-efforts-to-combat-russia-probe-digenova-will-no-longer-join-legal-team/2018/03/25/...

AB

39-405

1/9

01/18/2020

1271
1/2/2020

Trump's legal team remains in disarray as new lawyer will no longer represent him in Russia probe - The Washington Post

AD

Joseph di Genova, the lawyer Trump wanted to replace Dowd, has often stridently
defended the president on Fox News Channel and cast the Mueller probe as a
conspiracy against him. Trump enjoyed the TV appearances and wanted diGenova
on his team even though he did not know him, officials say.
But in a statement on Sunday, a spokesman for Trump's legal team
said both diGenova and his wife, Victoria Toensing, who is also a lawyer, would not
be working on the Russia probe because clients they are representing in connection
with the investigation posed conflicts of interest.
"The President is disappointed that conflicts prevent Joe di Genova and Victoria
Toensing from joining his Special Counsel legal team," Jay Sekulow, counsel to
Trump, said in the statement. "However, those conflicts do not prevent them from
assisting the President in other legal matters. The President looks forward to
working with them."
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The unraveling of the president's legal team has left his advisers concerned. People
familiar with the situation said the president has been counseled by friends that he
needs to find a new lawyer to quarterback his team, and efforts are underway by
people close to Trump to hire a new lawyer.
Before his resignation Thursday, Dowd had been Trump's main point of contact
with Mueller's office and had been helping to negotiate the terms for an interview
between the president and the special counsel's team as it examines whether Trump
obstructed justice by allegedly seeking to shut down the investigation, which was
being conducted by the FBI until Trump fired FBI Director James B. Corney in May.
Mueller was then appointed special counsel by Deputy Attorney General Rod J.
Rosenstein.
Trump's legal effort is now led by Sekulow, a conservative attorney and radio host
who has concentrated on constitutional issues, and assisted by Ty Cobb, a White
House lawyer paid by taxpayers to represent the institution of the presidency rather
than Trump personally. Cobb, too, has occasionally drawn the president's ire,
people familiar with the team have said.
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A number of white-collar attorneys in Washington said the president has been
unable to attract top-flight talent as he looks to overhaul his legal team, with major
firms fearful that an affiliation with Trump and the Russia case could impact their
ability to attract other clients and hire new lawyers.
Trump has recently been relying on Marc E. Kasowitz, who led his legal team until
this summer and has represented Trump in several cases over the years. Kasowitz
and Trump clashed over a number of issues, including Kasowitz's belief that Jared
Kushner, the president's son-in-law and a top White House aide, needed to leave
the administration because of the potential legal problems he faced due to the probe
and the potential problems they could cause Trump. After Dowd's hiring, Kasowitz
took a diminished role in handling the case.
Ultimately, said one person close to Trump's legal team, "He's his own lawyer.
Always has been and always will be."
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The person added: "You know what they say about a 'lawyer' who has himself as a
client."
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Trump's issues with di Genova and Toensing went beyond their conflicts, said a
person who spoke to the president recently. After meeting with the husband-andwife team on Thursday - after diGenova's hiring had been announced - the person
said Trump was less impressed with diGenova than he had been while watching the
former U.S. attorney on television.
Three days later, di Genova was no longer joining the legal team.
Trump did not closely research di Genova or even consult with top aides, including
Chief of Staff John F. Kelly and White House counsel Donald McGahn, before
agreeing to hire him.
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Trump had hoped diGenova could serve as a surrogate in television interviews and
play the role of attack dog in criticizing the Mueller probe.
Sekulow approached di Genova two weeks ago about joining the team, but it turned
out that he and his wife run a law firm that represents clients with interests that
would conflict with those of the president.
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One is Mark Corallo, a former spokesman for Trump's legal team and a witness in
the Mueller investigation. He resigned in the wake of a dispute over the president's
role in a misleading statement about his eldest son, Donald Trump Jr., and
campaign aides' meeting with a Russian lawyer offering "dirt" on 2016 opponent
Hillary Clinton.
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In a burst of tweets early Sunday morning, Trump insisted that he is "very happy"
with his existing legal team.
Trump said that many "lawyers and top law firms want to represent me in the
Russia case" and that people should not "believe the Fake News narrative that it is
hard to find a lawyer who wants to take this on."
"Fame & fortune will NEVER be turned down by a lawyer, though some are
conflicted," the president said, adding that "there was NO COLLUSION with
Russia."
This month, Trump denied there were any problems regarding his legal team, and
eight days later Dowd was out.
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Trump's struggles are reminiscent of his difficulties in spring 2017 when he was
first seeking new lawyers to represent him in the Russia probe. He interviewed a
half-dozen high-profile legal stars in the white-collar defense bar, including Emmet
T. Flood, Brendan V. Sullivan Jr. and A.B. Culvahouse Jr. All of them declined.

John Wagner and Jenna Johnson contributed to this report.
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https:/lwww.washingtonpostcom/politics/in-another-blow-to-trumps-efforts-to-combat-russia-probe-digenova-will-no-longer-join-legal-team/2018/03/25/...

AB

39-405

7/9

01/18/2020

1277
,,.The Washington Post

•htional Security

J.S. discloses intelligence on downing of Malaysian jet
By Greg Miller
July 22, 2014

The Obama administration, detailing what it called evidence of Russian complicity in the downing of a
Malaysian airliner, on Tuesday released satellite images and other sensitive intelligence that officials say show
Moscow had trained and equipped rebels in Ukraine responsible for the attack.
Senior U.S. intelligence officials cited sensors that traced the path of the missile, shrapnel markings on the
downed aircraft, voiceprint analysis of separatists claiming credit for the strike, and a flood of photos and
other data from social-media sites.
The officials also for the first time identified a sprawling Russian military installation near the city of Rostov
as the main conduit of Russian support to separatists in Ukraine, describing it as a hub of training and
weapons that has expanded dramatically over the past month. The officials said that tanks, rocket launchers
and other arms have continued to flow into Ukraine even after the downing of Malaysia Airlines Flight 17,
which killed 298 civilians.

Analysts at the CIA and other U.S. intelligence agencies are continuing to examine information about the
crash, bnt the officials said the intelligence assembled in the five days since the attack points overwhelmingly
to Russian-backed separatists in territory they control in eastern Ukraine.
The senior intelligence officials said they have ruled out the possibility that Ukrainian forces were responsible
· the attack.
Get exclusive analysis on the most important global story of the day, in your
inbox
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time it was struck.
- 1e official was one of three senior U.S. intelligence officials who spoke on the condition of anonymity during
"..iriefing arranged for reporters in Washington to provide more detailed information on the assertions made
by administration officials in recent days, as well as to rebut Russian claims.

"We are seeing a full-court press by the Russian government to instruct affiliated or friendly elements to
manipulate the media environment to spread Russia's version of the story," the official said. "What this looks
e again is a classic case of blaming the victims."
Russia has denied that it had any role in the shooting down of the Malaysian plane or that it has provided the
Ukrainian rebels with SA-11 antiaircraft missile batteries. Moscow has instead blamed the Ukrainian
government for the crash. On Monday, Russian Defense Ministry officials claimed that a Ukrainian military
jet was flying less than three miles from the Malaysian plane just before it was shot down.
The U.S. intelligence officials, who included experts on Russia's military and its relationship with separatists
in Ukraine, said they do not know the identities or even the nationalities - whether Russian or possibly
defectors from Ukraine's military- of those who launched the missile from an SA-11 surface-to-air battery.
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Nor have U.S. spy agencies reached any conclusions on the motive for the attack, except to say that the
reaction among separatists recorded on social media indicates they believed they were targeting a Ukrainian
litary transport plane.
In part, the officials said, that may have been because the rebels operating the missile battery were poorly
trained and did not have access to other radar systems and equipment that ordinarily accompany an SA-11
system and are designed to help distinguish military targets from civilian planes.
U.S. officials said earlier that they had seen "indications" of advanced antiaircraft systems being moved into
eastern Ukraine from Russia and being removed after the jet was shot down.
The senior intelligence officials said spy agencies were not aware that an SA-11 system was in eastern Ukraine
until the attack had happened. They declined to answer questions about whether warnings about the Russian
military buildup over the past mouth had been shared with international aviation authorities.

The officials also declined to provide more details on the satellites and other sophisticated sensors that
enabled them to trace the path of the missile, citing concerns about compromising secret U.S. capabilities.
Intelligence effort

Still, the administration released information that had been kept secret until Tuesday, providing the most
explicit illustration to date of the extent to which it has mobilized intelligence resources to track the conflict in
Ukraine.
In particular, the Office of the Director of National Intelligence released images taken of the Russian military
facility near Rostov over the span of a month, before-and-after slides that the officials said showed a
bstantial buildup after Russia had pledged to pull back from Ukraine.
Russia has gone to significant lengths to disguise that flow of weaponry, the officials said, by delivering
equipment that matches the inventory of Ukraine's military. In some cases, the officials said, Russia appears

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

1280
to have pulled aging and inactive tanks out of storage because shipping newer ones would make it obvious
that Russian arms were flowing into Ukraine.

"We think they're continuing to do it" in the aftermath of the strike on the Malaysian aircraft, one of the
intelligence officials said.
Russia appears to have "felt compelled to increase the level of support" for separatists, the official
sBid,because Ukraine's military has become increasingly effective against the rebels, retaking the city of
ivyansk.
In recent days, the Ukrainian government has posted online what it has described as incriminating
communications among rebel leaders and units, calls and radio transmissions apparently intercepted by Kiev.
The U.S. officials said they have confirmed the authenticity of some of those recordings, including one in
which the self-proclaimed defense minister of the Donetsk People's Republic, Igor Strelkov, claimed
responsibility for shooting down a military transport plane at the time the Malaysian aircraft was struck.
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Analysis comparing that audio clip to other confirmed recordings of Strelkov's voice "confirmed these were
authentic conversations," one of the officials said.
Other aircraft shot down

The officials noted that separatists had shot down aircraft on about a dozen other occasions over the past
month

mostly helicopters and Ukraine military planes flying far below the 33,000-foot altitude at which

the Malaysian flight was hit. Ukraine's military, by contrast, is focused on the ground threat posed by
separatists and has yet to fire on an aircraft, the officials said.
U.S. intelligence analysts have examined photos from the crash site and identified damage consistent with
that caused by an SA-11 missile, the officials said, but they stressed that such analysis is preliminary.
The briefing also revealed the extent to which U.S. spy agencies are relying on Twitter, Facebook and other
social-media sites to monitor the conflict.
The officials cited verbal exchanges among rebels posted on YouTube indicating separatists arriving at the
scene of the wreckage were surprised to discover civilians.

"If you listen to YouTube you get that: 'We're finding civilians,' " one of the intelligence officials said. Partly
fn~

that reason, the official said, "the most plausible explanation to me is [it was] a mistake."
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lbt tuast}ington fost
Ukraine desperately wants the U.S. on its side.
They just don't know who has Trump's ear
anymore.
By Michael Birnbaum
November 22, 2019 at 12:49 p.m. EST

KYIV, Ukraine -The top U.S. diplomat in Ukraine was testifying on the Hill - and
President Trump was tweeting about him.
"NEVER TRUMPERS!" Trump wrote on Nov. 13.
Days later, the diplomat, acting ambassador William B. Taylor Jr., was back in Kyiv
at an early Thanksgiving event. He joked that he'd far rather be in Ukraine than
Washington these days, according to one person who was there.
But in Kyiv, the status of the U.S. Embassy is shaky at best with many top officials
under attack from Trump and his allies. It has left Ukrainians questioning whether
U.S. diplomats can really connect them to the White House and have Trump's ear.
The slimmed-down access leaves Ukraine without strong U.S. backing at a highstakes moment for Kyiv. Many in Ukraine fear it plays to Russia's advantage. And
ahead of December peace talks with the Kremlin, it means Trump is spouting angry
rhetoric about Ukraine instead of coordinating strategy with its leaders.

Get exclusive analysis on the most important global story of the day,
in your inbox
https:/lwww.washingtonpost.com/world/europe/ukraine-desperately-wants-the-us-on-its-side-they"just-dont-know-wherhas-trumps-ear-anymore/2019/...
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AD

"Before, the United States spoke to us with one voice," said Bohdan Yaremenko, the
chairman of the foreign affairs committee of the Ukrainian parliament. "It seems
like the United States is not united any more in terms of foreign policy."
One after another, the top U.S. officials charged with Ukraine policy have been
drawn into the House impeachment inquiry. And one by one, they have been forced
to resign, left sidelined or have been seriously undermined by Trump himself.

'Weaker side'
The result is jarring contrast for Ukraine. It's at the center of attention in
Washington. But the country's leaders are also cut off from their normal channels of
diplomatic communication to the U.S. Capitol as never before.

AD

https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/europe/ukraine-desperatety-wants-the-us-on-its-side-they--just--dont-know-who-has-trumps-ear-anymore/2019/...
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The challenge is even more acute because contacts with U.S. officials have
themselves become part of the currency of Trump's demands.
In his July 25 phone call with Ukraine President Volodymyr Zelensky, Trump
suggested that a White House meeting could be forthcoming in exchange for
Ukrainian investigations into the 2016 elections and the Bidens, according to
testimony before the House. The White House also directed Vice President Pence
not to attend Zelensky's inauguration in May.
With Ukrainians continuing to die in eastern Ukraine - another Ukrainian soldier
was killed Monday, and deaths total more than 13,000 since 2014 - Zelensky is
searching for a route to peace with pro-Moscow separatists. He plans to meet
Russian President Vladimir Putin in Paris on Dec. 9.

AD

But he will go into the meeting without the same degree of robust U.S. backing that
accompanied previous encounters with the Kremlin, a challenge some of his allies
say could weaken his position.

https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/europe/ukraine«desperately-wants-the-us-on-lts-side-they-just-dont-know-who-has-trumps-ear-anymore/2019/...
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"We are engaged in negotiations as the weaker side, and U.S. support is part of the
leverage we have," said Yaremenko, a Zelensky ally. The delay in U.S. military aid

for Ukraine "is making us rethink how U.S. policy is operating."
And Ukrainians aren't sure where they can turn.
Taylor - a Vietnam veteran and three-decade ambassador - doesn't speak for
Trump, as the president has made clear. Kurt Volker, a U.S. special envoy charged

vvith helping broker peace between Ukraine and Russia who was beloved by
Ukrainians, resigned.

AD

Lt. Col. Alexander Vindman, the Purple Heart combat vet and director for

European affairs on the National Security Council, had his patriotism questioned by
House Republicans. Marie Yovanovitch, the former ambassador in Ukraine, was
pulled back after a campaign against her by Trump's personal lawyer, Rudolph W.
Giuliani, and Ukrainian officials she accused of corruption.

Nor does Ukraine currently have an ambassador in Washington. The previous one,
Valeriy Chaly, was close to former president Petro Poroshenko and was recalled by
Zelensky, who has yet to send a replacement.
1

Ukraine hated me'

h1tps://www.washingtonpost.com/wor!d/europe/ukraine-desperately-wants-the:-us~on~its-slde~they~just-dont~know~who-has~trumps-earwanymore/2019/.,.
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Officially, Ukrainian leaders say that they are plunging onward with their plans
despite the tumult in Washington. They have done their best not to get further
caught in the partisan dispute, seeing little payoff in becoming ammunition for one
side to fire at the other.

AD

"I hope that not all partners of Ukraine are included in the impeachment process,"
Ukrainian Foreign Minister Vadym Prystaiko told The Washington Post at the end
of a news conference this week. Among others, he said, "a minimum of 800,000
Ukrainians live in the U.S. and are our natural partners. And not all of them are
included in the process."
He said he wanted to preserve support from "both sides of Congress."
The currently serving U.S. officials tried to do just that this week in their public
testimony, saying that U.S. support was crucial for Ukraine's efforts to stand up to
Russia and make reforms at home.

https://www,washingtonpost.comlworld/europe/ukraine-desperately-wants-the-us-on-its-side-they-just-dont-know-who.-has-trumps-ear-anymore/2019/...
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"They still need us now, going forward," said David Holmes, a political counselor at
the U.S. Embassy in Kyiv, in his testimony on Thursday. Zelensky "needs our
support. He needs President Putin to understand that America supports President
Zelensky at the highest levels."

AD

And the State Department maintains that nothing has changed.
"We have a policy, we have a strategy, and it's actually moving forward,"
Ambassador Philip T. Reeker, the acting assistant secretary of State of European
and Eurasian Affairs, said at a briefing in Brussels this week.
But Trump sends different signals. On Friday, he again appeared to fan a
conspiracy theory - supported by no evidence - that Ukraine might have hacked
the Democratic National Committee's network in 2016 and framed Russia for the
act.
"Ukraine hated me. They were after me in the election. They wanted Hillary Clinton
to win," Trump said on Fox News.

https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/europe/ukraine--desperately-wants-the-us-on-lts-side4hey-just-dont-k.now-who-has-trumps-ear-anymore/2019/...
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Still, some work goes on. The nearly $400 million in U.S. assistance was restored in
mid-September - after a delay many of Trump's own officials testified at the
impeachment hearings they believed to be connected to the effort to get Zelensky to
investigate the Bidens.

AD

'Russia will be benefiting'
U.S. Embassy officials are also involved in helping Ukrainians in their effort to vet
thousands of prosecutors as part of a wide-ranging reform of the judicial system.
But many officials in Kyiv say that the consequences of the impeachment drama are
obvious.
"It's not clear what the U.S. Embassy represents these days," said one European
diplomat in Kyiv, who spoke on the condition of anonymity to discuss a sensitive
security topic. "There isn't the same sort of pressure. Who do they speak for?"
Some Ukrainian policymakers - particularly when speaking privately - complain
bitterly at what they see as U.S. corruption now spilling over into Ukraine, rather
than Washington serving as a clean-government example to which they could
aspire.

https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/europe/ukraine-desperately-wants-the-us-on-its-side-they-just-dont-know-who-has-trumps-ear-anymore/2019/...
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"Russia will be benefiting from this," Oksana Syroid, the head of the Self Reliance
political party and an advocate of strong ties to the United States. "For Ukraine and
the Ukrainian people, American support is very symbolic. The partnership we have
is that we are not alone here."
The worry that Ukraine was increasingly standing alone was exacerbated by
Trump's directive to Zelensky in September, during a meeting on the sidelines of
the U.N. General Assembly.
"I really hope that you and President Putin get together and can solve your
problem," Trump said. "That would be a tremendous achievement."
Many Ukrainians heard that directive as a signal that Trump would not back up

Zelensky in those meetings.
"That created an uncomfortable spot," said Roman Bezsmertnyi, a former
Ukrainian official who has been involved in negotiations to bring the conflict in
eastern Ukraine to a close. "Everything depends on us. But it's pleasant to know
someone's at your back."

Natalie Gryvnyak contributed to this report.

https://www,washingtonpost.com/wortd/europe/ukralne-desperately-wants--the-us-on-its-side-they--just-dont-know-who-has-trumps-ear-anymore/2019/...
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While bemoaning Mueller probe, Trump falsely says the
Constitution gives him 'the right to do whatever I want'
_, washingtonpost.com/politics/2019/07/23/trump-fa!sely-tells-auditorium-full-teens-constitution-gives-him-right-do-

By Michael Brice-Saddler

President Trump believes the Constitution gives him a wide breadth of power. That's the message he
delivered -

not for the first time -

on Tuesday while addressing a crowd of teenagers and young

adults at the Turning Point USA Teen Student Action Summit in Washington.
There are numerous viral video clips from Trump's 80-minute speech at the conference, but one of
the most controversial moments came as he discussed Article II of the Constitution, which describes
the powers of the president.
Trump lamented the duration and cost of the investigation of Russian interference in the 2016
presidential election led by special counsel Robert S. Mueller 111, which he has repeatedly said found
"no collusion, no obstruction."
AD
"Then, I have an Article II, where I have to the right to do whatever I want as president," he said. "But
I don't even talk about that."
Political pundits flooded social media with that clip, though most of the videos didn't include the
Mueller-probe context. Trump in his Tuesday speech also attacked "the Squad" congresswomen who are critical of the president -

four liberal

and falsely claimed Democrats saw wins in the

2018 elections because undocumented immigrants voted "many times -

not just twice."

Article II grants the president "executive power." It does not indicate the president has total power.
Article II is the same part of the Constitution that describes some of Congress's oversight
responsibilities, including over the office of the presidency. It also details how the president may be
removed from office via impeachment.
AD
Trump's remarks come as Democratic lawmakers are facing mounting pressure from the left to
launch impeachment hearings on the president. Republicans and the majority of House Democrats
voted down an impeachment resolution against the president last week.
William C. Banks, a professor of law at Syracuse University, told The Washington Post on Tuesday
that Trump's comments are an affront to "basic points that every schoolchild learns in civics." Trump
took an oath to support and defend the Constitution when he became president, Banks noted,
meaning he can only do what the Constitution permits him to.
"It's certainly not a grant of unlimited power," Banks said. "He's not a monarch, he's the chief
executive ... and he's bound to uphold the rule of law."
AD
1/3
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The lawsuits Trump faces in federal courts serve as a reminder of that notion, Banks said. The
professor cited various delays to Trump's border wall, as well as the challenges the president has
faced while implementing immigration reform. Last week, The Post reported that plaintiffs led by the
American Civil Liberties Union had sued the Trump administration to stymie a new policy that
disqualifies most asylum seekers who cross through Mexico en route to the United States.
As The Post's Aaron Blake notes, this is not the first time Trump has made such an assertion about
"Article II," with previous references typically in the context of Mueller's probe. Speaking to ABC
News in June about allegations that Trump wanted to fire Mueller, the president said: "Article II allows
me to do whatever I want. Article II would have allowed me to fire him."
Example I: https://t.co/SToq8fWn7g
Example 2: https://t.coNGaOozLr08

Aaron Blake (@AaronBlake) July 23, 2019
Jonathan Turley, a law professor at George Washington University, said Trump may have been
referring to the position of his legal team -

that the president could fire the special counsel without

committing obstruction.

AD
"I think he was inartfully repeating that position of his legal team," Turley said. "That position happens
to be wrong, by the way."
In broader context, Turley called Trump's comments "chilling" and fundamentally at odds with the
language of the Constitution -

namely Articles I and Ill -

which impose a series of conditions upon

the president's power. Turley recalled that some of the Constitution's framers were against having a
single president and sought to divide executive powers among multiple people.
Yet Trump is not the first president to be expansive in his reach. Barack Obama, Turley said,
"routinely engaged in unilateral actions some think were unconstitutional." He also cited Abraham
Lincoln, who famously suspended the writ of habeas corpus in 1863- a move Turley said was
"directly and flagrantly in violation of the Constitution."

AD
"There is a tendency of presidents to lose sight of the language of the Constitution," Turley said.
When courts have ruled against Trump, he added, the president has complied with court orders.
Earlier this month, Trump once again mentioned "a thing called Article II" as he spoke to reporters
about Mueller's collusion and obstruction findings.
"Nobody ever mentions Article II," he said. "It gives me all of these rights at a level nobody has ever
seen before. We don't even talk about Article II."

Read more:
2/3
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A college student was found dead. A classmate was arrested in connection with the murder.
Ex-judge dragged from courtroom after sentencing, amid cries of 'no justice, no peace'

AD

313

https://www.printfrlendly.com/p/g/F6hnaS

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

1293
12/20/2019

White House chief of staff Mulvaney drops bid to join Kupperman irrpeachment la'v\Suit- The Washington Post

lbe Wasbington J)ost
White House chief of staff Mulvaney drops
bid to join Kupperman impeachment
lawsuit

+

By Spencer S. Hsu
November 11, 2019 at 10:21 p.m. EST

Acting White House chief of staff Mick Mulvaney late Monday withdrew a lastminute effort to join a lawsuit filed by former national security adviser John
Bolton's top deputy, Charles Kupperman.
Mulvaney said he will file his own lawsuit focused on the same question: Must
senior Trump administration officials testify in Congress's impeachment inquiry?
Kupperman, in a filing earlier Monday, opposed Mulvaney's request to join the
case, underscoring internal divisions among President Trump's advisers in the
probe. Kupperman attorney Charles J. Cooper, who also represents Bolton, had
suggested that the same judge weigh Mulvaney's claims "in tandem" as a separate,
related case.
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The two former Trump national security aides are said by people close to them to
consider Mulvaney a key participant in President Trump's alleged effort to pressure
the Ukrainian government to pursue investigations into his political opponents.
Mulvaney's attempt to join the lawsuit flabbergasted Bolton and Kupperman,
people close to them said, with Bolton aides having testified that he derisively

referred to the Ukrainian proposal as "a drug deal," and White House officials
saying Bolton and Mulvaney were barely on speaking terms when Bolton left his

post in September.
Kupperman late last month asked U.S. District Judge Richard J. Leon of
Washington to rule on whether Congress's constitutional impeachment power

takes precedence over the White House's claim that current and former top
executive branch aides are "absolutely immune" from being compelled to testify, as
part of the president's powers.

AD
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Bolton and Kupperman have said they are willing to testify if the judge rules in favor
of the House, The Washington Post previously reported.
Cooper cited four reasons for keeping the cases separate. He argued that while
Kupperman "is and will remain neutral" on whether Congress or the president is
correct, "Mulvaney has made it clear that he supports the Executive" and Mulvaney
is a current Trump adviser while Kupperman has left his post.
Kupperman's duties also were exclusively related to advising on "highly sensitive
matters of national security and foreign policy," while Mulvaney's were not, Cooper
argued, writing, "If any close personal advisor to the President qualifies for
testimonial immunity, it surely must be the President's National Security Advisor
and his deputy."

AD

Kupperman's filing also stated that while he "has never publicly disclosed
information relating to any of his official duties," Mulvaney has commented
publicly, appearing to admit and then deny a "quid pro quo" relationship between
Trump's decision to withhold U.S. security aid to Ukraine and a request that
officials there investigate former vice president Joe Biden and his son, Hunter
Biden.

https:/lwNw.wastilngtonpostcom'localnegal-lssuesftxjton-and-lalpperman-reject-'Mllte-house-chief-of~staff-rru.!vane,s--bid-to-join-i"1'.)eaehment-lawsuit/2019/11,..
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"Accordingly, there is a serious question as to whether Mulvaney waived the
absolute testimonial immunity claimed by the President," Cooper argued.
Attorneys for the Justice Department, however, which is defending the Trump
White House in Kupperman's lawsuit, did not oppose Mulvaney's request to join
the case.

AD

In a three-page filing, Mulvaney attorney William Pittard on Monday evening
notified Leon that he was withdrawing his Friday request to join Kupperman's case,
and that Mulvaney's intent was to pursue "a separate related case."
Mulvaney's move comes as the White House has publicly announced the
administration as a whole will oppose the House impeachment inquiry as meritless.
As acting chief of staff, Mulvaney oversaw the White House release on Oct. 8 of an

eight-page letter stating the administration's refusal to cooperate in the probe,
either to provide witnesses or documents.
In a separate filing Monday, House General Counsel Douglas N. Letter also
opposed Mulvaney's motion to join the lawsuit, arguing that the case is moot
because the House has withdrawn Kupperman's October subpoena.

https:/Jw.Mv,v.ashingtonpost.comllocal/legal-issues/boltrnrancHo..1ppermarHeject-\\hlte-house-chief-of-staff-rrulwne)S-bid-to-join-irrpeachment-laY1Suit/2019/11,..
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Mulvaney lacks legal "standing to challenge a now-withdrawn subpoena issued to
somebody else," Letter argued. Mulvaney also seeks different relief from
Kupperman, of voiding a House subpoena, and names additional defendants, Letter
wrote.
Mulvaney has not said that he would comply with the House's order if the court
rules against him, and the House has not withdrawn his subpoena.
"The Court should reject such gamesmanship and deny Mulvaney's motion," Letter
said, particularly because as White House chief of staff, Mulvaney "likely played a
role in the decision" to assert absolute immunity for himself.
Leon previously set final arguments for Kupperman for Dec. 10. While the schedule
and a quick ruling could potentially allow the case to be heard by a federal appeals
court and even the Supreme Court next year, neither is likely to be able to act before
the House's goal of completing impeachment hearings by year's end.
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During a telephone scheduling conference Monday afternoon that Leon held
outside public view, the sides indicated that Mulvaney would refile his case, which
names only the House as a defendant, according to a transcript released by the
court.
Leon said he would rule "forthwith" after a Tuesday hearing if the House seeks to
have Mulvaney's case randomly assigned to another judge.

"If [Mulvaney's suit] should survive any opposition to being filed as related,
however," his attorneys will have to meet the same deadlines, Leon warned, saying
"I will not move the oral argument from December 10th."
After the hearing, Cooper said "the outcome was in accord with the
recommendations we made" to the judge about separating Mulvaney's claim.
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Pittard declined to comment.

Tom Hamburger contributed to this report.

Impeachment: What you need to read

Here's what you need to know to understand the impeachment of President
Trump.

What's happening now: Trump is now the third U.S. president to be
impeached, after the House of Representatives adopted both articles of
impeachment against him.
What happens next: Impeachment does not mean that the president has
been removed from office. The Senate must hold a trial to make that
determination. A trial is expected to take place in January. Here's more on what
happens next.
How we got here: A whistleblower complaint led Pelosi to announce the
beginning of an official impeachment inquiry on Sept. 24. Closed-door hearings
and subpoenaed documents related to the president's July 25 phone call with
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky followed. After two weeks of public
hearings in November, the House Intelligence Committee wrote a report that
was sent to the House Judiciary Committee, which held its own hearings. Pelosi
and House Democrats announced the articles of impeachment against Trump
on Dec. 10. The Judiciary Committee approved two articles of impeachment
against Trump: abuse of power and obstruction of Congress.
Stay informed: Read the latest reporting and analysis on impeachment here.
Listen: Follow The Post's coverage with daily updates from across our
podcasts.
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White House review turns up emails showing
extensive effort to justify Trump's decision to
block Ukraine military aid
By Josh Dawsey, Carol D. Leonnig and Tom Hamburger
November 24, 2019 at 6:44 p,m, EST

A confidential White House review of President Trump's decision to place a hold on
military aid to Ukraine has turned up hundreds of documents that reveal extensive
efforts to generate an after-the-fact justification for the decision and a debate over
whether the delay was legal, according to three people familiar with the records.
The research by the White House Counsel's Office, which was triggered by a
congressional impeachment inquiry announced in September, includes early
August email exchanges between acting chief of staff Mick Mulvaney and White
House budget officials seeking to provide an explanation for withholding the funds
after the president had already ordered a hold in mid-July on the nearly
$400 million in security assistance, according to the three people familiar with the

matter who spoke on the condition of anonymity to discuss internal White House
deliberations.
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One person briefed on the records examination said White House lawyers are
expressing concern that the review has turned up some unflattering exchanges and
facts that could at a minimum embarrass the president. It's unclear whether the
Mulvaney discussions or other records pose any legal problems for Trump in the
impeachment inquiry, but some fear they could pose political problems if revealed
publicly.

AD

People familiar with the Office of Management and Budget's handling of the holdup
in aid acknowledged the internal discussions going on during August, but
characterized the conversations as calm, routine and focused on the legal question
of how to comply with the congressional Budget and Impoundment Act, which
requires the executive branch to spend congressionally appropriated funds unless
Congress agrees they can be rescinded.
"There was a legal consensus at every step of the way that the money could be
withheld to conduct the policy review," said 0MB spokeswoman Rachel K. Semmel.
"OMB works closely with agencies on executing the budget. Routine practices and
procedures were followed, not scrambling."
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The hold on the military aid is at the heart of House Democrats' investigation into
whether the president should be removed from office for allegedly trying to
pressure Ukraine into investigating his political rivals in exchange for the U.S.
support that President Volodymyr Zelensky desperately wanted in the face of
Russian military aggression.
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In the early August email exchanges, Mulvaney asked acting 0MB director Russell
Vought for an update on the legal rationale for withholding the aid and how much
longer it could be delayed. Trump had made the decision the prior month without
an assessment of the reasoning or legal justification, according to two White House
officials. Emails show Vought and 0MB staffers arguing that withholding aid was
legal, while officials at the National Security Council and State Department
protested. 0MB lawyers said that it was legal to withhold the aid, as long as they
deemed it a "temporary" hold, according to people familiar with the review.
A senior budget lawyer crafted a memo on July 25 that defended the hold for at
least a short period of time, an administration official said.
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Mulvaney's request for information came days after the White House Counsel's
Office was put on notice that an anonymous CIA official had made a complaint to
the agency's general counsel about Trump's July 25 call to Zelensky during which
he requested Ukraine investigate former vice president Joe Biden and his son
Hunter Biden, as well as an unfounded theory that Ukraine interfered in the 2016
U.S. presidential election.
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This official would later file a whistleblower complaint with the intelligence
community's inspector general, which ignited the impeachment push when its
existence became public.
The White House released the funding to Ukraine on Sept.

11.

The timing has drawn

scrutiny because it came two days after the House was formally alerted to a
complaint by a whistleblower, who raised concerns about the call and whether the
president was using his public office for personal political gain.
Trump has acknowledged ordering the hold on military aid and also pressing
Ukraine's president to investigate his potential Democratic presidential opponent,
Joe Biden, but said the release of the funds was not conditioned on Ukraine
launching any investigations.
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The office of White House Counsel Pat Cipollone oversaw the records review. The
White House press office and the White House Counsel's Office did not respond to
requests for comment. Mulvaney's lawyer, Robert Driscoll, declined to comment.
The document research has only exacerbated growing tension between Cipollone
and Mulvaney and their offices, with Cipollone tightly controlling access to his
findings, and Mulvaney's aides complaining Cipollone isn't briefing other White
House officials or sharing important material they need to respond to public
inquiries, according to people familiar with their relationship.
Mulvaney is a critical player in the Ukraine saga, as he has acknowledged that he
asked the 0MB to block the release of congressionally approved aid to Ukraine - at
the president's request - in early or mid-July 2019.

AD
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The emails revealed by White House lawyers include some in which Mulvaney urges
Vought to immediately focus on Ukraine's aid package, making clear it was a top
priority for the administration.
The legal office launched this fact-finding review of internal records in a protective
mode, both to determine what the records might reveal about internal
administration conversations and also to help the White House produce a timeline
for defending Trump's decision and his public comments. Along with examining
documents, the review has also involved interviewing some key White House
officials involved in handling Ukraine aid and dealing with complaints and
concerns in the aftermath of the call between Trump and Zelensky.
Cipollone's office has focused closely on correspondence that could be subject to
public records requests, those which involve discussions between staff at the White
House and at other agencies. Internal White House records are not subject to
federal public records law, but messages that include officials at federal agencies
are.

AD
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Also included in the review are email communications between 0MB and State
Department officials and others discussing why the White House was holding up
nearly $400 million in military aid and whether the hold might violate the law, one
person said. In December 2018, months before the Ukraine issue surfaced as a top
priority for the president, the Government Accountability Office had warned the
0MB it was not following the law in how it chose to disburse and withhold
congressionally approved funds.
Cipollone has told House impeachment investigators that the White House will not
cooperate with the inquiry in any way, including by greenlighting witnesses or
turning over documents.
While some officials from State and Defense have testified publicly about their
concerns over whether the administration was seeking to leverage the aid and a
White House visit for the political investigations, only one 0MB official has
appeared before the congressional committees.

AD
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Mark Sandy, a career 0MB official, has testified that the decision to delay aid to
Ukraine was highly unusual, and senior political appointees in his office wanted to
be involved in reviewing the aid package. Sandy testified that he had never seen a
senior political 0MB official assume control of a portfolio in such a fashion,
according to the people familiar with his testimony.
Sandy told impeachment investigators he had questions about whether it was legal
to withhold aid Congress had expressly authorized to help Ukraine defend itself
from Russia, but 0MB lawyers told him it was fine as long as they called it a
temporary hold, according to a person familiar with Sandy's account. Sandy, the
deputy associate director for national security programs at the 0MB, signed formal
letters to freeze the funds, but top political appointees were unable to provide him
with an explanation for the delay.
Trump has continued to describe that impeachment investigation as a "hoax" and
maintain that he did nothing wrong.
"This is a continuation of the witch hunt which has gone on from before I got
elected," he told Fox News on Friday.

AD

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

1308
Witness testimony and records raise questions about account of Trump's 'no quid pro quo' cal!~ The Washington Post

1/3/2020

UJbt tuasf}in9ton Jlost
/1)

Politics

Impeachment

White House

Congress

Polling

The Trailer

Fact Checker

Witness testimony and records raise questions
about account of Trump's 'no quid pro quo' caJI
By Aaron C. Davis, Elise Viebeck and Josh Dawsey
November 27, 2019 at 8:00 p,m. EST

President Trump was cranky when they spoke on the phone in September,
Ambassador Gordon Sondland told members of Congress, but his words were clear:
Trump wanted no quid pro quo with Ukraine.
"This is Ambassador Sondland speaking to me," Trump said outside the White
House last week, looking down to read notes he'd taken of Sondland's testimony.
"Here's my response that he just gave: 'I want nothing .... I want nothing. I want no
quid pro quo.' "
Sondland's recollection of a phone conversation that he said took place on Sept. 9
has emerged as a centerpiece of Trump's defense as House Democrats argue in an
impeachment inquiry that he abused his office to pressure Ukraine to investigate
Democrats.

https://www,washingtonpost.com/politics/witness-testimonywand-recordswraise-questions-about~account-of-trumps~no--quid~pro-quo-call/2019/11/27/42...
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However, no other witness testimony or documents have emerged that corroborate
Sondland's description of a call that day.
Trump himself, in describing the conversation, has referred only to the
ambassador's account of the call, which- based on Sondland's activities -would
have occurred before dawn in Washington. And the White House has not located a
record in its switchboard logs of a call between Trump and Sondland on Sept. 9,
according to an administration official who, like others in this report, spoke on the
condition of anonymity because of the sensitivity of the matter.
But there is evidence of another call between Trump and Sondland that occurred a
few days earlier - one with a very different thrust, in which the president made
clear that he wanted his Ukrainian counterpart to personally announce
investigations into Trump's political opponents.
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The conflicting information raises serious questions about the accuracy of
Sondland's account, one that Trump has embraced to counter a growing body of
evidence that he and his allies pressured Ukraine for his own political benefit.
The president's argument that the call proves he was not seeking favors from
Ukraine is undercut by the timing: At the end of August, White House lawyers had
briefed Trump on the existence of a whistleblower complaint describing the
administration's pressure campaign on Ukraine and the possibility that Trump
abused his power, according to a person familiar with the situation. By early
September, the president had also begun to confront public questions about why
U.S. aid to Ukraine was stalled.
So if Trump did tell Sondland flatly that he wanted "no quid pro quo," he did so
knowing there was growing scrutiny of his posture toward Ukraine.

AD
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The way witnesses describe a eall between the two men in early September is not as
favorable for Trump as Sondland's version of a Sept. 9 call with the president.
According to their testimony, Trump said he was not seeking a "quid pro quo," but

he also relayed a specific demand to the ambassador: that Ukrainian President
Volodymyr Zelensky personally and publicly announce the investigations Trump

was seeking.
After Sondland described that conversation to him on Sept. 7, then-National
Security Council official Tim Morrison had a sinking feeling, he told acting U.S.

Ambassador to Ukraine William B. Taylor Jr., as both men later testified.
Morrison told lawmakers he "did not think it was a good idea for the Ukrainian
president to ... involve himself in our politics," according to a transcript of his

closed-door deposition. He was so concerned about Sondland's description of his
conversation ·with the president that he said he reported it to White House lawyers,
Morrison said.

AD
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Sondland did not initially disclose that earlier conversation with Trump when he
first gave a closed-door deposition to the House. After Morrison and Taylor
described it in their testimony, he said later that he would not challenge their
recollections.
Through his attorney, Robert Luskin, Sondland declined to comment on the
discrepancies in the descriptions of the call.
"He is aware of your story and will not comment beyond his descriptions of these
matters in his deposition and public testimony," Luskin wrote in an email.
"To the extent that the recollections of various witnesses differ in some respects, we
leave to the committee the task of reconciling those differences," he added.

AD

A spokesman for the House Intelligence Committee declined to comment. A White
House spokesman declined to comment.
The contradictory descriptions of a Sondland-Trump phone call in September inject
uncertainty to the account that the ambassador to the European Union confidently
presented in his five hours of often eye-popping testimony before lawmakers last
week.
https:/lwww,washingtonpost.com/politics/witness-testimony-and-records-raise-questions-about-account-of-trumps-no-quid-pro-quo-cal!/2019/11/27/42... 5/18
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"There is a big question mark there," said Julian Epstein, the former chief counsel
for Democrats on the House Judiciary Committee during the Clinton impeachment.
"It's possible Sondland is misremembering."
The confusion muddies the testimony of a key witness who has been cited
repeatedly by both sides as they press opposing arguments about the president's
actions.

AD

Sondland provided Democrats with potent ammunition by changing his initial
testimony to declare unequivocally that there was a quid pro quo: the
announcement of the investigations in exchange for a White House visit for
Zelensky. But he also boosted Trump by repeatedly describing the Sept. 9 phone
conversation in which he said the president denied such an arrangement.

'What do you want from Ukraine?'
By the time Trump spoke to Sondland in early September, the president already
knew that there were mounting questions about the administration's posture
toward Ukraine.

https:/lwww.washingtonpost.com/politics/witness-testimony-and-records-raise-questions-about-account-of-trumps-no--quid-pro-quo-call/2019/11 /27/42... 6/18
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In late August, the president learned from White House lawyers about the
whistleblower complaint and an internal debate about whether it had to be turned
over to Congress, as the New York Times first reported. On Sept. 5, The Washington
Post editorial page reported that Trump "is attempting to force Mr. Zelensky to
intervene in the 2020 U.S. presidential election by launching an investigation of the
leading Democratic candidate, Joe Eiden."

AD

Sondland testified that in the days and weeks leading up to the call, he had been
trying to figure out why the White House had frozen nearly $400 million in funding
Congress had approved for Ukraine.
Sondland said he had begun to suspect that the White House had conditioned the
release of the money to a statement he knew Trump wanted: Ukraine announcing it
would investigate whether elements within the country had interfered in the 2016
U.S. presidential election, as well as looking into Burisma, a Ukrainian energy
company, where Biden's son Hunter had held a board position.
On Sept.

1,

during a meeting in Warsaw, Sandland said that while he was still only

presuming why the funding was held back, he warned a top Zelensky aide that the
money would probably not come unless Ukraine announced the investigations.

https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/witness-testimony-and-records-raise..questions-about-account-of-trumps-no-quid-pro-quo-call/2019/11/27/42.,. 7/18
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On Sept. 9, Sondland said, he was confronted with the funding question head-on in
a WhatsApp message from Taylor, who wrote that it would be "crazy to withhold
security assistance for help with a political campaign."
Sondland said in his public testimony last week that the message led him to call the
White House and finally seek a response straight from Trump.
"I just said: 'What do you want from Ukraine?' I may have even used a four-letter
word. And he said, 'I want nothing, I want no quid pro quo.' "
Sondland testified that after concluding the call with Trump, which he described as
brief, he replied to Taylor. "I believe you are incorrect about President Trump's
intentions," he wrote, according to the message released by the committee. "The
President has been crystal clear no quid pro quo's of any kind.''
The message - five hours after Taylor originally wrote to him - made no reference
to a conversation with Trump, an omission Sondland later blamed on his "inartful"
writing.

An evolving account

https://wWW.washingtonpost.com/politics/witness-testimony-and-records-raise-questions-about-account-of-trumps-no-qufd-pro-quo-call/2019/11/27/42... 8/18
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But Sondland's account of the call - and its meaning - has changed over time as
he has described it publicly.
When the ambassador first appeared before lawmakers on Oct. 17 for a closed-door
deposition, he described the Sept. 9 conversation and Trump's unequivocal denial
in his prepared remarks.
"The president repeated, 'no quid pro.' 'No quid pro quo' multiple times," Sondland
said, according to a transcript.
He elaborated under questioning, saying Trump had concluded the call by saying he
wanted Zelensky to "do the right thing" and "do what he ran on."
Rep. Tom Malinowski (D-N.J.) noted that the president's comments suggested that
"he did actually want something."
"What did you understand he meant by, 'I want Zelensky to do what he ran on?' "
Malinowski asked Sondland.
The ambassador said he didn't have a chance to follow up with the president.
"He was in a very bad mood and it was a very short call," he said. "I don't want to
characterize him as hanging up on me, but it was close to that.''
In the more than seven hours of questioning, Sondland did not make any reference
to speaking to Trump a few days earlier.
After Morrison and Taylor did so in subsequent depositions, Sondland submitted a
supplemental declaration earlier this month. In it, he acknowledged for the first
time the Warsaw meeting, where he told the Ukrainians he believed U.S. security
assistance was contingent on the investigations Trump was seeking.
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Sondland also addressed the discrepancy over the September calls, writing that he
could not "specifically recall if I had one or two phone calls with President Trump in
the September 6-9 time frame.•·
When he testified publicly last week, Sondland notably omitted his description of
the Sept. 9 call from his opening statement.
Under questioning from Republicans, he said he left it out to save time

an

explanation that did not satisfy the GOP members.

"This is an exculpatory fact shedding some light on the president's state of mind
about the situation .... So I'm just wondering why you didn't mention it in your
opener," said Steve Castor, a lawyer for Republicans on the Intelligence Committee.
"There were so many things I wanted to include in my opening and my opening was
already I think 45 minutes or something. It would have been an hour and a half,"
Sandland said.
"Couldn't fit it in a 23-page opener?" Rep. Jim Jordan (R-Ohio) asked Sandland
later. "The most important statement ... the president of the United States in a
direct conversation v.ith you about the issue at hand?"
Sandland also expressed less confidence in his memory that a call took place on
Sept. 9.

"I believe it was on the 9th of September. I can't find the records and they won't
provide them to me," he told House Intelligence Committee Chairman Adam B.

Schiff (D-Calif.).
"I still cannot find a record of that call because the State Department or the White
House cannot locate it. But I'm pretty sure I had the call on that day," he told
Castor.

https;i/www.washlngtonpostcom/politics/witness-testtmony-and-records-ra!se-questions-about-account-of-trumps-no-quid-pro-quo-cal!/2019/11/27/4,,.
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An early-morning time frame
Lawmakers did not further probe the timeline of the Sept. 9 call in the hearing.
But an examination of the circumstances in which Sondland said it occurred raises
questions about his narrative.
According to records released by the Intelligence Committee, Taylor's message was

sent at 12:47 a.m. on Sept. 9, and Sandland replied at 5:19 a.m.
The time stamps are calibrated to the phone of Kurt Volker, Trump's former special
envoy to Ukraine, who shared the messages with House investigators after stepping
down from his post in September.
That day, Volker was in Tbilisi, Georgia, according to pictures and a news release
from the McCain Institute, where he served as executive director. But impeachment
investigators believe the messages were logged in Eastern time, according to people

familiar with the inquiry.

If the call happened as Sondland has said, in between the two messages, then he
phoned the president an hour before Trump sent his first tweet of the day - a 6:21
a.m. message in which the president commented on an early segment on a Fox
News clip.
1t also would have been more than two hours before a colleague in Brussels said

Sandland was comfmtab1e calling Trump, beginning around 7:30 a.m. Eastern.
The lack of any White House record of the unusually early-morning call does not
conclusively rule out that the two may have talked on that day, a White House

official said.
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The White House has logs of calls received at the White House switchboard, those
routed through the Situation Room, and some placed through other secure
channels, officials said.
But when Trump speaks on his cellphone, this person said, calls are not always
logged, particularly when they are received in the residence - where Trump usually
stays until 10:30 a.m.
Trump has also rotated cellphones over time, and he has occasionally asked others
to call people and put them on speaker phone for him.
But another White House official said it was understood that Sondland, who was
confirmed as ambassador 16 months ago, did not have Trump's personal cell
number. The official said call records show Sondland had a practice of calling the
White House switchboard ifhe wanted to be patched through to the president, as he
did in a phone call on July 26 from a Kyiv restaurant that has emerged in the
impeachment inquiry.
White House logs of his phone calls were provided to Sondland and his attorney
before his public appearance under oath last week, Sondland said during his
testimony, adding that he had been given no record of a call on Sept. 9.

An ask for investigations
If the call with the president that Sondland has described is in fact the one that
occurred days earlier, the thrust of the conversation was very different, according to
other witnesses who heard about it at the time.
While Sondland said the Sept. 9 call ended with Trump saying Zelensky should "do
the right thing," in the earlier call Trump explicitly said he wanted specific
investigations, Morrison and Taylor testified.

https://www.washingtonpostcom/politics/witness4estimony-and-records-raise-questions-about-account-of-trumps-no-quid-pro-quo-call/2019/11 /27 /4...
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On Sept. 7, Morrison, who was serving as the top Russia and Europe adviser on the
National Security Council, said Sandland told him about a call he had just had with
the president.
"Gordon related that both - the President said there was not a quid pro quo, but he
further stated that President Zelensky should want to go to the microphone and
announce personally ... that he would open the investigations," Morrison testified
in an Oct. 31 closed-door deposition.
Morrison said he was dismayed and feared that they were running out of time to get
Trump to change his mind about U.S. aid before the end of the fiscal year.
Later that day, he described the conversation to Taylor, the acting ambassador to
Ukraine.
"According to Mr. Morrison, President Trump told Ambassador Sandland that he
was not asking for a 'quid pro quo,'" Taylor said in public testimony. "But President
Trump did insist that President Zelensky go to a microphone and say he is opening
investigations of Biden and 2016 election interference, and that President Zelensky
should want to do this himself."
Taylor said that he spoke himself to Sandland the following day, on Sept. 8, and
that Sandland told him that Trump was "adamant" that Zelensky had to "clear
things up and do it in public."
Taylor testified that Sandland used the word "stalemate" to describe what would
happen if Zelensky refused to announce the investigations himself - and indicated
funding was part of the deal.
"The meaning of stalemate was the security systems would not come," Taylor
testified, referring to the military aid.
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Last week, when Sondland testified publicly, Schiff pressed him on the descriptions
of the Sept. 7 call:
"Mr. Morrison and Ambassador Taylor have also related a conversation you had
with the president ... in which the president relayed to you that there was no quid
pro quo but, nevertheless, unless Zelensky went to the mic and announced these
investigations, there would be a stalemate over the aid. Is that correct?"

"That's correct," Sondland answered.
Trump himself has not offered any firsthand recollection of a conversation with
Sondland, referring back only to the ambassador's description.

"The one thing I've seen that Sondland said was that he did speak to me for a brief
moment, and I said, 'No quid pro quo under any circumstances.' And that's true,"
Trump told reporters earlier this month.

Last week, after Sondland's public testimony, Trump spoke to reporters while
holding a pad of paper with fragments of Sondland's testimony scribbled down in
black marker: "I WANT NOTHING" and "TELL ZELLINKSY [sic] TO DO THE
RIGHT THING."
"l would say that means it's all over," Trump said, referring to Sondland's account
of the Sept. 9 call. He read from his notes: "What do you want from Ukraine?'
[Sondland] asks me ... I want no quid pro quo. 'Tell Zelensky'

President

Zelensky- 'to do the right thing."'

Rosalind S. Helderman and Carol D. Leonnig contr·ibuted to this report.

Impeachment: What you need to read

https://www.washingtonpostcom/potitics/witness~testimony-and-records-raise-questions-about-accounH)Mrumps-no-quid-pro-quo--ca!f/2019/11/27/4 •..

AB

39-405

14/18

01/18/2020

1322
113/2020

Zelensky planned to announce Trump's 'quo' on my show. Here's what happened. - The Washington Post

OJbt tllastrtngton J)ost
Zelensky planned to announce Trump's 'quo' on
my show. Here's what happened.
By Fareed Zakaria
November 14, 2019 at 8:19 p.m. EST

The phrase "quid pro quo" is usually translated as "something for something." In
the case of President Trump's communications with Ukrainian President
Volodymyr Zelensky, it appears that the "quo" was supposed to have been a
declaration of Zelensky's commitment to undertake investigations into the 2016
election and Joe Eiden. The New York Times has reported that a public
announcement was set to be made on my CNN program. So I think I owe readers
my best understanding of what actually happened.
Ever since Zelensky was elected president in April, my team and I have been
interested in having him appear on the show. He is a fascinating political figure, a
total outsider who swept into power. I had visited Ukraine several times and
interviewed the previous president of the country three times, so I was familiar with
the place and had good contacts.
We began the process of establishing connections with the new administration,
which was cordial and efficient throughout. Heads of state often find it useful to
give interviews around the time of the annual U.N. General Assembly in September,
and that was our target.

Broaden your horizons: Get opinions from all sides in your inbox
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/zelensky-was-planning-to-announce-trumps-quid-pro-quo-on-my-show-heres-what-happened/2019/11/14/4...
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Zelensky planned to announce Trump's ·quo' on my show. Here's what happened. - The Washington Post

AD

About a week before the main U.N. gathering, another major conference was taking
place in Kyiv, an annual event that brings together Ukrainian elites with Western
politicians, diplomats, intellectuals and journalists. Since I was scheduled to
participate, I queried as to whether I could meet with Zelensky to secure the
televised interview and get him comfortable with me. His office readily agreed.
On Sept. 13, I met with Zelensky in Kyiv, on the sidelines of the conference. He
came across as smart, energetic and with a much sharper feel for politics than you
might expect from a neophyte. It was a brief conversation, but we did discuss most
of the big issues he faced - Ukraine's relations with Russia and the United States,
economic reform and corruption. We also talked about whether he wanted to do the
interview in English - which he speaks well - or Ukrainian. I left with the sense
that all was well. Zelensky had perhaps seemed a bit distracted, but I assumed that
this was because of the many challenges he faced.

https://www,washingtonpost.com/opinions/zelensky-was-planning-to-announce-trumps-quid-pro--quo--on-my-show-heres-what-happened/2019/11/14/4...
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Zelensky p!anne-d to announce Trump's 'quo' on my show. Here's what happened.~ The Washington Post

It's a testament to Zelensky's skill that he did not let on in any way the immense
pressure he was under. As we now know, for months the Trump White House had
been mounting an intense campaign to force him to publicly announce the electionrelated investigations. He had tried to resist and put them off in various ways, but
ultimately decided he would have to give in, according to the Times. His team

apparently concluded that since he was planning an interview with me anyway, that
would be the forum in which he would make the announcement, though neither he
nor any of his team ever gave us any inkling that this was their plan. However, after
my meeting with him in Kyiv, my team began to discuss potential logistics of the
interview with his team

time and place.

AD

https:!twww.wash!ngtonposl.com/opinlons/ze!ensky•was-plann1ng-to-announc1:Hrumps•quid•pro-quo~on-my-show-heres-what-happened/2019/11/14/4,..
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Ze!ensky planned to announce Trump's 'quo' on my show. Here's what happened. - The Washington Post

But I had not realized how much the ground had already begun to shift before our
meeting. On Sept. 5, The Post published an editorial revealing that it had been
"reliably told" that Trump was trying to force Zelensky to investigate Eiden. On
Sept. 9, four days before my visit to Kyiv, House Democrats initiated an
investigation into the allegations. That same day, the intelligence community
inspector general notified the House and Senate intelligence committees of the
whistleblower complaint. The next day, Sept. 10, House Intelligence Committee
Chairman Adam B. Schiff (D-Calif.) sent a letter to acting director of national
intelligence Joseph Maguire demanding that he turn over the complaint. That is
also the day Trump announced he had fired John Bolton as national security
adviser. And then, on Sept. 11, aid to Ukraine was unfrozen with no conditions.
Imagine Zelensky's dilemma. By the time I met with him in Kyiv, he knew the aid
had been released, but the backstory had not yet broken into public view. Ukrainian
officials I spoke to about the release of the aid were delighted but a little surprised
and unsure as to what had happened. Zelensky and his team were probably trying
to figure out whether they should still do the interview.
A few days later, on Sept. 18 and 19, The Post broke the story wide open. The
interview was called off. We are, of course, still trying to get it.

AD

https:/twww.washingtonpost.com/opinions/zelensky-was-planning-to-announce-trumps--qufd-pro-quo-on-my.-show--heres-what-happened/2019/11/14/4...
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Zelensky planned to announce Trump's 'quo' on my show. Here's what happened.• The Washington Post

11312020

Read more from Fareed Zakaria's archive,follow him on Twitter or subscribe to
his daily newsletter.

Read more:
David Ignatius: People died while Trump played games with Ukraine's military aid
The Post's View: Ukraine and Zelensky need help. U.S. officials are nowhere to be
found.
Eugene Robinson: Enough with the Latin. What Trump did was bribery.
Paul Waldman and Greg Sargent: Gordon Sondland just gave us this scandal's
smoking quid pro quo
The Post's View: A new president wants to transform Ukraine's politics - and stay
out of America's

AD

The latest commentary on the Trump impeachment

https:/lwww.washingtonpost.com/opinions/zelensky-was-planning-to-announce-trumps-qu!d-pro..quo--on-my-show-heres-what-happened/2019/11 /14/4. ..
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This Washington Post-ABC News poll was conducted by telephone June 28-July 1 2019,
among a random national sample of 1,008 adults, with 65 percent reached on cell phones
and 35 percent on landlines. Results have an error margin of plus or minus 3.5

percentage points for the full sample, including design effects due to weighting.
Sampling, field work and data processing by Abt Associates of Rockville, MD.
(Full methodological details appended at the end.)
*- less than 0.5 percent

1. Do you approve or disapprove of the way Donald Trump is handling his job as
president? Do you feel that way strongly or somewhat?

7/1/19
4/25/19
1/24/19
11/1/18
10/11/18
8/29/18
4/11/18
1/18/18
11/1/17
9/21/17
8/20/17
7 /13/17
4/20/17

-------- Approve -------Somewhat
Strongly
NET
12
44
32
12
28
39
9
28
37
12
28
40
12
29
41
12
36
24
15
25
40
13
24
36
12
25
37
13
26
39
15
22
37
11
25
36
15
27
42

------- Disapprove
Strongly
Somewhat
NET
45
8
53
45
9
54
49
9
58
43
9
53
7
46
54
7
53
60
10
46
56
49
9
58
8
50
59
48
9
57
13
45
58
48
10
58
10
43
53

No

opinion
3
6
5
8
6
4
4
5
4
4
5
6
5

2. Do you approve or disapprove of the way Trump is handling [ITEM]?
7/1/19 - Summary Table

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

the economy
immigration
taxes

health care
issues of special
concern to women

Approve
51
40
42
38

Disapprove
42
57
49
54

No opinion
6
2
9
8

56
54
52
55

12
14
12
5

32
32
f. abortion
36
g. gun violence
40
h. foreign policy
i. (climate change), also
29
known as (global warming)
*Full sample asked item a; half sample asked

62
9
items b-e; other half asked f-i.

Trend, where available:
a. the economy

Approve -------Somewhat
Strongly
NA
NA
14
35
15
30
16
30
16
27
17
26

-------7/1/19
10/11/18
8/29/18
4/11/18
9/21/17
7 /13/17

NET
51
49
45
46
43
43

-------Disapprove-----Strongly
Somewhat
NET
NA
NA
42
11
35
46
12
36
47
12
36
48
36
13
49
12
29
41

No

opinion
6
5
8
6
8
16

b. immigration
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..._

-------7/1/19
4/25/19
9/21/17

NET
40
39
35

_______

-------

Approve
Strongly
Somewhat
NA
NA
29
10
24
11

NET
57
57
62

Disapprove -----Strongly
NA
NA
11
46
11
51

No
opinion

Somewhat

2
4

3

c-h. No trend
i. climate change, also known as global warming

7/1/19

-------- Approve
Somewhat
NET
Strongly
29
NA
NA

------- Disapprove
NET
Somewhat
Strongly
62
NA
NA

No
opinion
9

Compare to: Do you approve or disapprove of the way Donald Trump is handling global
warming?

6/11/18

---------Approve-----------NET
Strngly
Smwht
No op.
34
19
15

---------- Disapprove
NET
Smwht
Strngly
57
12
44

No op.

No
op.

0

9

3. How much credit do you think the Trump administration deserves for the country's
economic situation - a great deal, a good amount, only some, or hardly any?

7/1/19

- Grt deal/Gd amtGreat
Good
NET
deal
amt
47
30
17

- Some/Hardly any Only
Hardly
any
some
NET
48
27
20

None

(vol.)

No
opinion

4

2

Compare to: How much credit do you think [ITEM] deserves for the country's economic
situation, a great deal, a good amount, only some, or hardly any?
1/18/18 - Summary Table
- Grt deal/Gd amtGreat
Good
amt
NET
deal
a. the Trump
ad.ministration
b. the Obama
administration

-

Some/Hardly any Hardly
Only
NET
some
any

None
(vol.)

No
opinion

38

19

19

56

29

27

3

3

50

24

26

45

24

21

3

2

4. (ASK IF LEANED DEMOCRAT) I'd like you to rate the chances that you will vote in the
2020 Democratic presidential primary or caucus in your state - are you absolutely
certain to vote, will you probably vote, are the chances 50-50, or less than that?

7/1/19

Certain
to vote
72

Probably
vote
12

Chances
50/50

Less than
that

Don't think
will vote
(vol.)

No
op.

9

4

3

*

5. (ASK IF LEANED DEMOCRAT) If the 2020 Democratic primary or caucus in your state
were being held today, for whom would you vote?

Joe Biden
Bernie Sanders

AB

1/24/19
Without
leaners
9
4

----

4/25/19 ---Without
With
leaners
leaners
13
17
9
11
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7/1/19 -----------------------With
Reg voters

Without
leaners
21
13

leaners
25

18

with leaners
28
16
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Kamala Harris
Elizabeth Warren
Pete Buttigieg
Tulsi Gabbard
Amy Klobuchar
Beto O'Rourke
Andrew Yang
Marianne Williamson
Julian Castro
Cory Booker
John Hickenlooper
Jay Inslee
Michael Bennet
Steve Bullock
Seth Moulton
Tim Ryan
Bill de Blasio
John Delaney
Kirsten Gillibrand
Eric Swalwell
Other
Someone new
No one/None of them
Anyone/Any of them
No opinion

4
4
5
0
1
3

8

2
0
0
1
3
0
0

4
4
5
0
l

4

*

0

*

l

7
3
1
1
l
1

0

*
1

0

0

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
5
1
3
3
46

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
9
1
4
2
35

0
15
1
7
5

43

l
1
1
l
1

1
l
0
1

*
*
*

*

*

11
10
3
2

*

*
0
0
1
0
0
0
0

9
9
3
1

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
3

*
4
2
35

*
0

*

0
0
0
0
0
0
4
0
4
1
19

0
0
0
0
0
0
3
0
4
2
17

6. (ASK IF LEANED DEMOCRAT) Now I'll read a list of candidates for the Democratic
nomination for president in 2020. After I've read the full list, please tell me whom
you'd vote for in the primary or caucus in your state. Which candidate would you lean
toward?

--

Joe Eiden

Bernie Sanders
Kamala Harris
Elizabeth Warren
Pete Buttigieg
Julian Castro
Amy Klobuchar
Beto O'Rourke
Michael Bennet
Cory Booker
John Hickenlooper
Jay Inslee
Marianne Williamson
Tulsi Gabbard
Andrew Yang
Steve Bullock
Kirsten Gillibrand
Tim Ryan
Bill de Blasio
John Delaney
Seth Moulton
Eric Swalwell
Other
None of these
Would not vote
No opinion

AB

7/1/19 --Reg
voters
All
30
29
19
23
13
11
12
11
4
4
3
4
2
2
2
2
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

*
0
0
0
0

*
1
6

0
0
0
0

*
1
1
6
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7. (ASK IF LEANED DEMOCRAT AND PREFER/LEAN TOWARD CANDIDATE) How important is it to
you personally that [NAMED CANDIDATE] wins the Democratic nomination for president is the extremely important to you, very important, somewhat important, or less
important than that?
NET
7/1/19

More important
Extremely
Very

60

26

NET
40

34

Less important -Somewhat
Less
32

7

No
opinion
1

8. (ASK IF LEANED DEMOCRAT AND PREFER/LEAN TOWARD CANDIDATE) After [NAMED CANDIDATE],
who would your second choice be? Which candidate would you lean toward as your second
choice?

--

7/1/19 ---

Reg
Joe Eiden

Bernie Sanders
Elizabeth Warren

Kamala Harris

All
23
18
15
14

Pete Buttigieg
Beto O'Rourke
Cory Booker

5

Julian Castro

2

Andrew Yang
Amy Klobuchar
Bill de Blasio
Michael Bennet
John Delaney
Tulsi Gabbard
John Hickenlooper
Tim Ryan
Eric Swalwell
Kirsten Gillibrand
Marianne Williamson
Steve Bullock
Jay Inslee
Seth Moulton
Other
None of these
Would not vote

2
1
1
1

No opinion

voters
20
18
18
17
6
3

4
3

3

2
2
2

*

*
*
*
0

*

0

0
0
0
1
3
0
6

0
0
0
1
3
0
5

9. (ASK IF LEANED DEMOCRAT) Regardless of who you may support, which of the Democratic
candidates do you think has the best chance to defeat Donald Trump in the general
election?
Joe Biden

Bernie Sanders
Kamala Harris
Elizabeth Warren
Julian Castro
Pete Buttigieg
Beto O'Rourke
Cory Booker
Steve Bullock
Bill de Blasio
John Delaney
Tulsi Gabbard
John Hickenlooper

AB

7/1/19
45
18
9
7

2
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Amy Klobuchar
Tim Ryan
Michael Bennet
Kirsten Gillibrand
Jay Inslee
Seth Moulton
Eric Swalwell
Marianne Williamson
Andrew Yang
Other
All of them
Any 2 or more
Nor:e
No opinion

0
0

0
0
0
0
0

1
1
12

10. (ASK IF LEANED DEMOCRAT) Which of the Democratic candidates do you trust most to
handle [ITEM]?
7/1/19

-

Summary Table
Health care

Bernie Sanders
Joe Biden
Elizabeth Warren
Kamala Harris
Pete Buttigieg
Julian Castro
Beto O' Rourke
Amy Klobuchar
Andrew Yang
Marianne Williamson
Michael Bennet
Cory Booker
Tulsi Gabbard
Jay Inslee
Tim Ryan
Kirsten Gillibrand
John Hickenlooper
Eric Swalwell
Steve Bullock
Bill de Blasio
John Delaney
Seth Moulton
Other
All of them
Any 2 or more
None
No opinion

27
25
13
7
2

1
1
1
1

Immigration
17

21
8

12
3

8
4
2

1
1

*
*
0
0
0
0
0

*
*

a
a

a
a
a

0

0

1
2

2
0

2

3

15

16

11. (ASK IF LEANED DEMOCRAT) Did you happen to watch either of the debates among
Democratic presidential candidates that were held Wednesday and Thursday night? [IF
YES] Did you watch only the Wednesday night debate, only the Thursday night debate, or
did you watch on both nights?

7/1/19

AB

NET

Wed.

49

8

Watched either
Other (vol.)
Both
Thu.
2
26
12

39-405

Did not
watch
50

No
opinion
l
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12.

(ASK IF LEANED DEMOCRAT) Given what you saw, or what you've heard or read since

then, which candidates, if any, stand out to you as having done an especially good job
in the debate? You can name up to four.

Kamala Harris
Elizabeth Warren
Joe Eiden
Bernie Sanders
Pete Buttigieg
Julian Castro

Cory Booker
Beto O'Rourke
Andrew Yang
Amy Klobuchar
Michael Bennet
Bill de Blasio
Tulsi Gabbard
Kirsten Gillibrand
Jay Inslee

7/1/19
41
26
21
19
13
12
10
7
3
2
1
1
1
1
1
1

Tim Ryan

Eric Swalwell
Marianne Williamson

John Delaney
John Hickenlooper
of them

*

4
31

None

No opinion

13.

(ASK IF LEANED DEMOCRAT) Which candidates do you think have the most new ideas?

You can name up to four.

Bernie Sanders
Elizabeth Warren
Kamala Harris
Joe Biden
Pete Buttigieg
Julian Castro
Beto O'Rourke
Cory Booker
Andrew Yang
Amy Klobuchar
Kirsten Gillibrand
Michael Bennet
Bill de Blasio
Tulsi Gabbard
Jay Inslee
Tim Ryan

7/1/19
27
27
26
18
15
13
8
6
6

3
2
1

1
1
1

Marianne Williamson

Steve Bullock
John Delaney
John Hickenlooper
Seth Moulton
Eric Swalwell
None
No opinion

5

25

14. If the 2020 presidential election were being held today, and the candidates were
(Donald Trump, the Republican) and ([ITEM], the Democrat), for whom would you vote?
Would you lean toward (Trump) or ([ITEM])?

AB
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7/1/19

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

Summary Table

Joe Eiden
Bernie Sanders
Elizabeth Warren
Kamala Harris
Pete Euttigieg

7/1/19

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

-

The
Democrat
55
51
51
51
48

Trump
41
45
44
43
44

Other
(vol.)

*
1
1

Neither
(vol.)
2
2
2
2
2

Would
not vote
(vol.)
1
1
1
1
1

No
opinion
1
1
1
2
3

Summary Table among registered voters

Joe Eiden
Bernie Sanders
Elizabeth Warren
Kamala Harris
Pete Euttigieg

The
Democrat
53
49
48
48
47

Trump
43
48
48
46
47

Other
(vol.)

1

Neither
(vol.)
1
2
1

1
1

2
2

*

1

Would
not vote
(vol.)
1
1

*

1

No
opinion
1
1
1
2

3

15. (ASK IF NOT TRUMP IN ANY ITEM) Is there a chance you'd consider voting for Trump
against any possible Democratic candidate, or is there no chance of that?

7/1/19

Would consider
Trump
4

No
chance
95

No
opinion
2

Q16/17/18 NET:

7/1/19

-------- Not Trump in any item
Would consider
No
NET
Trump
chance
51
2
48

No
opinion
1

Support Trump
at least once
49

16. (ASK IF TRUMP IN ALL ITEMS) How important is it to you personally that Trump wins
a second term as president - is this extremely important, very important, somewhat
important, or less important than that?

NET
7/1/19

More important --Extremely
Very

52

77

25

NET

23

Less important -Somewhat
Less

16

7

No
opinion
0

Ql4/Ql5/Q16 NET:

7/1/19

NET
43

Extremely
22

Trump in all items---------------Very
Somewhat
Less
No opinion
11
7
3
0

Not Trump in at
least one item
58

17. (ASK IF NOT TRUMP IN ANY ITEM) How important is it to you personally that Trump
does not win a second term as president - is this extremely important to you, very
important, somewhat important, or less important than that?

7/1/19

NET
89

More important --Extremely
Very
73
15

NET
11

Less important -Somewhat
Less
6
5

No
opinion
1

Ql4/Ql5/Ql7 NET:

AB
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7/1/19

-------------- Not Trump in any item---------------NET
Extremely
Very
Somewhat
Less
No opinion
51
37
8
3
2

Support Trump
at least once
49

18. Since taking office, do you think Trump has acted in a way that's (fitting and
proper for a president of the United States), or has he acted in a way that's
(unpresidential)?

7/1/19
1/18/18
7/13/17

Fitting
and proper
28
25
24

Unpresidential
65
70
70

No
opinion
7
5

6

19. Based on what you know, do you think Congress should or should not begin
impeachment proceedings that could lead to Trump being removed from office? Do you
feel that way strongly or somewhat?
------ Should begin----Somewhat
NET
Strongly
37
7/1/19
29
8
4/25/19
37
29
9
3/29/19* 41
NA
NA
1/24/19
40
7
33
8/29/18
49
40
9
*3/29 Post-Schar School

NET
59
56
54
55
46

Should not begin---Somewhat
Strongly
13
46
13
43
NA
NA
13
42
13
33

No
opinion
4
6
5
6
5

Compare to:
Based on what you know, do you think Congress should or should not impeach Clinton and
remove him from office?
Should be impeached ---- Should not be impeached -No
NET
Strongly
Somewhat
NET
Somewhat
Strongly
opin.
NA
NA
64
NA
12/6/98
33
NA
3
NA
11/22/98
NA
66
NA
4
NA
30
2
11/1/98
27
NA
NA
71
NA
NA
NA
NA
10/25/98
29
NA
66
NA
5
NA
NA
68
NA
NA
10/18/98
29
3
64
31
25
6
11
53
4
10/10/98
7
31
24
9/28/98
66
14
52
3
9/21/98
2
NA
NA
57
NA
NA
41
9/14/98
38
59
3
9/13/98*
64
30
6
8/23/98**
70
24
6
8/19/98**
30
65
5
8/17/98**
25
69
6
*Washington Post: "As you may know, the independent counsel Kenneth Starr has
delivered a report to Congress summarizing his investigation of the Lewinsky matter.
Based on what you know or have heard ... "
** "If he does not resign, do you think ... "

20. Thinking again about the general election in 2020, for each item I name please
tell me how important it will be in your vote for president - one of the single most
important issues, very important, somewhat important, or less important than that?
7/1/19 - Summary Table

NET

AB

Important
1 of most

39-405

Very

-- Not as important NET
Somewhat
Less

No
op.
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the economy
82
21
61
immigration
80
25
56
taxes
68
13
55
health care
80
19
61
issues of special
concern to women
69
13
56
14
f. abortion
47
61
g. gun violence
71
17
54
h. foreign policy
72
12
59
i. (climate change), also
known as (global warming)
54
15
40
*Full sample asked item a; half sample asked items b-e;

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

17
18
31
19

15
15
26
16

2
3
5

30
37
29
27

23
28
20
25

6
10
9

1
2

2

1

3

1
2
1
1

44
27
17
other half asked f-i.

1

Not as important Somewhat
Less
19
2
16
2
33
6
10
9
1

No
op.

7/1/19 - Summary Table among leaned Democrats

NET
79
82
60
89

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

Important
1 of most
18
24
10
29

Very
61
57
50
61

the economy
immigration
taxes
health care
issues of special
concern to women
83
20
63
f. abortion
69
18
51
g. gun violence
85
23
62
h. foreign policy
72
12
60
i. (climate change), also
known as (global warming)
80
25
54
*Full sample asked item a; half sample asked items b-e;

NET
21
18
39

17
29
15
27

15
26

*
*
*

1

11

2
3
4

24

3

1

20
18
2
other half asked f-i.

*
*
*

Trend, where available:
a. the economy

7/1/19
4/18/04
3/7 /04
10/29/03
9/13/03

------Important----NET 1 of most Very
82
21
61
79
14
65
79
14
65
73
89
16
70
85
15

-Not as importantNET Somewhat Less
17
15
2
20
18
2
21
18
3
10
10
*
15
14
1

No
op.
1

------Important----NET 1 of most Very
68
13
55
47
55
8
62
10
52
63
8
55
67
7
60

-Not as importantNET Somewhat Less
31
26
5
7
45
38
38
32
6
37
32
5
29
33
4

No
op.
1

-Not as importantNET Somewhat Less
37
28
10

No
op.

*
*
*
*

b. No trend.
c. taxes

7/1/19
4/18/04
3/7 /04
10/29/03
9/13/03

*
*
*

d-e. No trend.

f. abortion

7/1/19

AB

------Important----NET 1 of most Very
61
14
47

39-405
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9/13/03*
42
6
* "the abortion issue"

57

36

36

21

2\

g. gun violence
------Important----NET 1 of most Very
71
17
54

-Not as importantNET Somewhat Less
29
20
9

No
op.

------Important----NET 1 of most Very
41
6
35

-Not as importantNET Somewhat Less
59
40
19

No
op.
*

------Important----NET 1 of most Very
72
12
59

-Not as importantNET Somewhat Less
27
25
2

No
op.
1

Foreign affairs
------Important----NET 1 of most Very
10/29/03
62
5
56

-Not as importantNET Somewhat Less
4
38
33

No
op.
1

-Not as importantNET Somewhat Less
45
37
8
40
35
5

No
op.

7/1/19
Compare to:
Gun control

9/13/03

h. foreign policy

7/1/19
Compare to:

International affairs

----- Important
NET 1 of most Very
53
7
47
60
8
52

10/29/03
9/13/03

1

i. No trend.

21. What do you think about being able to afford the cost of your health care,
including the cost of insurance and your out-of-pocket costs, over the next few years
- is that something you're very worried about, somewhat worried, not so worried or not

worried about at all?
NET
7/1/19

71

Worried
Very
Smwt.
27
45

22. Which would you prefer,

NET
28

Not worried---Not so
At all
12
17

No
opinion

(the current health insurance system in the United States,

in which most people get their health insurance from private employers, but some

people have no insurance); or (a universal health insurance program, in which everyone

is covered under a program like Medicare that's run by the government and financed by
taxpayers?)
Current
Universal
52
7/1/19
41
9/12/06*
40
56
10/13/03
62
33
*ABC/Kaiser/USA Today
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23. (ASK IF UNIVERSAL HEALTH INSURANCE) Would you support or oppose Medicare for all
if it meant there was no private insurance option available?

7/1/19

Support
83

Oppose
14

No opinion
3

Q22/23 NET:

7/1/19

Current
41

-------------Universal------------Support
Oppose
No
NET
w/o private
w/o private
op.
7
52
43
2

No
opinion
7

NET Q22/23 among leaned Democrats

-------------

Current
7/1/19

17

------------- Universal
Support
Oppose
w/o private
w/o private
10
66

NET
77

No
op.
2

No
opinion
5

24. On another subject, do you think abortion should be legal in all cases,
most cases, illegal in most cases or illegal in all cases?

7/1/19
7 /21/13
3/10/12
7/17/11
3/26/10
11/23/09
6/21/09
9/7 /08
RV
8/22/08
6/15/08
1/12/08
12/9/07
11/1/07
7/21/07
2/25/07
12/18/05
4/24/05
12/19/04
5/23/04
1/20/03
8/12/01
6/24/01
1/15/01
9/6/00
RV
7/23/00
9/2/99
3/14/99
7/12/98
8/5/96
6/30/96
10/1/95
9/21/95
7 /17 /95

AB

------ Legal
All
NET
cases
27
60
55
20
54
21
54
19
53
17
54
19
55
20
57
19
54
22
53
18
57
21
53
18
55
19
56
23
56
16
56
17
56
20
55
21
54
23
57
23
49
22
52
22
21
59
55
20
53
20
56
20
55
21
54
19
56
22
58
24
60
26
60
24
59
27

Most
cases

33
35
33
35
35
35
35
38
32
35
36
35
36
34
39
40
36
34
31
34
27
31
38
35
33
37
34
35
34
34
35
36
32

NET
36
41
43
44
45
43
43
39
44
44
40
44
43
41
42
41
42
42
44
42
48
43
39
42
43
42
42
42
41
40
37
36
40

Illegal
All
Most
cases
cases
22
14
26
15
25
17
30
15
27
18
28
16
26
17
24
15
26
18
28
16
25
15
27
17
27
16
28
14
31
12
27
13
27
14
25
17
23
20
25
17
28
20
23
20
25
14
25
16
26
17
26
15
27
15
29
13
27
14
25
14
25
12
25
11
26
14

39-405

legal in

No
opinion
4
3
3
2
2
2
2
4
3
3
3
3
2

2
2
3
3
3
2
2
3
4
l

3
4
2
3
4
3
2
3
4

1
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25. Should your state make it (easier) for women to have access to abortion, make it
(harder) for women to have access to abortion, or leave the law on women's access to
abortion as it is now?

No
opinion

Leave as

7/1/19

Easier
32

it is now

Harder
24

41

4

Compare to:
Would you like to see the Supreme Court (make it harder to get an abortion than it is
now), (make it easier to get an abortion than it is now), or (leave the ability to get
an abortion the same as it is now)?

Harder
30
42
42

8/29/18
12/18/05
8/28/05

Same
45
45
47

Easier
21
11
9

No opinion
4
2
2

Generally speaking, do you think it should be made easier or harder for a woman to
obtain a legal abortion?
Easier

3/31/92*

39

Harder
47

Same (vol.)

No opinion

8

7

* Washington Post
26. All else equal, if the election were between (Trump) and (a Democratic candidate
who you regard as a socialist), who would you support
(Trump) or (the Democrat who
you regard as a socialist)?

Trump
7 /1/19
7/1/19 RV

Socialist

46

49

46
43

No opinion
8
8

Party ID. Generally speaking, do you usually think of yourself as (a Democrat),
Republican), an independent or what?
Democrat

7/1/19
4/25/19
1/24/19
11/1/18
10/11/18
8/29/18
4/11/18

29
29
32
32
33
33
32

Republican
23
26
24
25
26
25
25

Independent
37
36
37
35
35
37
35

Other (vol.)

(a

No opinion

5
5

5

4

5
3

4
4

4
2

3
5

3
3

***END***

METHODOLOGICAL DETAILS
This poll was jointly sponsored and funded by The Washington Post and ABC News. The
poll is a random sample of adults in the United States, with interviews in English and
Spanish.
This questionnaire was administered with the exact questions in the exact order as
they appear in this document. Demographic questions are not shown.

If a question was

asked of a reduced base of the sample, a parenthetical preceding the question
identifies the group asked. Phrases surrounded by parentheticals within questions
indicate clauses that were randomly rotated for respondents.
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A dual frame landline and cell phone telephone sample was generated using Random Digit
Dialing procedures by Survey Sampling International (SSI). Interviewers called
landlines and cellular phone numbers, first requesting to speak with the youngest

adult male or female at home. The final sample included 357 interviews completed on
landlines and 651 interviews completed via cellular phones, including 459 interviews
with adults in cell phone-only households.
This survey uses statistical weighting procedures to account for deviations in the
survey sample from known population characteristics, which helps correct for
differential survey participation and random variation in samples. The overall adult
sample is weighted to correct for differential probabilities of selection among
individuals who are landline-only, cell phone-only or dual users. Results are also
weighted match the demographic makeup of the population by sex, region, age, education
and race/ethnicity according to the latest Current Population Survey Social and
Economic Supplement.
All error margins have been adjusted to account for the survey's design effect, which

is 1.4 for this survey. The design effect is a factor representing the survey's
deviation from a simple random sample and takes into account decreases in precision
due to sample design and weighting procedures. Surveys that do not incorporate a
design effect overstate their precision.
Unweighted
sample size
Group
All adults
1,008
875
Registered voters
Leaned Democrats
460
397
Leaned Democratic voters

Error margin
+/- 3.5 points
4

5.5
6

The Washington Post is a charter member of AAPOR's Transparency Initiative, which
recognizes organizations that disclose key methodological details on the research they
produce.
Contact polls@washpost.com for further information about how The Washington Post
conducts polls.

CAAP©Il
Transoarencv
Initiative
AMERICAN ASSOCIATION FOR
PUBLIC OPINION RESEARCH
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Wha!sApp Security

Privacy and Security is in our DNA
From day one, we built WhatsApp to help you stay in touch with friends, share vital information during
natural disasters, reconnect with separated families, or seek a better life. Some of your most personal
moments are shared with WhatsApp, which is why we built end-to-end encryption into our app. When
end-to-end encrypted, your messages, photos, videos, voice messages, documents, and calls are
secured from falling into the wrong hands.

https://www.whatsapp.com/secur!ty/
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WhatsApp Security

1/3/2020

Many messaging apps only encrypt messages between you and them, but WhatsApp's end-to-end
encryption ensures only you and the person you're communicating with can read what is sent, and
nobody in between, not even WhatsApp. This is because your messages are secured with a lock, and
only the recipient and you have the special key needed to unlock and read them. For added protection,
every message you send has its own unique lock and key. All of this happens automatically: no need to
turn on settings or set up special secret chats to secure your messages.

Speak Freely
WhatsApp Calling lets you talk to your friends and family, even if they're in another country. Just like
your messages, WhatsApp calls are end-to-end encrypted so WhatsApp and third parties can't listen
to them.

Messages that Stay with You
Your messages should be in your hands. That's why WhatsApp doesn't store your messages on our
servers once we deliver them, and end-to-end encryption means that WhatsApp and third parties
can't read them anyway.

2/4

https:l/www.whatsapp.com/securi!y/
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WhatsApp Security

11312020

See for Yourself
WhatsApp lets you check whether the calls you make and messages you send are end-to-end
encrypted. Simply look for the indicator in contact info or group info.

Get the Details
Read an in-depth technical explanation of WhatsApp's end-to-end encryption, developed in
collaboration with Open Whisper Systems.

314

https://www.whatsapp.com/security/
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WhatsApp Security
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WhatsApp

Android
!Phone

facebook

Windows Phone

Privacy & Terms

4/4

https://www.whatsapp,com/security/
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FBI seeks interview with CIA whistleblower
rzi news.yahoo.com/fbi-seeks-interview-with-cia-whistleblower-12163 7359. html
Michael lsikotl and Zach Dorfman

WASHINGTON - The FBI recently sought to question !he CIA whistleblower who filed a complaint
over President Trump's July 25 Ukraine call
a move that came after a vigorous internal debate
within the bureau over how to respond to some of the issues raised by the complaint's allegations
and whether they needed to be more thoroughly investigated, according to sources familiar with the
matter.
An FBI agent in the Washington field office in October reached out to one of the lawyers representing
the whistleblower and asked to question the CIA analyst who triggered the congressional inquiry into
the president's conduct, one of the sources said.
But no interview has yet to be scheduled. It is unclear what the intended scope of the interview would
be or whether the whistleblower's lawyers will agree to it. Mark Zaid, one of the lawyers for the
whistleblower, said he and his co-counsel would have no comment An FBI spokesperson also
declined comment.
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Photo illustration: Yahoo News; photos: Getty Images (2), AP

The request from the FBI comes at a sensitive moment when Republicans on the House Intelligence
Committee are making repeated efforts to "out" the whistleblower in order to suggest he may have
had political motivations hostile to the president when he filed his Aug. 12 complaint with the
intelligence community's inspector general.
It also comes after multiple threats have been made against the whistleblower and his lawyers some of which have been separately passed along by the lawyers to other officials at the FBI. But the
agent who sought to question the whistleblower made no reference to the threats as the purpose of
the interview, according to sources familiar with the discussions.
Any investigation by the FBI into the issues raised in the whistleblower complaint has the potential to
introduce a new wild card into the debate over whether to impeach the president over his Ukraine
dealings.
In late September, the Justice Department confirmed that Brian Benczkowski, the assistant attorney
general in charge of the Justice Department's criminal division, and an appointee of Trump, had
reviewed the whistleblower's detailed complaint the previous month and determined there was no
violation of campaign finance laws by the president when he asked Ukrainian President Volodymyr
Zelensky to open up an investigation into the gas company that once paid Hunter Biden, the son of
former Vice President Joe Biden, to serve on its board.
As a result, Kerri Kupec, chief of public affairs, said the Justice Department determined that "no
further action was warranted."
But that decision, a Justice Department official said, was limited only to the question of potential
campaign finance law violations and not to any other issues raised in the whistleblower complaint. "It
was a very narrow issue," the official said.
Some officials within the FBI, which received its own copy of the whistleblower's complaint in early
September, chafed at a Justice Department move they believed was aimed at shutting down any
inquiry at all, especially into potential counterintelligence issues raised by the allegations, according

AB

39-405

01/18/2020

1346
to a former senior U.S intelligence official who has discussed the matter with current FBI
counterintelligence agents.
There were "guys who wanted to run with it," said the former senior official. "People were pissed off."
Others in the FBI were wary and "didn't want to touch [the whistleblower complaint] with a 10-foot
pole because of the Russia investigation," said this former senior official.
FBI counterintelligence officials were particularly concerned about the claims whistleblower's complaint -

detailed in the

that the president's lawyer Rudy Giuliani and two of his associates may

have been manipulated by Russian interests, said the former senior official.
The two associates in question are Igor Fruman and Lev Parnas, both of whom were recently
indicted by federal prosecutors for allegedly conspiring to funnel foreign money into U.S. elections.
"There were guys within the [intelligence community] who believe this is another Russian attempt,"
the former official said. "People think Giuliani is being led down the primrose path."
One question likely to be raised by the FBl's inquiry is why the bureau is still interested in talking to
the whistleblower given that the House has since taken testimony from others who have far more
direct knowledge of the White House's interactions on Ukraine issues.
Yet, largely overlooked in the impeachment debate so far is that the CIA analyst, whose complaint
was forwarded to the FBI, specifically raised his concerns in the context of an intelligence threat to
the country. "I am also concerned that these actions pose risks to U.S. national security and
undermine the U.S. Government's efforts to deter and counter foreign interference in U.S. elections,"
the analyst wrote.
Attached to the seven-page complaint was a classified appendix that has since been partially
released. But one of the sections and a footnote to the appendix have been blacked out by the
intelligence community and remain classified.
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Read more from Yahoo News:
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