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“ Good morning.  This s a transcribed interview of Mary

hMeoclord,

Thank yvou for speaking to us today.

For the record, | arn_ senior caunsel at the House Permanent
Select Committee on Inteligence for the majorty,  Thera are also various
tiermbers and staff present who will introduce themsahies a5 the procaedings go
o, But befora we beain, | wanied to state a few things for the record.

The questioning will be conducted by Members and staff present.  During
the course of this inferview Members and staff may ask questionz during their
allotied time period.  Some questions may seem basic, bu! that is bacause we
need to clearly establish facts and understand the situation. Please do not
assume we know any facts you have previously disclosed as part of any other
investigation or review,

This interview will be conducked at the Top Secret’EC level

During the course of this interview we will take any breaks that vou desire.

We ask thatl you give complete and fulsoma raplies to questions based an
your best recoliections. T a question is unclear or you're uncartain in yaur
response, please ket us know.  And 7 you do not know the answer to a question or
simply cannol remeamber, [ust say 5¢.

You're enfitled to have counsel prasant for this interdew, and | 2ea that
wvou've brought them. At this time, if counsel can make thair appearanceas for the

racord.

ME. PROBER: Raphael Prober, from Akin Sump.



ME, CICCONE  Martine Ciceoni from Akin Gump.

I hook ol

The intaneew will be franscribed,  There is a reporter making a record of
these proceedmdas so we can easily consull a writlen compilalion of your answers.
Because tha repaner cannol record gestures, we ask that you answer verbaly. If
yeu farget o do this, yau might be remindsd to do 50, You may also be askad to
spell cartain terms ar unusual phrases.

Consistent with the committes's rules of procedure, you and your counsel,
upon request, will have a reasonable eppartunity to inspect the tranzcript of this
inteniew In order to detarmine whether your answers were correctly transcribed.
The transcrip! will rermain in the committee's custody.  The commitiee also
reserves tha right to request your relurm for addiienal gueslions should the need
arize

The processes for the intenview is as follows.  The majorily will be given 45
minuies o ask questions and the minonty will be given 45 minutes to ask
guasitons.  Immediztely thereafter, we will take a 5-minute break, should you
desire, aHer which time the majorty will be given 15 minutes to azk questions and
the minority will be given 15 minules to g5k questions. These 15-minute rounds
will continue until each side has exhausted ils questioning.

The timing for these rounds witl e adhered o by all sides, with no
axtensions beng granted.  And time will be kept for each portion of the intervisw
with wamings givern at the 5- and 1-minute mark raspactivaly.

To ensure confidentiality, we ask thal you do not discusses the interview
with anyone othar than your attormays.  And you are reminded that it is uniawful to

deliherateiy provide false information o Members of Congress or staff.  And




laetly, the record will reflect that you're appearing voluntaribe for this interview,
which will be under cath,

Ms, MeCord, if you could raise your right hand to be swam.

[Witness swom.]

T e vou

&nd just & reminder, when speaking. please make sure the mrophone is
on with the green light so that the reporter can transcnibe i,

Owiar to you, Mr. Chairman.

ME. CONAWAY: Thank you for being here this morning.

MR GOWDY: Thankyou, Mr. Chairman. Thank you on behalf of all of us
for being here s morning.

My name is Trey Gowdy. P'm fraom South Carclina.  Tomn Rooney is
from -- oh, sormy.

ME, ROOMEY: | think he wanted to say samething

MR. PROBER: 'We can go when you ara through.

MR, GOWDY: Mo, Heavans, no. You gonow. You're being pad morne
by the hour than | am, you go.

MR PROEER: Thanks very much. | just wanted "o ren through a coupla
of housekeeping things before we gat stared.

A5 everyone knows, and as 've communicatad to saff on both sidas, Ms.
McCord's happy to be here and to apswar the guestions. | just want to make sure
that we're all being mindful of her role as a lawyer and the attendant obligatiens
there as we are having the conversation. | dor't emdsion any issues ansing, but |
wanlad to make sure W flag that to the extent anything comes up in thai regard,

And then alsg, of course, open matters and any senstivity around that.



should any issues anse, | jusl wantod o flag that as wa'ra getiing going.

| alza wanted to mantion, consistent with tha committee’s miles and my
conversations with staff on botb gides, ii's cerainky cur understanding and
expectation that this will remain confidential. But | would just ask that to the
extent any giace of this does not remain confidential, and, again, itz our hape and
expectation that it will, ihat the NDA that we and Ms. McoCord signed thiz moming
does not present an issue with regard to nonclassified information if there's a
beliaf that less than the entire context is baing provided.

And, Ms. McCord, | know there are ne documents thal vou're intanding io
use today. This iz obviously bazed on recollection, some events going back
roughly a year ago or more.

Ms. McCord has spoken with the Special Counsel and also with the Senate
and is relying on her memary here. But | jusi want to make clear that there are a
ot of dates involved and she doesnt have the benefit of her fiigs or her notes as
wea're getting going.

And the last pieca iz, | wanted to mantion that we |et the Deparment know
that she would ba coming in and doirg thizs Imarviaw.

ME. GOWDY. Very well.

MHE. PEOBER: Thank vou.

ME. GOWEY: Ms. McCord, the commibies i2 locking at four things. four
argas of jurisdiclion,  Whal did Russia do with respect Lo the 2016 election cycla?
With whom, if anvone, did they do itY What was the .5, Government's
response? And the faufth franche far purposes of today would be the issue of
maskings and unmaskings, and then the dissemination of classifed information.

S0 our questions will facus on the first couple of thase prengs.




But before we get into thal, 2015, 2016, what was your litle, whal was your
role and rasponsibliities at the Departmeant?

MS. MCCORD: 5o | came over fo the National Security Division at the
Department from the WS, Attormey's Office in D.C. in the spring of 2014, as the
Frincipal Depuly Assistant Attorney General.  That was a carear position.  And |
ramained career throughout my tenure at the National Security Division.

So in 2015 and 2016 until Oclober, | was the Principal Deputy.  In October
of 2016, when John Carlin, then the Assistant Atterney General, departed the
govemment, | became tha Acting Assistant Attorney General, but stll held my title
as Principal Deputy.

5o in the role both as Principal Deputy and as an Acting Assistant Attorney
General, | had responsibility, of course. when John was there, with John,
mr. Carlin, for supervising the 350-plus attorneys and staff in the division, and thai
caverad areas of counterterrorism prosecutions, counter-espionage and expart
cantrol prosecutions, national security cyber prasacutions, the Office of
Intelgance, which [s where all of the work in front of the Foreign Intelligence
Sunveillance Court is done, and also the law and palicy shop, which s a group of
lawyers that did palicy work, to include proposed legislation, working with folks on
Capital Hill on festimony and other things an national security-relatad issues,
authorities -- inteligence authonties.

And alse thase ware the lawyers who helpad prapare me and Mr. Carlin,
the Deputy Attorney General, and the Attorney General for Mational Security
Council meatings on issues of national secunty across a wida spactium.

MR. GOWDY: From time to time at least some falks in the media and

evan of us that aren't axpers [ika you ara will draw a distinelion between



counterinialligence investigations and temrorism of criminal investigations.  |s that
a distinction that you draw?  And if 50, i thare a difforence in the way that you
wadld investigate or manage those categories of cases?

MS. MCCORD:. There is a distinction. A criminal investigation iz one
where uzually from the beginning there iz — reazon o beleive, the crime's been
committed. And so from the beginning of the investigation the goal is to
determine whether thers is a sufficient quantum of evidence o charge someone
with a criminal offense.

A counterintelligence investigation -- and usually the goal in a criminal
inveskigation is 1o get from that skarting point to a decision about whether the
evidence is there and, you know, as expeditiously as possible, consistent with the
ruiz of law.

in a counterintelligence investigation, many of these ars not with an eye
toward any hypes of criminal charges whalsoewver,  IYs in order to abtain
inteligence callaction and o dalerming — and this might be countanntelligance
invastigations regarding petential intsliigence officers hera in the United States or
elsewhere whe are trying to oblain infammation across a variety of differant issues
to share with their own -~ with their own governments.

And so, these are offentimes -- most times, | would say — not with any kind
af intent or objective of reaching 8 criminaf charge. And so, thesa might remain
opan for years.

MR, GOWDY: Cid youw have a rele or did the Department have a rale, i
you know, in investioating the mtrusion intc the ONC server whenever that may
have taken place?

MS. MCCORD: Yes. Soitwas primarily through the Federal Bureau of
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Investigation, which, of course, is part of the Depastmant,  And they were involved
in that from & wvery, you know, early stage.

ME. GOWDY: Would you have also been inveleed i that?

MS5. MCCORD; 5o | was brigted on thal from time to time. | can't racall
the first briefing,  And then of course that issue also became an issue that was of
concern 1o the entire, you know, Mational Security Council and the Mational
Security Council staff.

And soin addition to the FSI's inveshgalive mole in that mater, there was
also, you know, interest across the National Security Council in what did happen
and what should the government's response be. what should the LS. response
be.

MR, GOWDY:  Would that have fallen more ancthe sounterintelligence or
the criminal side af the ledgar ar bath?

M2 MCCORD: So the FBI would have been loaking at it for both,
counterint2lligence purposes and ta try to determineg if we could attribute the
intruzion to any individual that could be potentially charged. So they were, you
krow, focused on both of these things

In terms of the National Securily Goungd and, yau know, the diffeternt
membars and differant depameants, their work wouldn't have been focused on,
you know, a ciminal investigation, it was focused on datermining who was
responsible and ther how should the U S, respond to tham,

ME. GOWDY: Would Bureau agents ever come to you for advice or
counsel ahoul how to access avidanca ar whathear or not yau had anough probable
cause to access evidence?

MES. MCCORD: | guess | would need some clanficawon on what you mean



11

by access evidence.

MR. GOWDY. Search warrant.

ME. MCCORD: Well, chviously they -- | shouldn't say obviously, The Bureay
would come to & prosecutor for a search warrant. And so f itis a naliena’
security matter that iz reporting up through the Natinal Securily Division, they
would typically be working with not only a lawyar eithar in countartanorism
seotion or our counterntzliipence and axpon controf section — wa have altarmeys
in Both - but alzc usually with an assistant United States attomey at one ¢f the
U.5. Attomey's Offices in the coundry that would have, you know, jurisdiclion aver
the event.

And thalt's because a process [lke a search warrant, we would -- we at the
MNational Security Division -- would need to ba using -- have an apen caso and
take that 1o & judge and we would work with an assistant U2 attarney.

MR, GOWDY: Confusion is probably too strong a werd, but there is a lack
of clarity, al leas! on some at eur behaltz, of whether or not the U 5. Government
had access to the DNE server during the pendancy of this investigation. Do you
know whether or nat they did and whether ar not any U.5. Government entity
sought acocess (o the zerver?

MZ. MCCORD: [ do not know The answer to whelher the Bureay ar alher
U.3. Government entity had access to the server. What I'm aware of with regard
to the Bureau's invastigation is that from ar eardy paint in tima fhey reached out to
affizials at the DNC o make them aware of intruzions that had taken place and
they did that aver a series of ditlerent contexts, without getting a lot
of -- cooperation is maybe too strong of 2 word - but withaout gatting — making a

lot of prograss in terms of attention to the issue.




MR. GOWDY: Well, every now and again law enforcement agencies will
ask for access o what they perceive (o be evidance, And then whan they ask
and don't ke fhe apswear, thay'll resort to a2 legal process o access it. Do you
know whether or not they saw the search warrant, discussaed one with you, or did
they jusi ask for it¥

MS MCCORE: For--

MR. GOWDY: Tothe semer.

ME.MCSORD: For access to the server?  They did not discuss that with
e,

MR, GOWDY:  With respect lo whether it's Mi. Podesta's email or whather
s the DMC server, for those of us that were homicide prosecutors and not other,
mare thoughtful, sman stuff, is it a crime to access someone's server and fo
intrude in someone's server?  Are there patential erimeas that would have bean
committad in connachon with that?

M3, MCCORD:  There arc computar crimes that invoive unauthorized
access to, you know, servers, computers, ather types of oybear,

ME, GOWEY: What are the elements of thase affenses? Do you recall
what -«

ME MCCORD: | don't have the statute book in front of me.

MR, GOWDY: Would that ba true for both an email aceaunt and & server?
Wolld they bodn be —

ME MOCCORD: | helievs both are those thal could be the subject of
unauthanzed access that could give rise to potential charges.

MR GOWVDY: Al right. So if you've answerad this, | apaiogize, but 1 want

t3 ask it again. Were there open criminal investigations with respect to the breach
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of the email or the server?

M5, MCCORD: At what point in time are your --

MR. GOWDY: At any point in time.

MG MCCORD: So thers were -- the FBI from tha time | thick it first
izarmed of the breach into the server began trying to asceain who had -- who was
rezpansible for that intrusion.  And that — | can't recall exactly when | becams
aware of that, and | don’t recall us being specific as ta which buckat the FBI had
put that in, sounterintelligenca versus grimminal al the beginning

But | will say that cerainly it was always our hope ard objective — when |
gay our, | mean at tha NMational Secunty Division, working with the Depuy
Assistan! Altomey General who was respansible for our oyber inveshigations -- it
was certainly always the hope that it would gel to a peinl of canfidence in who in
paricular was respansible far that.

ME. GOWDY:  In 2015 or 2016, at any point while you were thaena, do you
recall either counterintalligence or criminal investigatians into aither of the mapor
palitical candidates andior their campaigns?

MS. MCCORD: There — na.

ME. GOWDY; Do you recall either counterintelligence or criminal
ivasligations inlo anyane, whethar formally or infarmally cannastad with aither of
the fwo major poliical candidates' campaigns.

MS. MCCORD; Yes

ME. GOWDOY:  What can yau tell us abaut that?

P, MCCORD, 5o begmning in - akthough | was not aware of this at the
time — but beginning in the summer of 2016 s whan the FE] began investigating

some individuals whe had becn afiliated with the Trump campaign as
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counterintelligence investigations, not cnminal investigations.  And that procesded
throughout the fall and, of course, after the alection and into this year, as you're
awara.

At some point, and | don't know, you would have ta talk to the Sureau about
how they keep track of their own records and the way they open different
investigations. They can open as a Gl or counterintelligence investigation, open
as a criminal investigation, and they can sometimes merge these, And | can’l Lell
you when these would have been merged, | can say thal by early 2017, | would
say. is when there were more discussions aboutl potential criminal. you know,
looking at this as ciminal Investigations in addition to counterintelligence
investigations

MR, GOWDY: | think if | wrote it down right, you said individuals. Do you
recall any of the names of peopla, either formerly or informally, connected with the
Trump campaign?

MS.MCCORD: ves. G
B e =

ME. GOWDY:  And you said these would have been Cl investigations at
the time, not necessarity criminal,

MS. MCCORD: Sothe way it was explained to me by the Bureau was that

MR, GOWWDY: Before we get to those individuals, who with the FBI would
you have -- wha wauld have briefed you, who would you have worked — which
agent wauld you have warked most ciosely with?

MS. MCCORD: 5o racall, | was the -- by the time we were receiving any
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briefings on this -- this aspect, the Gl aspect, as opposed lo the cyber aspect of
thiz -« | was the Acling Assistant Altorney General. 50 | was not the one dealing
on a day-to-day basiz with the Bureaw. 5o | -- my counterpans st the Bureau
often were either Andy McCabe or on cyber or Cl matters Bill Priestap -- not cyber,
but on Cf matters Bill Priestap. On the counterintelligence side it would have
been Carl Ghaltas — | mean on the counterterronism side it would have been Carl
Ghattas.

The briefings — we began o have more regular =- well, regular briefings on
the C| invesligalicns at the beginning of this calendar year. in January, and had
really sort of our first soup-to-nuts kind of briefing either the first Friday or the
second Friday in Janwary. | just can't recall anymore which it was. And we
would have these weekly or biweekly, up really until about the time | depanted.

And those were usually done not by Mr. McCabe, but by Mr. Priestap and
agents and supenvisary agenis and | think the deputy AD, or mavbe it was the AD,
I'm not sure, Pele Sirzock — Pele Shzock, And then somelimes there would be
someone from tha FBI's general counsel prasant at the briefings.

MR conDY: [ Vo those have
been opened as separate matlers or one maliar?

MS. MCCORD: You'd really need to talk to the Bureau about that. [
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MR, GOWDY: Inwhat way? [
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M3, MCCORD: Well, certainly by eary January there was the potential




with respect to Michael Flynn 1o have potentially viokated a criminal statute in light
of his converzations with the Russian Ambassador Kislyak in late Decamber and

that was discussed with tha Buread.

B 'coone was putting their fingers on any particular criminal

statutes with respect to sort of collusion at that point. 1t was still an investigation
inta exactly what cantacts there had been and how high up theses went and what
that might, you know, what that might look at.

So | cant, you know, | can't pinpaint a particular time, you know, refiecting
back on it when any decision was made this is now criminal versus this is
now — this is still G1L

MRE. GOWDY: What's the difference to you between the word collugion
and conspirasy?

MS. MCCORD: Well, collusion is @ word that's been uzed out in the public
to refer to this investgation. ', of course, not a crime itsef. Conspiracy is a
crima. | den't khow whal the elements of collusion are pecause its not a cnme,
but | think people usa it in a way that socunds very much like conspiracy.

MR, GOWDY:; When you use il is that how -- we usad to used the word
canspiracy, |s colluzion tantamaount 1o conspiracy, is it a synonym, are there
distinections?

M5 MOCCORD: [ can't answer that because | can'l tell you what evanyone
who's uzed that word in the last year is thinking when they use the word, 1can tell
you from a —

MR, GOWDY: How abou! you, when you use it?
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MS. MCCORD: From 8 criminal investigative perspactive, | would use the
Word canspiracy

MHE. GOWDY:  Alltight. For purposss of yab and 1, to the sxdant | can
remarmber I'm going t2 usa the ward congpiracy instead of collusion.  Although I'm
goirg to have 1o backtrack becauss you used tha word collusion.

Invastgating aollusion, betwaan whom and to da what?

ME. MCCORD: So as you recall, wo discussod that this was openad as a
countanntelligence invesfigation inifially, 5ol think that's pan of that, and, frankly,
just what's been in the madia is why a lot of paople have sort of shorthanded this
to refer to Russian colluson.

And far counterimalligence purposaes, when the obfactive is nol necassarly
to lead to criminal charges, words like thal could b used in that community o
detarming whethor there was what would be commaonly refarrad to as colivsion, |
think.

And 20 @ ot of | think, what the Bureau was looking at when it first opanad
was to determing, you know. what effons, if any, ware mada to anyone associalad
with the Trump campaign (o collude with, conspire with those within the Russian
adminislration to infiuencea the election, And so that's the kind of context | think
that I'm using that arm.

Whan we talk aboul conspiracy, we're ta'king -- ta me, when | talk abaut
canspiracy, I'm taiking about is there evidence of a conspiracy that could lead to
criminal charges.

And just fo go back 13, | don't know if this is 1o comrect or clarify an eartier
response, in foms of tha timing, when the first - in the course of aur briefings on

these matters early in 2017, when it became clear thal there could be some
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potential crimmal culpability or a1 least worth investigating and criminal tools fike
subposnas were going to be used, then, of course, you need to open a8 ciminal
investigation because you have o have a grand jury apen in order fo issue a
subpoena,

wR, GOWDY: There are four pivot points, prebably more than four, but
four that L wrote down.  The reason that | started with the intrusion into the DNG
server and Podesia's email is that's a pratty claar paint far which there could have
been canspiracy or collusion

ME. MOCORD. Uh-huh.

MR. GOWDY: There's the dissemination of whatever would have been
gathered from that intrusion.

ME MCCORD:  Uh-huh.

ME. SOWDY: And then | guess there's evepdthing else.  And | think you
used the phrase influence the election.

MS, MCCORD:  Un-huh.

ME. GOWDY: Was there an investigation, evidence — which is a ward |
like, other people like the word inteligence — of any mamber of the Trump
campaidgn canspiring with the hackers of the DNG server and the Podesta email?

IS MCCORD: AL the time | left. that's something that was shill under
investigation.

MR, GOWDY. it was slill under investigation whather or nol the Trump
campaign aszisted in the actual intrusion?

MS. MCCORD: Well, | mean 1 guess you could gut il that way.  What
1 --wihiat | -- the way | hink af itis, i was anlacti-u'a invasiuation into attributing the

responsiole parly for the intrusion and making attribution to the respoensibie pany
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far the dissamination of that infarmation through the Gueocifer 2,0 parsona,

MR GOWDY:  But you'd agres thoses are two separale pivot paints.
Thare iz the intrugian — and | could have had nathing o do with the intrusian, but
taken full advantage of the fact that somebody else committed a crime.

MS. MCCORD: That's true.

ME. SOWDY: Allright. So with thase two separate pivol points, and |
think you tesfified that the mattar was still under investigation when you lefl, what
evidence, regargless of source. regardless of credibility, befievability, exsted that
any member of the Trump campaign conspired with anyane else (o intruds inta
either the OINC server or the Fodesta email?

MS. MCCORD: | can't recall if there was infermation -- any information ar
evidence af the time | lefl about conepining to take part in the actuak intrugion,

MR, GOWDY: How about the disseminafion of information gatherad
during the infrusion?

ME. MCCORD: | cant refer you to any evidence of that as well.

MR, GOWFY; Allright, So thera's the — we'll call it a crime, the crime of
the intrusion.

ME. MCCORE: Uh-huh.

MRE. GOWDY: Would it be a crime to disserminate information gathenad as
a result of spmeana elsa’s crime?

M. MCOODRD: [t depands. It depends. And maybe you've tried lo
embed this in your guestion. But it depends on what that person who i doing the
drisseminating, what their knowladge is about and any wittingness or, | gueass,
com@icity in the actual intrusion.  But | think you've tried 1o bake into your

guaston thaf there wouldn't be any.  And | guess knowledge of whether
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information — you know, I'm taking it out of the context that we've been talking
about, just in a more generic context — and knowledge sboul whather that
infermation is classified or not.

if you think abaut a iraditional sort of leak case, for example, and if you
have just someone who is the recipient of leaked informatian that didn't do
anything to elicit a leak of that informatian, there's a diflerent question about
publishing it. That's a very different question than camplicity for leaking it. 5o it
iz & littke bit similar, a little bit analogous.

MR. GOWDY: I'we been gone so long, | don't remember the answer to this
guestion. but can you be guilty of a conspiracy when the act took place before the
conspiracy was formed

MS. MCCORD: Not for the conspiracy to commit that act

ME. GOWDY: Iz misprison of a felony a possible charge i you allar the
fact knew about a crime taking place and failed 12 report it or does that reguire you
having a duty to repaort it?

M5 MCCORD: | don't-- I'm neot compeatent lo answet that question right
now -

ME. GOWDY:  I'm not sither, ' just trying to figure out what potential
criminality could axist if Mr, Conaway hacked into Mr. Roaney’'s email and | had
nothing to do with it, but | thought, this is 3ome infarasting stuff, 'm going 1o
paricipate in the dissemination of it.  ['m just trding to figure oul what the range of
passible siminal conduct could be for that. Can you think of anything?

MS, MCCORD:  I'm net -- V' just not prapared today to tell you
every -- every possible crime that there could be, because it's so factually specific,

If what you're -- never mind.
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MR, GOWDY: Well, I'm actually not trying to make it complicated.
"Influencing the election” is kind of the phrase that we hear a lot. 1= thal a crima?
Is warking with a tareign goveroment to influence an election a crimea?

MS. MCCORLD: There could be ditterent crimes that come from that.

MR, GOWDY: And Ihal's whal 'm getling at.  What could they be?

M3 MCCORD: Well, again, | would go back fo what complicity there
might have boen in the abtaining of the information, what sources might have
been used, wire sources ar athers to convey the infarmation, whether i was dane
fraudulently based an wha you glaim to have been in conveying the information or
what lhe source of that infarmation 15, So | think there’s a variety of things to be
looked al,

ME. GOWDY. Do all of those assume some complicity in the underlying
act?

M3, MCCORD: Ne. | dan't balieve they would have to assime
complicity.  If by undariying act you mean the infrusian —

ME. GOWDY: Access, yeah.

M3 MCCORD: - then ho. But as you do know, because | Know you were alsd
were a Federal prosecuter, all criminal offansas do reguire knowledge and most
require an intent excepl for strict liability crimes.

ME GOWDY: Allnght. Walk us through the application process for a
Fi5A warrant.

MS. MCCORD: So | should just clanfy, | will do that, but | will alsa - | want
ta maxe sure that you all are aware that because | was a careaer DDJ emploves,
even when | was the Acting Aszistant Altorney General for Mational Security, ! did

not have the authority by statule o sign FISA applications, becausze | was not
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Presidantially appointed and Senate confirmed. 5o although | was the head of
the Mational Sacority Division for & months, | did not sign FISAs. Those dig have
o go to somaone who was Presidentially appointed and Senata confirmed and
statularly given the responsibility and authority 10 sign those,

But typically when the FEI had information that it had put together inlo an
application to seek a FISA, it would work with attorneys in the Office of Intelligence
at the MNational Securily Division o make sure - who would go through the FISA
application and work with the agents to determine whether it was sufficient and
had necessany probable cause and met the other necessary criteria under the
FlsA statute.

Someatimes they would be turned away, if those requisite standards couldn't
be met. Other imes modfications might be made. Sometimes it was a process
that would go on for weeks or even monins (o, you know, pul logethar the entire
F15A application,

Oinea the attemey in the Office of Intelligence was satisfied that the
applicaicn met the statutory requirements, that would be approved by various
supenvisars within the Office of Intelligence, o include the Depuly Assistant
Atlerney Seneral for the Office of Intelligence.  And then it would go to whomeve:
ihe signer was going to be.

=0 when John Carlin was st tha AAG, ha would sigh, unkess ha was aut of
town and unavailable, in which case it would go up 1o the Deputy Attorney

General.  And if that person was unavailabie, it would go to the Attorney General,

MR GOINDY. e e s S R S R
A e e e
ME MCCORD: st st e S |
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MR, GOWDY: R Al R e s ]

MS. MCCORD: There ware nol

MR, GOWDY: Do you recall if there were any FISA applications with
respect to Carter Fage’?

mMs. MOCLORO: There was.

MR, GOWDY: How many?

MEZ. MCCORD:  Just-- well, there was an application thal was approved in
the fall of 2016 And then it was reapproved after 90 days, |t was extended in, |
believe, January of 2017.

MR, GOWDY: Is there both a tormal and an informal declination or
rejection policy with the court? \Will they allow you to present something
infarmally and the judge advise yvou whether or not you have enaugh?  Oris it all
a formal apphication with a formal aceeplance or ejechon?

M5 MCCODRD: Thera ara timas that | know wea've sent over read copies
50 that the staff can star 1o get familiar with the read copy. And staff would
advise gur attornays if they thought there might be any issues that would cause
cancern before a formal application went over.

But | don't know of any process whene the actual judge, the caurt would,
you know, informally say thig is not going to cut it, resubmit it.  Thene wera -- fike |
said, sometimes there would be dialogue at the staf level,

ME. GOWDY: Wera thers any —

[Discussion off the record.]

MR. GOWDY: Do you know whather thera were any rejections for any of
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1he applications with connection to Carter Page?

MS. MCCORD! There were not,
ME GOWDY: What -
MS. MCCORD: At least I'm not aware of amy. | don't beliave there were.

MR GOWDY: And this application, the slandard approval for having it

approved is what, probable cause?

MS, MCCORD:  Yas,

MR, GOWDY:  And that would manifest itself i what, an affidavit?
MS. MCCORD:  Yes.

MR, COWDY; Signed by whom?

WS MCCORD: By whichever agent, Bureau agent.

MRE. GOWDEY: By a Bur2au agent.

M3, MCCORD: Yes,

MR, GOWDY: Do recall which Bureau agent signed the FISA applications

in Carter Page's case?

MS. MCCORD: | don't,

MR, GOWDY: Were you part of the drafting of any pant of that apphication’?
WS MCZORD: Mot the drafiing. no.

ME. GOWDY: Reviewing it?

MS MOCORD: | zaw ane of the earlier verzions that then went through a

number of edils and clarifications and, you know, questions that DCH had of the

Bureau, information, you know, for additianal information and additional

clarification. | dan't believe | ever read -- | know that | never read the final version

that want for approval. | did see an earlier version.

MRE. GOWDY: To the extent you can recall, what was the probable cause
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in support of the application, Carfer page's case.

MS. MCCORD: So | am -- this i= over a year agao, and | cannot recall with
any great specificty. | do know that it relizd on information from Mr. Steele,
Christopher Steele, NI | <o =cal
that was an issue that we discussed, that some of the -- you know, o make i very
dear ta the cour that or [T
CEEE S TEsGEE Hme e e e |
I Mr. Steels had had a relationship with the

Bureau and they had found him to be credible in the past.

There was alse other information that was included in that affidavit, which |
dan’'l have good recall an, but it was not sclely Mr, Stesle's information or the
information [

ME. GOWDY: Can you recali what percentage of the affidavit was related
e Mr, Steela and whal was refated o the stuff yvou cannot recall?  I'm not asking
you ta recall samething vou can't recall  Just from a perecentage standpoint, was it
one or wo sentences provided by Mr. Stecle or 50 percent of the application,

S MCCORD: [t wasn't one or two sentences, bul lcan't put a
percentage on it

MR EOWDY: Whao in the Bureau told you that Mr. Steele had proven to
be a rafiable informant in the past?

S, MCCORD:  Thig, [ balieva, was in the affidavil. | also -1 also had
had conversations with at least one ar -- sometimes it's hard for me to remember
whether a conversation was directly with sameone &t the Bureau or wheather it's
something I learned from someone else at NS0 that they had talked to the Bureau

about.




But [ do believe at one point | had a conversation -- | believe with Andy
McCabe -- about the fact that Christopher Steele had been -- was, of caourge, a
I but had been a previous FEI source and someone they'd found to
be credible. )

MR, GOWDY: Do you recall if the Bureau et yvou know whelhar Mr. Steala
was acling in his capacity as a Bureau informant or, | con®t know, hypothetically
working for a private entity when he gatharad the information?

MS. MOCCORD: Sal leamed at some point — and | can't recall axactly
when | leamed it.  In othar words, | don't know if | lzarned this before the Carter
FPaoe affidavit or whether | learned it aftar.

But | leamed that Mr. Steele had originally — had come to the Bureau with
infarmation that he had gathered originally because he had been contractsd
by -- to do appositon research - contracted by 8 Republcan source o do
opposition research -- | believe this to have been during the primaries - on Mr.
Trumpg.

And that later, after it became clear that Mr, Trump was going 1o be the
candidatle for the Republicans, that that -- | don't know if it was the same contract
was taken over — but his work cantinued, now being paid by a Democratlic source
And that at some point Mr. Bteele came to the Bureau, because he had had a
previous relationship with the Bureau, and raporied to the Bureau some of the
infermation that he had learned through these other -- through these paid work
that he was doing.

1 believa | knew that before the Carer Page affidavit or at the time at ieast
of the Carter Page FISA affidavit.  \What | didn't know is that that had anything to

do with a dossier. | hadn't seen a dossier. In fact didn’t read the dossier until
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January of 2017 when Buzz Feed publizhed it.

But | dud know that he had come voluntarily to the Burgau with information
that he had abtained through his wark that he was being paid for. first by
Republicans, then by Damecrats, as opposition research that he thought the
Bureau wolld be interested in,

MR, GOWDY: | think it was twice you said came to the FBl. Whe told you
that Mr, Steele ¢ame to the FB'?

MES. MOCORD: | believe | learned that from Mr. McCabe and alzo through
Slu Cvans, the Daputy AAG for the Office of Intelligence, who would have leamed
it from someone else jn the Bureaw, If's possible it was not Mr. McCabe. | have
a recolection of a phone call with him abaout it

And came 15 jusl sorl of my word [ don't know whether -- | mean, to the
extent thal suggests physizally waltked up, I'm not opining on or recalling, or I'm
not sure | ever knew exaclly how it was caminunicaled, whether £ was an in-
persan physical visit, whether it was a phong call, o something alse

ME, GOWDY: Do you think it would make a differance in your deliberative
pracess it a previously reliable informant had come to the FEI as opposea to {he
infarmatian being provided by another polifical party doing oppastion research?
Thay strike me ag two kind of different analyses.

MS. MCCORD: | maan, certainly in my entire career as a prosacutor up
unti! last May, the socurce of every piece of evidence I've ever scught to rely on, it
was impariant fo me where it came from and whether there was potential -- you
know, how crediole it was.

And | would factor everything in thal | would expect & court to factor in, and

that wauld include:  Is it coming from a source that might be biased?  |s it caming




from a source with whom | have a previcus relationship and have established
raliability before?  And all the other facts and cireumstances that one would use to
aszess the reliability of the information.

MR, GOWDY:  If that analysis would be true for sources, would it alsa be
true for subsources?

MS. MCCORD: Yes.

MR, GOWDY: ‘Were you able to vel, comoborate, contradict any of the
information provided by Mr. Steele [ NN

MS. MCCORD: You're asking me personally?

MR, GOWDY: Yes, ma‘am.

MS. MCCORD: Thal was nat — | personally am not an investigator and
wasn't an investigatory agent, so | personally did not corroborate infarmation
thraugh other investigalions,

MR GOWDY: From time to time in the old days we would ask faw
enforcement officers:  How do you know that?  How did you come into eontact
wilh that inh:nrmat'u::'n'?. Do you recall asking the FBE:  How do you know?

MS. MCCORD: Certainly thal was done. Mow, recall the canversabians
are usually going on -- what | know about this is ceming to me through thoze who
are raspansible for the day-to-day back and forth with the agents.  And S and |
certainly - Stu Evans cerlainly lalked about questions we had on, you know, the
application and questions io go back to the Bureau with, | was nat the one doing
that.

Sowhen you asked me before did | corroborate, | took that as me
personally, Mary McCord, and | did not go and try to do my own investigation and

corraborate.  These are questions that certainly we were discussing with the
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Bureau 1o obtain as much corroboration as possible, recognizing fully that far

The Buraau continued -- and the standard for that, of course, was probable

cause -- the Bureau continued and was condinuing ug until the point that | left in

May to try to comaborate [ < Mr. Steele's [N

MR. GOWDY: If| wrote it down correctly, thare was an initial application

with Carter Paga and then there was ohe re-up and then a sasond re-up?

ME MCCORD: Mol bafere | left, there was just gne, because il would
have been after 90 days. And so there was jus! one.

MRE. GOWDY: Again, refresh my recollection. vou left when?

MS. MCCORD: | left May 12th.

MRE. GOWDEY: And theze applicaiions --

ME. MCCORD:  Actualhy, wou know, now that | sit down and think about it.
thare woukd have been probably another B0 days passed. | just don't know. |
just can’t recall whather there was a secand re-up.  There might have been.

ME. GOWDY: Do you know when the firgt application was mada or
approvead ?

MS MCCORD: Tdon'l. | remember it being fall, and | can tell you if was
nat at all when the press reported this. The press, | believe, was reporting a FISA
on hir. Fage, like, in the sumimer, which was nat the case at all. | think it was
Creteber or November, but | just don't recall specifically.

ME. GOWDY: And these applications are good for 90 days?

MS MCCORD: Yes.
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MR. GOWDY: Ec if it were - even it were November, lhere would be one
re-up before you left in May and maybe a second before you laft in May.

MS, MCCORD: That's ght. S | could be wrong, | could just not be
racalling the second. | belisve, though, that the first re-up, | believe Deputy
Attomey General, then Acting Attorney Geaneral Yates was still in the offica, which
would suggest that it would have baen baefore January 30th. bul would have had -

MR, GOWDY: Dees there have to be fresh probable cause for a ne-op, or
what i the standard by which a judge, a court determines whether to reauthorize?

MS. MCCORD: The court woukd be looking to whether there was

still — there wouldn't have 10 be fresh probable cause. [N

B strictly speaking, there wouldn't have to be for a judge

to reauthorize it, but | do recall that there was some of thal in ihis particular casa,

MR, GOWDY: Allright. P'm running short of time, Mo application for

o T ]

MR. GOWDY: Al right. 1 think | have only got a couple of minutes and I'm

sure | have got colleagues who want o ask you semething.

_ Thare iz about a minute left.

MR. ROOMEY: Thanks, Mr. Gowdy, for that, vielding. 1l wait until after
the minarity goes. Solyield.
~ MR, SCHIFF: Thank you, Ms. MeCard, for being here, and thank you for
vour seqvice to the cauntry,

| just hawve a faw follow-up questions and then some questions on &
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somawhat different fopic

| think Cirector Comey had testified in open sesson that the M had
offered essentially the forensiz blueprint of their server dona by ane of the privats
reputable eybersasurity firrms and that was sufficient for wha! the Bureau's neads
wire. Do you have any reason lo belisve that wasn't accurate?

MS, MCCORD: Mo, | dan't

ME. SCHIFF, Do you know whether the FEBI, in fact, even asked far the
server o whelher what they wera being oflered was sufficient?

M3 MCCORD: | don't.

ME. SCHIFF:  In terms of the potential offensas that may be invalved when
a foreign government intervenas in our aleclion and the crima of conspiracy, the
eritme of conspiracy may be related o conspiring 1o violate cenain alection laws in
that contaxt, is thal ane of the farms that a conspiracy might take?

MS. MCCORD: Right. | mean censpiracy on its own has to be fied o
some other crima, a conspiracy to commit some lype of a crime. So
fnat's — that's cne possibility.

MA. SCHIFF: So if a foreign govemment making expendifures during a
Frasidanlial campaign violaled LS. election laws, 8 conspirasy to work with a
farmign gevernment in the provision of thal assistance would be a crima as weil?

M5 MCCORD:  That's right.

MR, SCHIFF:  In the circumstances here, whether the campaign was
involvad in the actual break in of the Democratic Party compulars wouldn't
preciude it from crimninal liakifity if after the fact it entered into a conspiracy with
Russians to make uze of the illegally obtained information on Hillary Clinton.

MS. MCCORD: That's correct -- that cauld be correct, depending on the
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facts.

MR, SCHIFF. And depending on the facts. if the Russians offered
assistanca 1o the campaign in the fomm of stofen emails and the campagn
accepted that assistance and the Russians ook certain actions o folkow through
on that agreement, that could constitute the crime of conspinng to violate the
campaign alection laws.

WMS. MCCORD: | think it probably could.

MR, SCHIFF: A number of us sat down with Bill Priestap yesterday, Did
yau work with Bill during your tima at DOJ?

MS. MCCORD: | did.

MR. SCHIFF. And what was his pesition?

MS. WMCCORD: So he was the assistant director over counterintelligence.

MR. SCHIFF: And was he intimately involved in the preparation of the
F154 perlaining to Caner Page?

MS, MCCORD: | believe se. | did not have & lol of discussions with Bill
Priestap at that time aboul thal, bul lagicaly he's the one who would have
bieen — he was the one in charge of counterintelligence at the fime and 'm sura he
had great visibiiity into that

MRE. SCHIFF: And if he had contemporangous access to the FISA
applications and a chanca te review them, would his recollection be more fresh
tharn your own about what would be in the FISA application?

MS, MCCORD:  Absolutely.

MR SCHIFF: If it was his view that a substantial part of the FISA
application, indeed more than half of the FISA application was based on sources

not involving Mr. Steele, wauld you have any raasan to balieve that that was
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inearract’?
MS. MCCORD: No.
MR. SCHIFF: Do you know whether infarmation concerning
I MCCORD: It may have been. | just don't fully recall.
MR SCHIFF: | want to ask you about your invalvamant in the invesligation

viz-a-vis Mr. Fiynn, General Flynin.

WS MCCORD

Buf in terms of concems about contacts that might --
MR, QUIGLEY: Excuse me, could | ask if the gentlernan will yield just to
clarify?

MR, SCHIFF: Yes

MR. QUIGLEY: [If the gquastion be, do you mean the ganeral alection? |
assume that's abwious, but | want 2 make sure,

MS.MCCORD: Yes.
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MR. QUIGLEY: Okay. Somy.

ME. MCCORD: | belisve the piece either came out on the Tih ar the Bth,
| don't recall exactly, But that's separate from the concarms about his contacls
with -- polentially improper cantacls with the Kussians,

| first became aware of contacis he had with Ambassador Kislyak in early

January when Mr. McCabe called me. |t was -- | don't remember ine exact date,

it was that first week -
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ME MCCORD: That's correct,

R sou s )

uR. scHiFF: [
ms. McCoRD: I I

MR. SCHIFF: And as people were scrutinizing within the Bureau [N

before it was presented fo the President, il came to the attention of Mr. McCabe

MS. MCCORD: That's correcl.

MR. BCHIFF:  And so there was a delay in completing [
M&. MCCORD: That's correct

MR. BCHIFF,  And then what happened?

M3 MCCORD:  Se the first conversation was relatively short becausge



MR. SCHIFF: Canljust ask you, I'm sorry, belfora you get info that.  The

M5, MCCORD: That's carmreet.
MRE. SCHIFF: What does that mean in terms of what the President was

eMing in the interim?  That the firs! [N was held off, did it

=3

subsequently -- was it subsequantly amended that day to include information that
might explain 7
M5 MOCORD: [twas not. 1t was pulled back and it was nol

provided -- at least to the extent | am aware, nothing was then provided to the

President that day on. [




ME. SCHIFF:




[12:13 p.m.]
MS, MCCORD: | asked Mr. McCabe for -- and, of course, by this point. it's

January. General Flynn has been announced thal he will be the incoming

national security adviser, and so | asked Mr. McCabe [

MRE. SCHIFF: Do you know what date that would have bean?

MS. MCCORD: | don't know what date it would have heen,  It's early
January, within the first 2 weeks of January. | think probably within the first
week -- probably within like the first 10 days of January.

The naxt maming | -- that night, | didn't try to contact the Depuly Attorney
Ganaral, Sally Yates. because it was in the evening, and | knew | couldn’t speak
to her. | dan't think she was there in tha offica anymere.  And this is not
infarmation | could convey over an unclassified cell phone, and | wanted to talk to
her in person abaut it, so | thought | would do that the next moming.

The next morning. | was able 1o talk {o the Deputy Atlorney General, Saily
Yates, | convayed to her what Andy had conveyed, plus by then, of course, | had
B znd shared those with her.  She then asked that we request the

B hich | did, and which ultmately were

provided.
MR, SCHIFF: What happened after that in tarms of ihe concarms abaut
Genaral Fhynn?

WS MCCORD: Soon January 13, which was a Friday, was ona of our



Qbvioushy, we knew abayt Carter Page becausge there had been a FIGA,
But | had never gatlan sart of a full briefing on thess countenntelligence
investigations and what happened sinca then

MR, SCHIFF: And this was a full briefing you were getting from the
Bureau?

M5 MOCORD: That's right.  So it was -- Bill Priesatep came over, Pete
Strzok, and then, | belleve, Trisha Anderson fram the general counsels office,
and maybe ane other person with generaf counsal,

And they wanted to outhine far a few of us in the Depardment, a very small
circle fram the Daputy Attorney General's Offica, and then my office, sort of like
the slatus of the investigation and whal thay had done so far,

And the Friday maming of January 13, much o our surprise - and | didn't

39

even know this. | hadn't seen this comes out. But on Januvary 12, in the evening,

online, David Ignatius had publshed a piece that indicated that there had been
calls between Ambassador Kishak and General Fiynn about this,  But the
substance was not in these — was not in this newspapear article.

We wera all pretty shecked. So | learned of that during the briefing when
somebody said that - have you seen the David Ignatiue article? And | had not
seen i, and thal was then made availabla, And we ware all pratty shoclked that
ihiz would aiready be in the press.

At any rate, we had our briefing.  And then | believe that night -- because



this made the press -- | believe Sean Spicer might have been asked about it that
night, and indicated that there wara no — thera was no discussion of sanclions.
But more concerning for our purposes was that on Sunday, the 15th, Vice
President-elect Pence went on Face the Nation and was asked aboul these
conversations, and specifically said -- allhough I'm paraphrasing hera, | don't have
it in frant of mea — that he had discussed this with Ganeral Flynn, and Genaral
Flynm had assured him that the conversations were not about the expulsion of

diplamats or the Russian sanctions.

MR. SCHIFF: And when -- what decision was made on the basis of that,
and who made the decision 1o brief the While House?

S, MOCCORD: 5o we began discuzsing thiz within DOJ, and several of
us felt strongly that we should brief sameaons in the White House, el someona

kneowr that this statement that tha Vice President-alact had made was not true.



We also had concerns that the incoming Mational Security Adviser
appeared to have lied ta the incoming Vice President that we thought someona in
the White House should be aware of.

Liitimately, the decision was made by Deputy Attorney General Yales to
advise the White House.  And we determined, after some discussion, that the
best point of entry -- because we didn't have established relationships with people
over there yel, It was -- they hadn't taken office yet — was the incoming -- White
Haousa eounsel, Don McGahn,

MR, SCHIFF: And do you know befare you weukd ga over to maeat with
Don MocGahn whether anyone else at the Bureau or Justice Department had
informed the White House of the Flynn conversations?

M3, MCCORD: | believe Director Comey had advised, | don't know exactly
who, a very small group, perhaps just the President.

MR. SCHIFF:  And what's the basis of your belief that the Director had
informed the Presidant?

M5 MCCORD: Sowhen | — after ! learnad tha infarmaticon in mare
specific detail from Mr. MceCabe, and did not try to reach Ms, Yates thal night,
decided to wait until the next moming, unbeknownsi to me, she was summonad to
the Whita House for a meeting the next morning.

And in a pull-aside after that -- | believe to discuss the Intelligence
Communily report, which by then had just come out.  And there was an
unclassified repor, there was a classified repart, and then there was an even

higher level of classification of that report.
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And so she'd been summoned over to a meeting of the National Securily
Council to discuss that.  And there was a puil-aside —- | l2arned when § then went
to talk o her after she gol back from thal meating that there had been a pull-aside
after that with Director Comey and the President where they had alluded to this
Lo L)

And, of course, Ms, Yatas was in the unforiunate positien of nat knowing
what they were alluding to because | hadn't briefed her yet. So thatwas my fauit.
| was very apologetic that | hadnt had an opporunity to tell her bafore she was in
that pull-aside meeating.

MR. SCHIFF: And that pull-aside was Sally Yates, Director Comey, ang
the President?

MS, MCOORD: That's wha | recall her saying was there. 'z possible
there was somebody else. | mean, | wasn't there.

MR. SCHIFF: And the general thrust of whatl you were Informed is that

they informed the President, to seme degree, Y

ME MCCORD: 5o the way | ook it from Ms. Yates is that Director Comeay
had already Informed the President about it.  And tha President and Directar
Comey wara then referring 1o i1, which is why she was a liitle bit in the dark
because she hadn't baen informed of ityet.  So she was gleaning from the
conversation wnat may have happened, and then | was able ta fitl it in for her.

MR. SCHIFF  And do you know what date that was?

M5 MCCORDD 1don't have the date.

MR, SCHIFF Do you know whether that took place before the Ignatius

column?
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MS. MCCORD: Yes, it did teke place before the Ignatius column.

MR. SCHIFF: SZo the President was informed “
that General Flynn had talked with Kislyak about sanctions befare it appearsd in
the press?

MS. MCCORD: That's righl.

MR. SCHIFF: 5o atleast in theory, tha leak of that infermation could have
camea fram tha Whita Hause?

ME. MCCORD; At teast in theory,

MR. SCHIFF: Go further, f you would, After you did discuss it with Sally
Yales then what was fhe next step in terms of nolifying the White House more
formally?

ME MCCORD: 5o whean we then bagan - sa al this point m time, this s
stil! Prazident Obarmna in the While House, And so we then began discussing -- it
was not until after incoming VWice President-elect Pence want on Face the Malion
that we discussed advising the incoming White House. And —

MR, SCHIFF: Oh, ockay. Thank you, that's a helpful clarification. So the
Fresident vou're lalking about is President Obama at this point?

MS. MCCORD: Yes, Yes.

MR. SCHIFF: Okay. Thank yau.

ME. MCCORD: The David Ignativs arbicle was an the 13th, That
pull-aside was before thai, right after | leamed the information.  And it was clear
that frorm -- | sheuldn't say clear because | wasn'l in the room, but based on what |
heard from Deputy Atlomeay General Yates. it seemed like Direclor Caomey had
advised President Obama of sormething.

| dom't know the extent because she didn't fully understand what they were




referding to because | hadn't briefed her yet.  And when | briefed her an what | had
leamad from Deputy Director MoCabe, then it made sansa to har that that must
hawve been what they were refarring to.

But | don't know — [ ean't t2ll you the extent of what Gireclor Comey briefed
to the President, becaus:2 | waan't thare and also bacause Deputy Attorney
General Yates also didn't know exacty what had been briefed. if that makes
sense,

MR, SCHIFF: Yeah.

ME. PROBER: Justtio puta paint on that, and | know this is ciear from the
dizcussion. but this was Ms, MeCard's recoliection and perception of the
conversation with Ms. Yates -

MS. MCCORD: Right.

MR. PROBER: - of her recollection and perception --

MS. MCCORD: Yeah.

MR. PROBER: --so muliple levels of potenbal ambiguity.

MR. SCHIFF: And so fall us when then the notification was made to the
Incoming administration.

MS. MCCORD: So after Vice President-elect Pence Jid hig interdiew on
Face the Nation that's when we began discussing trying to figure out a point of
gontact in tha ingoming administration o -::nnve'_,r this to.

Wa wisre not eeally able to accomplish that bafore the inaugu-ation. 5S¢ the
week after the inauguration, Ms, Yalas made tha decision that we would go and
brief Den MeGahn,  And so she reached out to ask him if he would take an
appainiment. and on Thursday the - is it the 26th7 -- the Thursday after the

inauguration, we went fo Mr. McGahn's office and did a briefing that is
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substantially what Ms, Yates has testified about previously,

ME. SCHIFF: And was Mr. MeGahn the only ane present from tha
White House for the briefing?

ME. MCCORD: Ne, There was Mr. MoGahn and James Bumham, who |
was introduced ta for the first time that morning or afternoon. | think it was
PGring.

MR. SCHIFF: What was his posiion?

MS. MCCORD: He was in the While House counsel's office. 1 don't remembaet
what hiz title was. | mean, he is an altorney, but | don't recall -- | think deputy
White Housze counsel 5o it was Mr. MeGahn, Mr, Bumham, myself, and Ms.
Yates.
MR, SCHIFF: And what was White House sounsel's reaction when you informed
them of the convarsatiens Fhynn had had with the Russian ambassador? |

ME. MCCORD: | think ne seemed very surprised.  They both seemed
very surprised. They -- you know, it was nel a lang conversation, I'd say about
15 minutes, Ms. Yates did the falking. | interjected maybe once to clarify
samething, and | can't even recall at this paint what it was.

She kel them know that we were there because we, you know, had heard

what the Vice President-elect had said on national television in response to the

questions about the conversations between General Flynn and Ambassador

e, 5 e S ST

And we explained the reason, because
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of the potential compromise as well as that it appeared thal Vice
President-glect Pence had been givan untrua information by General Flynn,

We did indicate we had no reascn to belisve that the Vica President-alact
was witting of that. \Well, at this point, he is not the Vice President-elect anymore.
He was Vice President-slect when he made the statements, but at this point he is
the Wice President,

She also did el Mr. McGahn that General Flynn had bean intenviewad by
the Bureau just earlier that week. | believe it was the day bafore. | believe it was
on Wednesday that he was interviewed, by my recollection. And we
alzo -« Mr. McGahn asked a variety of guestions | can gel into if you want, or not,

MR. SCHIFF: ¥Yes, pleasa.

MS MCCORD: Okay. He asked how Mr Flynn did and we — or how
General Flynn did, and we declined ta answer that question. He asked if it would
be okay to ask if General Flynn was under criminal investigation, and Ms, Yates
said it would be okay to ask, but it would not be okay for us lo answar that.

He asked if there were any constraints we wera putting on their use of that
infarmatian.

MR, SCHIFF: EBoljust want o make sure, so the White House counsel
askad whether it'd ba appropriate for them to ingquire about whethar semaane in
the White House was under investination; and Ms. Yates informed the
White House that's nol an appropriate question for them o have answered?

MS. MCCORD: For us to answer. She is — and | romamber it just
becausa it was sort of a memorable way she stated it, was that t would be okay
for you to ask, |t waould not be okay for us to answer.  And he did not press it at



ar

M. SCHIFF:  And this would have been, if you know, prior to the
Fresident's asking Director Comey, or after tha President's asking Diractar Camey
o state publicly that he was not under investigation?

MR, GOWDY: Who is ha?

MS. MCCORD: He, maaning the President, not undsr investigation?

MR. SCHIFF: Yeah,

MS. MCCORD: | think it's befora that, but I'd heve to be -- I'd have io
refressh with that date. It had to be befors that.  If I'm recalling correctly, that
was during -- to. | guass the President discussed it in that interview with Laglar
Helt, but 'm forgetting, |'m not recalling the date.

MR. BCHIFF; 11hink it was discussed multiple times, | guess, between the
President and the director.  But in any event, the White House counsel was
infarmed it would nal be appropriate for you to answer that question to him, let
alona publichy.

ME MCCORD: Yeab, [should clarfy, he wasn't asking about any
criminal investigation inta anyane other than Fiynn,  He was asking would it be
okay for me to ask if there's a - if he's under — he, General Fiynn, was under
ariminal invastigaten, He didn't ask mere broadly.

MRE. SCHIFF, Correct. But the principle, | presume, would bo the same?

Ms. MCCORD; The principle would be the same. | just wanted fo make
sure | hadn't misled and suggested that he asked about the President, because he
had not

MR. SCHIFF:  And 'm sorry, you were going o finish what questions he
had for yau.

ME.MCCORD:  And thare may have been athers, but these are what |
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recall he asked. You know, would it -- was there any restrictions on what they
could do with this Infarmation, and M. Yales said. no, it wouldn't be right for us to
corne over and bring them this and tell them that they couldn't da samething with
it. Wi expactad that they would do with it what they saw appropriate 1o do.

MRE. SCHIFF: In terms of chronology, is this before or after the lgnatius
articka?

MS. MCCORD: This s after. So the lgnatius article is on the 13th.  This
i onthe 25th or 26th.  It's on, 1think, the 26th, actually, a Thursday, now that |
think more about it.  And so then we left.

And the next moming, | got a call, P'm pretty sure, from Ms. Yatas hersalf
direct an my line, 1 was at the office, saying that Mr. McGahn had called and asked
if we coukd come back over. He had a few clarifying questions, and she wanted
to make sure | would clear my schedule to go over.

And so | did, and went over with her again.  And we wenl up to
K. MeGahn's office, and it was the same four people.  Mr. McGahn,

Mr. Burnham, myself, and Ms. Yates. And, you know, | didn't take notes at eithes
one of these meetings, and =0 | have fied to figure out if I'm conflating things.

| honestly don't remeamber the second meating being very much diffarent
than the first meeting. |t seams ke wa pretty much went over -- we pratty much
rapeated the same things we talked about.

| had, | mean, just personally, the sense that 1 was prefly surprlsing to him
to hear # the previous day, and he just had to process it and just kind of wan'ed o
hoar again and gat also some verficalion that thay really eould do what they
wanted; you know, they could usa the information thal we provided, and we

wieren't restricting it
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MR. SCHIFF: Did he give you any indication on the second date that you
had this convarsatian that he had communicated the infernation to the President?

M5 MCCORD: He did not.

ME. SCHIFF: Did ha tell yau anyona else ha'd shared it with at the
White Housa?

M5, MCCORD:; Hedid not.  Infact, | did not have the sense i had been
sharad bacause | felt like part of the reason he asked us to come again is to clarify
that they could use the information,

MRE. SCHIFF: And what would have been your next involvemeant with
rezpect fo Genaral Flynn and fhis issue?

M3, MCCORD, 5o the next invelvement was — the next day was a
Satuiday, and | gof an @mail al about 530 that evening. | saw it on my phone
because | was oul. My sister and brother-in-law had come o town, and we were
gaing to see theis - my niece pardorm, and we were out for 3 very early dinner,

And my phone indicated | had an incoming email,  And | looked at oy
phone, and the email said that it was from General Mike Fhnn at his Executive
Qffice of e FPresident email address. That is the amail address.

The body of the email said that i was from John Eisenberg. 11 sad thal he
was writing to me as the deputy VWhite House counsel for the National Security
Council. He'd baan asked to follow up with me regarding matiars that I'd spoken
o Con McGahn about, and he was asking if we could have a secure call the
fallowing maming.  Ard then he signed it John Eisenbarg,

So | was confused, because the amail came from General Flynn's email
address, | recal scroling up and down several times just to make sure | was

correct,  And | did not want to respond directly to General Flynn bacause it



appeared that the emall was not really from General Flynn,

S | cantacted someone elze | knew at the While House who had access to
email addéresses because | didn'l have John Eisenbeng's email address on my
phone, And that — 1 just asked, do you have an email address far John
Eisenberg, and the parson sent me the email aodress.

So | then wrote back an email to John Eisenberg at John Eisenberg's email
address and said | was writing to him bacause | had received an email that came
from Genera! Flynn's address but appeared to be from him, and | wanted to make
sure if hadn't been sent by mistake; and that | would be available ta talk tha
fallowing morning.  If it needed to be a secure ¢all, | would need to go into the
office to take a secured call, but that | could do that if that's what he needed.

He wrote back right away from a Jahn Eisenberg email address
that -- tharking me. He said something like, Thank you for doing so, in other
wards, | think he meant write directly to him, and that maybe we could start by
talking unsecure the next maerning, and he'd follow my lead f there was a need for
us to go into the office to do i secure,

MR. SCHIFF: Did he ever make — clarify for you whether that prior ermnail
had actually corne from him?

ME. MCCORD: So the next morning when we actually had a phone
conversation he immediately said that ha'd bean in Ganaral Flynn'e office working
with General Flynn the previous day, meaning Saturday, because by now this
comversation we're having is Sunday morning, and that he hed teft General Flynn's
office to go back to his office.

And al some point in time, his assistant had come into his affice with two cell

phenes, and that he must have -- it must have been his and General Fiynn's.  And
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he rmust have picked up General Flynn's, and they had the same password, and
he must have mistakenly sent me the email from General Fiynn's cell phone.

MR, SCHIFF: Sa he said that the password for les phons was the same
passward as General Flynn's phane?

MS. MCCORD: Thats what he said,

MR. ECHIFF: Did he tell you whethar tha email that ha sent to yau the
previous day he had sent to you in the presence of Ganeral Flynn?

MS. MCCORD: He did not address thal, My impression was it was not in
the —well, ba did nol say. | mean, the sxplanation was when he picked up the
phone thereafter, ha must have picked up Genaral Flynn's phane, and thelr
passwords are tha same, and sa he had mistakenly sent it to me from that phone.

MRE. SCHIFF: And that email thatl came from Ganeral Flynn's aceaunt said
what again?

M5, MCCORD: It said, you know, Dear, Mary, or Dear, Ms. MeCord, | am
the deputy White House counsel for national security.  've been ashed o follow
up with you regarding the matters you discussed with Don McGahn, Could we
have @ secure call tomamow?

Mow, | did know who John Eisenberg is besause | had been allending
Deputies Committes maeatings on national security ssues, weall, for years, bul
since the new adminlstratlon had ot in, and he had bean present at somea of
thoze deputizs meatings on compistely unrelated topics but in his ole as l2gal
adviser to the natienal secunty counsal. So | did know wha he was. | was
familiar with him.

MR, SCHIFF; So what happened the next day then?

M. MCCORD: 3o after he explained that, | didn't push himon it | didn't
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push any futther on the explanation. He then said that he wantad to know what

thay would need to do to [

basis of Ms, Yates and me going to he White House.

&nd. remember, were on unsecurs cell phones, so hal's why he dién't refer
_ | knew what he was tatking about.  And | said.
well, that is samething we contemplated. And we had actually, in fact -- | [2ft this
oul, but ks, Yates had alzo indicated to Mr. McGahn on either Thursday ar Friday
or both that we would also talk to the Bureau about providing access.

And so, | knew that that's what he was fellowing up an, and | et John know
that | would need to talk to the Bureau and make those arrangements. And | then
called Ms. Yates on Sunday moming and told her that this inquiry had come in.
and | also tald her about the oddity of the email coming from General Flynn's

ACCOUnt.

And the next morning. | did call the Bureau right away.  Well, first |

checked -- po, | called the Bureau right away to see if they could get the

And they were able to accomplish that, got them inta an office

that - because (T I

_ And that was Menday, January 20,

And =0, 1 had talked te the deputy attormney general's siaff who said that

Mz. Yates was gaing to call back Mr. MeGahn and lat him know that we could

make those available. That was my expectation.
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S0 the next marning — of coursa, Me. Yates was fired that night,

January 30. 5o the next morning | inquired with her staff if anyana knsw whether
she had actually connacted with Mr, McGahn to lat him knew we'd make them
availabla, and thay said sha had,

And 2o | than contacied Mr. Cisenberg and gave him the infarmation of the
contact Pete Strzok al the Bureau, told him [N that he was
interested in would ba available that afterncon, and he shauld contact M. Strzok
directly fo make arrangemants {0 Come avear

| then followed up for an additional couple of days to make sure he'd basen
abla to get access fo what he neaded 1o get access to,  And as of Thursday
moming -- he told me Wadnasday he wasn't able to gat ovar there., And as of
Thursday marning, ha said he thought ha would ba able to gel over to the Bureau
that day, and then that is the lasi | heard.

B Fic minutes.

MF. SCHIFF: | apologize to my colleagues. | didn't mean to take this

much tirme,

Did Mr, Eisenberg inform you whether he intended to

MS. MCCORD: He did not.

M. SCHIFF:  Did yvou ever find out whether he did?

MS, MCCORD: | did not.

MR, 3CHIFF:  And what involvameant did you have after that in this issua?
ME, MCCORD: Mo real -- no persenal involvement,

M. SCHIFF: Do you know what course aither this issue or the

investigation of General Flynn took after thaf?




MS, MCCORD: 2o, | mean -- as we would get regularly brigfed on the
varlous strands of the counterintelligence investigation, that included, you know,
additional work with respect — or additional investigation with respect to
Mr, Flynn's involvament.

And ongoing at the same time was Mr. Flynn was around the same
timeframe filing, you know, registration under FARA belatedly, again, not related to
Russia, but that provided some avenues of, you know, inguiry.

MR, SCHIFF: Did you have any involvement in the facts thal led up to the
discovery of the discussions that General Flynn, Jared Kushner, and the Russ:an
ambassador had?

ME. MCCORD: 1 did nat,

MR, SCHIFF: Did that take place while you were there?

MS. MCCORD: Itdidnot | leamed about that in June or July, whenever
that story broke, Thal was the first | knew about it.

MR, SCHIFF.  And when did you leave the Department?

MS. MCCORD: May 12

MR, SCHIFF: The Flynn investigation was open when? Do you know?

MS. MCCORD: Sowhen Mr. MeCabe first called me to tell me abaut the

And so — but | was not aware of Bhat until | learned from Mr. McCabe sbout

MR, SCHIFF: And did Mr, McCabe 21l you what the basis was for the
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M5 MCCORD: | den't remember if thiz cama from Mr. MeCabea ai later in

& hriefing from Mr. Priestap or others, but | believe the basiz for that had been,

Yau know,

MRE. SCHIFF: Mr. Himes.

ME. HIMES. How much time do we have?

B o minutes, sir,

ME.HIMES: All right.  In the spirit of that, why don't we pass, and if wa

want ko take a break, that's fine.

MR, ROOGMEY: [oyou want a break?

MS., MCCORD: Yeah.

MRE. PROBER: We'll take a cauple minutes.

[Recess |

ME. GOWDY: Mz, McCord, the email that you were making reference o,
Mr. Eisenbern, Mr. Schifl was asking you about, do you have aceess to that still, or
can you direct uz where we could go to gain access fo thal email exchange?

S, MCCORD: So it should be in <= Emean, it is a Justice Department
unclassified email, 2o to the extent you have had access o Jusbce Dapartment
emails, it should be in that collection.  But | akso do have access to it thal we can
rmake - provide to you.

ME. PROBER: Yaeah. | am happy to sort of follow up with the committee
an that and have a discussion.

-. based on our prior discuasion, | had mentioned to vou that she




doesn't have anything that wouldnt be on DOJ servers, which is entirely accurate.
But there's 8 small group of documents that she had printed out and is in
possession of, which, again, woulkd ba an D0OJ's servers, but [ am happy o talk to
yau about this.

B | ik e Gowdy's request is if you could just provide those
documents.

MR, GOWDY: Pardon ma?

M5, MCCORD: The emails.

MRE. GOWDY: Thank you,

MR, CONAWAY: Could | ask one eal quick.  So the cell phanes that
these two gentlemen weare using, they weara the brand new issued govemment ceall
phones or —

MES. MCCORD: |don't know

MR, COMAWAY: They didn't look like yours?

MS. MCCORD: | didn't see them. This was a phone conversation where
he explained o me.

MR, CONAWAY: Oh, okay. Goteha. Thank you.

ME. ROOMEY: | think {hat we can safely azsume that the incoming NaA
Director probably shouldn't have the same password as anybody else. but that's
just my commentary.

| 'want ta ask yau a couple quastians that are kind of -

MR. SCHIFF: Jim was suggesting everyone has the same password. 1f's
MAGA. Probably not very secure, but --

MR. ROONEY: 1 might be

MR, SCHIFF: “ou never know.



MRE. PROBER; I's sasy 10 remember.

MRE. RODNEY: A couple follow-up quesions from Trey and then | am just
going t0 ask you a few questions of my own, 1f | might.

With regard to Mr. Sieele and the FISA application, do you know (it made it
through the FISA courd unscathed, or do yau know if it was rejecled at any paint,
ard if 3o, why?

MS. MCCORD: | dont have any reason to believe it was rejected at any
point.

ME. ROOMEY: Do you know if there was ever any problems with it?

MS. MCCORD: 1 dan't belleve there wers ever any prablams with it.

ME. ROONEY: Wauld that application -- do you know or think that that
application wouid have had probable cause la authonze surveiliance if you
removed the infarmatien provided from Mr. Steela®

M3. MCCORD: | would have to see the application again to opina an that.
| should also just be clear that when | say | den't believe it ever was turned down
ar was avar -- had o have madifications, | say that bassd on | certainly don't recall
that. and it's something that | feel pretty confident Mr, Evans would have told me,
But it's possible | am not recalling aor that somebody didn't tell me,  It's just | don't
recall thers being any issuos with the cowlt on that application.

MR. ROOMEY: Are you aware of any DCJ or FBl employes who met or
talked with Mr. Steele, either in parson or aver ekectrenic means?

ME. MCCORD: Well. | know that FBI did talk to Mr. Steele because he
provided Iinfarrmation, but | don't knowr which employee, if that's your quastion

ME. EOOMEY: Right. Yeah. Well, yvou'd said before that Mr. Steels had

been considered. | think, by the Bureau as a credible source historcally,  And [
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don't know if Mr. Gowdy already asked this, but were yau or the Bureau, ware you
aware, retrospectively, thal he was being employed at that point by a pnvate firm?

ME. MCCORD: What | became aware of was that this research that he
was providing to the Bureau he had cbtained in the course of his employment,
private employment for the purpose of doing opposition research. Whether he
was still under contract with that private entity al the time, which |, at some paind,
lzarned was Fusion GPS, but certainly net al the beginning, whether he was still
employed by that entily at the teme ha brought the infarmation to the Bureau, |
dont know,

MR. ROONEY: So they sre relying an this guy based on, 1 think you said,
you know, their relationship prioe,  Da you have any knowledge as to what
that - why that relationship was seen as someathing that they could rely on this guy
historically?  Like why was he a reliable source, In yaur apinion?

M. MCCORD: Well, my recollection is that -- and this would have been
included in the affidavil -- I that he had provided information previously which had
bean varified, and so that's prethy typical in law enforcement for, yau know. finding
somebody 1o be a credible source,

MR. ROOMNEY, And was this -- | mean, as far as you know, was this
information verifisd as well for this occasion?

MS. MCCORD: Well, there was a variety of information that br. Steale
provided (B i | el e i eI |

- And it would — and that - you know, that's information that was included in
the affidavit. Like they are very explicl when it's an unverified source or
unwerified reporing versus when it —

ME. ROONEY: Did anybody raize any red flags abaut this infarmation like
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before it was going 1o FISA?

M5 MCCORD: Well, | don't know if you would call thiz a red flag.  Fknow
that Mr. Evans and | discussed making sure that wea -- that the application wauld
be wvery ciear to the court about what's, you know -- which 2ouUrces ang sources
with whom the FEI has, you know, personal knowledge and personal experience,
direci experience, and which are sulb sources that the FBF doesn’t have its own,
vou know, personal knowledge of, and can't independenmtly, you know, verify the
veracity of.

MR. RCONEY: Okay. |want to switch gears, because cne of the prongs
of our -

M3 MCCORD: And | am sorry. | don't mean to interrupt you —

MR, ROONEY: Mo, {Goahead.

ME. MCCORD: -- butl also -- [ think | indicated maybe earlier that | raad a
drafi of the affidavit. it was modified - and we had some of theso discussicns we
gre talking about, and it was modified thereafter, not as a result of court, but just
our awn Internal DO discussians.  But | never read the final draft that went to
ther — that went for approval,

MR ROONEY: One of our focuses on this investigation in our roke a5
oversight for the intefligence Cammunity is to try to figure cut how we respond to
the Russian active measures in the last election cycle. What rale, if any, did you
have in advismg the prior administration on how @0 respond o Russian «- the
Fussian active measure campaign ¥

MS, MCCORD: Sa | began going ta, you know, deputies cammittee
meetings, certainly threugh the fall as the discussions were taking pltace among

ihe Mational Security Council depuiies about what would be appropriate




MR. ROONEY: Okay. When did tha FBI first approach the National

Security Dheisian to apen a criminal investgation regarding Russia and the 2016
eleciicns?  Like was there one thing that like sort of kicked that off that stared
that?

MS. MCCORD: There's really nat.  You know, the - after the incident - or
not incidant.  After knowledge of the phone conversations between General Flynn
and Ambassador Kislyak occurred, there was certainly discussion of, you know,
that violating, you knaw, a eriminal statuto.

And, you know, we had some discussions about how we — you know, this is
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g statute that hadn't been uvsed ever, you know, in 200 years on the books, and
that we imagined that in many incoming administrations, it's probably pretty
camman for incoming officials 16 reach out 1o who their counterparis are in
advance of the transition 1o just sort of say we wani to start developing a
relafionshig.,

a0 [ think a lot of us were -- when | say "us," | am talking about like 2enior
DO-level people @lking with semor FB| people, sort of hesitant to think - | mean,
certainly il formed the basis of the about lo do & criminal investigation. There's no
question about that. 1t wauld appear to violate that statute.  But we weren't sure
that it would ever be something as a matter of discrétion that a prosecutor would
determing lo indiel.

e

MS, MCCORD: And the reason | focus on this 15 just because to he
extent there was aver ime we started talking about a criminal investigation, the
only thing | can recall specific iming was is with regard 1o General Flynn and the
fact that that — those conversations certainly did seerm to violate this statule,

And if | could just clarify one -- my previous response on the sanctions

package.

ME. ROONEY: With regard to all that — the active meaasures that you all
ware tracking, and aven leading up to the Fiynn phone call, was there any

evidence that you saw during your time in government that this ranscendad over
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o actual coordination or conspiracy, or any kind of collusion with the Russian
Gowvernment and the Trump campaign in @ way -- and this might e oul of your
lane -- in a way to agsist the Trump campaign from winmng the election at

the -- obviously at the expense of the Glinton campaign?

MS. MCCORD: So l think you are -- | want to make sure | understand the
question. Certainly the Intelligence Community assessed inat that was the goal
of the Russian establishment was to influence the campaign and through a whole
varety of ways, including the eyber intrusions.

The investigation inte whather there was any conspiracy by any membars
of the Trump campagn i what was ongoing when | l2ft and certainly wasn't at a
paint then to be ready te be charged as -

MA. ROONEY: In May of this year?

MS. MCCORD: [No verbal respanse.]

MF. ROONEY: Do you think it's possible that with ali the aciive measures
that wa have seen, that all those things -- if all those things are rue, at ihe same
time there was also no actual coordination with the Trump campaign o — and the
Russian Governmant to callaborate, in some nefaious way, 1o affect the outcome
of the election against Mrs. Clinfon?

Do you think that both thage things could be true, that they were
taking -- vsing RT and Facebook ads and whatever alse they were doing as far as
propaganda. but at the game time, they weren'l aclually coordinaling with the
Trump campaign?

MS. MCCORD: That couid be trua. It could also be true tha! there was
ceordination. That's what the investigation is aboult.

mMFE. ROOMEY: That's fine.
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MRE. GOWDY: Real quickly, | will try ta do this in 1 minute, | will go back
to the caurroom days, You may have an infortnant that's working oft charges:
that's kind of ona concem in front of the jury.  You have got an informant whe's
being paid, that's another cancern in front of a jury.  And ther you have got thase
rafe infarmants that just wan! ta be solid citizens, and they come farward, and
that's not that much of a concern in front of a jury.

Assume information can be cormest or inconect regardless of wha the
source is.  Anenemy could provide accurate infommatian; a friend could lie about
you. 30 those two aren't super-related.

With respect to Stoale, | am trying o figura out whether the
Bureau -- whethar he approached tha Bureau as a fommer informant, as a
concerned citizen, or as someone who worked for a private entity called Fusion
GPE. Do you know how the Bureau took that initial call from Stecle?

ME, MCCORD: So you would hawe to ask the Bureau that. Al 1 can tell
wou 15 tho way it was convaved to me, | was a soncermned citizen who knew who to
reach out lo because he had had a private -- a previous, you know . relationship |
with the Buraau, It wasp'l Fusion GP3 has asked me lo pass it along or anything
rermotely like that, at least az conveyed to mea

rAR. GOWDY:  Allright. | don’t want to intrude on their ime.  This iz the
last quastion.

Who would the Bureau — understanding you would have baen second or
third removed, who al the Bureau could answer that question of haw Stesle first
manifests himself to the Bureau in this fact pattern?

MS. MCCORD: Yeah, |would think that Mr. Priestap would be able to




answer that, and if he couldn't, he would certainly know whao, [ maan, | don't
know that he was the one who was called, | den't know who was the one that
was contacted, but he would know.

MR. GOWDY: Thank you.

MR. HIMES: Thank you

Thank you, Ms. McCaord, for being hara.

| want to start with a quastion. Ms. Yates testified in front of tha Senate
about the second meeting that you were talking about before meeting with Don
MeGahn on January 27, She remembarad in tastimony te the Senate that he
brought up four points:  Whether the information about General Flynn Wriggersed
any statute; asked why it was in DOJ's interest whether one member of the
White House might lie to ancther; third, whether any action the While House would
take would interfere with the investigation of Ganeral Flynn; and fourth, whether
they could get access to the underying information.

| wonder - that's her testimony.  Does that sefresh your marmary of that
meeling, and is there anyihing you might add o that?

M5, MCCORD:  \Well, those are all things within the scope of what | hope |
had conveyed eadier. And — but | just don'l — | just — to my mind, it wasn't that
rauch differant than the previous meeting; in ather words, we went over rea'ly
those four subjects the previous meating as well.

ME. HIMES: Okay. Okay. Letme shift gears here, We are getling into
the process by which the investigation was establizhed, by which people came
forerard to the investigation.

So just for the benefit of those of us and the readers citimately of our report

who are not biessed with law degrees, | want to do & bunch of just sert of basic



foundational stuff around the process o both establish investigations as well as
the process aszcciated with the FISA process. S0 maybe we can maove relatively
quickly through these questions.

Az 3 general matter, what criteria or authorities apply to the FEI's decisicn
to open a counterintzlligence investigation?

MS, MCCORD: The Director has a -- thair own guidelings for when they
can open 8 counterintelligance investigation.

M. HIMES: And are these the same as with criminal or other
investigations 7

MS. MCCORD: They are different bypes of guidelines.

MR. HIMES: Okay. Are investigations - whan we use the word
“inwestigations," are they the same as assessments or preliminary investigalicns,
and if not, what are the differences?

MS. MCCORD: So | am not an expert, on the DNOG, and you should
probably talk to general counsel for the FEI.  But when | think of assessments
and prefiminary investigations and full investigations, | think of that in the context
al erirminal Investigations as opposed o Cl investigations.

I actually can't tell you whethar they have the three different categorias for
Cl invastigations thal aren't criminal, because my axpanence with Cl investigations
are these are opened up for the long term.  They are opened up to ba long-termn
infelliganca-gathering nvestigations,

MR. HIMES: |n general, if the FB| apens a counterintelligance
investigation, is it fair to zay that it has found at least somc credible reason to
proceed?

Ms. MOODORD: Yes,
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MR, HIMES: Okay.

MS. MCCORD: There still would be criteria for opening it 1's just | am not
sure it's staggered the sama way it is an the criminal side.

ME. HIMES: Okay. How much does the FBI have to know for certan
aboul a counterinteligence threat before opening an investigation?

MS. MCCORD: |don'tknow. |dont know exactly what thelr criteria for
openings says. | mean. certainly by the time yau seak anything I'lke a FISA, you
have very specific authorities and standards that have to be mat.

MR. HIMES: Yeah. We will come to that hopefully.

Who at FBI would make a decision — and in this partisular case, [N
B o at FBI woukd have made the decision to
commence & Gl investigation?

M5 MCCORD: Soldont know for sure if it — 50 | probably shouldn't
opine, except that ¥, you know, there are a lol of different squads responsible for
different counterintelligenca threats at the Bureau. And those agents assigned to
thal particular threat monitor very closely what's happening in that arga,  And if
they think they need 1o open samathing, | think they wauld push that up o thelr
siperiars 1o opan tham.

And that's not always something that would be shared with DOWJ's lawyears
and Mational Security Division, unlike criminal mvestigations, where you wauld
have intaractivity with prosecutars prafty earty. That's nol necessarily the casa at
the very - at the beginning of a counterintelligence investigation,

ME. HIMES: Okay. Thank you.

Co aithar FBI ar DGJ authorities allow aither the FBI or thae B0 to taka

political considerations or the preference of a politician, the preference of a party
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into account in deciding whether to underake an invesligation?

ME. MCTORD: No.

MR HIMES: Okay. During your 28-year career ai DOJ, are you aware of
FEBI or B2 bringing a counterintelligence investigation in order to damage or
undergut a political candidete or opponent?

MS MCCORD: No.

MR, HIMES:

MS. MCCORD: | can't answer that

MR. HIMES: Okay. |s it at least possiblie that a counterintelligence -- that
counterintelligence information could come from a biased source, as is sort of to
whal Mr, Gowdy was alluding te, semeone who has been paid off and still be
reliable?

ME. MCCORD: Yes, of course.

ME.HIMES: Okay. Can you give me an exarmple of that?

M3, MCCORD: On an intelligence investigation? | mean, | can't give you
a specific example. | can certainly tall you in years of proseculing that in
prasecuting criminal cases, oflentimes our - you know, the sources thal
prosecutors rely on have got some baggage, either bias-related or otherwise,
and you dead with that.

MRE. HIMES: Sa inopting 1o begin a Cl investigation, just about beginning
an investigalion, is it comman for the FBE to scrutinize the sources of its
information?

M MCCORD: Yes.

ME. HIMES: And jusl to be a little bit repetitive to @ previous question,
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must the FBI, to begin a Cl investgation, corraborate all of its information befone
an investigation begins?

ME3. MCCORD: |would assume not.  Again, | don't know exaclly whatl
the DICG says an opaning a Gl investigation, and | apologize for that. But |
didn't -- | was nat ever part of the initial decisions to open a Clinvestigation, and
Ihat's not something that required any approval from DOk,

MR. HIMES: Okay. Did anyans at NSD er you persanally play a rale in
the decision to bagin the FBI's Cl investigation into Russian meddling and related
issues in the surmmer of 20167

ME. MCCORD: Mot me. and no one at DOJ that | am aware of,

MM, HIMES: Okay.

MS. MCCORD: Now — | am sorry. O the ayber side, when the intrusions
became known, | don't know that there was any direclion, because it was clear,
you know, everyone at the Bureau, at DCJ, | mean, it was obvious thal was guing
to be investigated. |1t was -- il was what appaared to be a nation stala-spansorad
cyber atlack, and those are things that we investigate wvery readily.

My answer no was with respect fo the other Cl investigatians of the
individualz that | had discussed earliar teday, | am nol aware of anyane at 00
directing or asking for thosa 1o be open

ME. HIMES: Okay. Leime push you a litiie bit on an answer you gave
earfier to the question as to the role that the Steele information played in the
invesligation. And do | have that right?  \WWas the Steele informaltion, him coming
forward, was that important to the start of the investigation?

ME. MCCORD: My understanding frem the Dureau 15 thal, yes, that was

one piece — well, agiually, | den't know fhe timing of what came first.



MR. HIMES: | guass whal | am asking is, because | want to be clear here,
you had talked about more than two sentences with respect o the FISA
application.

M5 MCCORD: Yeah. Thal's separale.

MR. HIMES: Sao | am asking about the origination --

M5, MCCORD: Right,

MRE. HIMES: - of the Cl investigation.

M3, MCCORD. Right. | believe there was other information thal came

MR. HIMES: Can you ba more detailed on thal ether information?

MS. MCCORD: The probletn ig, | don't have great recollection aboui it
and | worry that | will conflate things | have read In news reporling with what |
actually knew. And | just don't want to do that.

| recall -- what | ean - what | t2]l you that | recall is information being

But | don't want fo get any morne spacific becauge | jush wormy, in the

passage af more than a year, thal | witl conflate public reporting with what | knew.

MR. HIMES: Okay. Let's hiflt now to the FISA application process, which
we have been talking a litlle bit about.  And let me ask a few guestions about the
process by which an application is submitted undar tite | of FISA.

Briefly, can you tell me what title | of FISA requires?
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ME. MCCORD: \Well, it requires that the target be ah agenl of a foregn
power. and that there ba probabla cause that the {arget is an agent of a farsign
power.  And 5o — ga ahead.

ME. HIMES: Okay. |s it also true that a FISA matter cannot ever be
inifiated sokely on the basis of First Ameandmeant activities?

MS. MCCORD. Thal's true.

MRE. HIMES: Okay. 3Soifthe government simply thinks & U.5, person's
associgtions are sketchy, the government cannol use thal alone as the basis to
conduct a FiSA electronic surveillance?

M3 MOCCDRD: Yes. Sketchy wouldn't be a criteria in the statute.

MRE. HIMES: Sa can you just briefly describe your overall experience at
MESD with the FISA process?

MS. MCCORD: So, you know, it's probably the area of NSO that | was the
least invalvad with, because | was not a person with authonty to sign FISAs.  And
Stu Evans, who'd been in the Office of Intelligence for many, many years, was so
exper on this, | deferred a ot to him.

I waz much mare involved with our CTS and CES prosecutions and our law
and policy piece and some of the Mational Security Counail piaces, just bacause
that was mers in my area of expertisa, frankly.

MR, HIMES: Okay. That said, you know, based on the expenence that
yal do have, let me just ask a couple of questions around your view of the rigor
invalved in this process, starting with how clesely do FBI and DOJ review
assertions of fact in a FISA application bafore they take that application 1o the
court?

MS. MCCORD: Wedl, | mean, quile thoroughly, It's -- ike | sald, when the
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FBI wants to seek a FISA, they will send over. vou know, a preliminary affidawvit 1o
an attornay in the Office of Intelligance, and that bagins a process that somelimes
can go on far manths to get to a point where the attomey has a comfar lewvel and
Ine agent, that the information is reliable and it supports probable causa,

MR HIMES. Okay. Can you compare how demanding that review is,
say, relative to something we may be more farmiliar with, the preparation of a, you
know, wiretap application in a State criminal proceeding?

M3 MCCORD: | would say it's very comparable.

MR. HIMEZ: Okay. Are there multiple layers of review of a FISA
application before if's submifted to the court?

MS MCOCORD: Yes, there are.

MR, HIMEZ: Can you describe those layers?

ME. MUCORD:  Zo they are -- and | may leave a laver out, to ba honest
with yau, bul the attorney in the Office of Inteligonce would complate tha
application, It wou'ld be submitted to that person’s supervisaor; | think then yet
anather supervisor before it woauld come across the deputy AAG™s desk; and then,
of course, it goes o whomeaver is signing it, whether it's the AAG, the deputy
gttorney general, or tha attarney gararal.

MR. HIMEZ: So the procass unlil it gets 1o the depuly &G o other political
appointees i3 conducted largely or exclusively by professional civil servants?

ME. MCCORD: Yes, exclusively.

ME. HIMES: Exclusively.

MS. MCCORLD:  In fact, by - 1 think it's by statute, that position of deputy
AAG over Office of Intelligence must be a career.  Most of the oiner depuly AAG

positions and principal deputy can be political positions. but not thal ane.
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MR, HIMES: Okay. To the extent fhat you can characlerize it. how long
wiould I typicaily take to prepare & typical titke | FISA application?

MS. MCCORD:  Mr. Evans woulkd be better abbke to answer that, so | don't
think | can say typical. Al | know is it's not a quick process

MRE. HIMES: Are you familiar with --

MS. MCCORD: MNow. excuse - &l me make a cavaat.

MR. HIMES: Yeah.

M5 MCCORD: [T e Gy R SO e |

MR. HIMES: Okay. But these were nat employed for the FI5A application

we are talking about here with respect to Mr. Page?

M3, MCCORD: MNo. Mo, Noo That's almost abways lerforism,
counlanarsrism.

MR. HIMES: Yeah, Are you familiar with the FE| so-called "woods”
procedures for FISA applications?

MS. MCCORD: Familiar, but net — #'s not something | have spend a lat of
time with.

MR. HIMES: Under these procedures, can the FE| base a FISA
application on completaly unvearified allegations?

MS. MCCORD: No,

MRE. HIMES: Okay. \What happens if the FBI or DOJ makes an 2mor in a
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FISA applcation? Wil the coert get involved?

MS, MOCORD: Yes, sbsolutely. | mean, we have a vary rigoaus -- we,
I arm not there anymare. W50 has a very rigorous ovarsight process, and any
ime the avarsight process -- through the oversight process N30 bacomes aware
of any type of misiake, it immediately advises the courl about that, and
sometimos, you know, moves 1o remady it, hawever, depending on what type of
mistake they have found,  And | think the courd has, [ think, becoma pretty
cormfortable over the last number af years thatl it can trust that NSD will advizse
atout |l ©ne minute. Mr. Himes.

ME.HIMES: Okay. Thank you.

S0 | read a piece by a farmer FEI agent that described the FISA drafting
procass -- approval pracess bafare caurt subimizsion. He called it extrema
veliing. Does that sound about right fo you?

M= MOCORED: That scunds right. That's good.

MRE. HIMES: Okay. A commaon criticism of FISA is the court rarely rejects
applications oulright, but instead asks for more information and revisions from tha
government, OF course, the ultimate approval rate is actually — actually is fairly
high, bul my understanding i that that's because thera is a very deap iteralive
pracess bafore a final determinalion 5 made. Coes that sound right to you'?

ME. MCCORD:  There is with 2ome, but not others. As | indicated earlier,
| think with some, particularly at the staff level, there's an iHerative process, but
that's not the case for all FiSAs.

MR. HIMES: Last question: How, if &t all, wauld the association of a
targat with a prominant prasidential campaign affect the preparation of a FISA

application?



MS. MCCORD: 5o that would be considerad a very sensitive
circumstance, and that would mean it would get extra vetling and more reviews,
For example, even though my role was never to actually sign these, | only, you
knowe = | would cccasionally be asked to read one and consult on one, and that
was, you know, usually either because it was novel, or particulary sensitive it, and

didn't happen that often but certainly in the case of Carler Page it did happen.
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MR, HIMES: ltdid. Sathat additional scruting you referred te oocurred in
this case??

MS. MCCORD:  Uh-huh.

ME. HIMES: Ckay. Allright. Thank you.

I vield back.

ME. GOWDY: Ms. McCord, | think they're going to call voles, so this will
probably be the last time | will have a chance to ask yvou guestions. | want 1 stasl
again the same way | did last time. Thank you for being hare and thank you for
your service 1o our country in a very imporant and difficult job.

['want to pick up where my friend Mr. Himes left off, but | want you to
imagine you're In a courtroom and you are eithar examining or crass-axamining
Mr. Steele.  All right? Il ket you pick. You're either the prosecuter and you want
to take the sting out of it before the defense attorney does it or you're being paid
handsomely as a defense attomey.

Would you ask Mr. Steele who his employer was?

MS. MCCORD, Yes.

MA. GOWDY: He's an informant.

Waould you ask him whether he had a pecuniary interest in the oulcomea?

MS. MCCORD: Yes.

MR, GOWDY: Wauld you ask him -- and this iz separate -- how he was
being compensated for his time either that day or through the coursc of the
invastigation?

MS. MCCORD:. Yes.

MR, GOWDY: Would you inguire as to what motive he may have had to




provide the information that he was provided?

MS. MCCORD: Yes.

MR, GOWDY:  Would yvou Inguire as to whether or not he was associated
with any other parties that may also be principals in that engeing investinatian or
prosacution?

MS. MCCORD:  Yes, probably, depending on the facts,

MR. GOWDY: | would ask all of those things, too.  But lel me ask yau,
why with you do that? Why would you ask hase series of questions about motive
and bias and opportunity and all that stuff? Why would you do that?

WMS. MCCORD: Because if's impartant for, in the case of a courtroom,
which s what the premise of your guesticn was, it is important for the fact-finder to
kncw. And if | was the prosecutor, which | always was, | did nol — | did want to
take the sting out of that. | wanted 10 be able to characterize it in a way, if | had
found and my investigators had found a paricular witness o be credible and we'd
ovarcome whatever biases or other Giglio information might exist, then | wolild
want the oppartunily to explain that to tha jury and 1o the facil-findar.

and s, too, 1o the axtent that you're making an analogy to a FISA, the idea,
just like in a search warrant application arin a Title 11| application, i o be as
candid with the court as possible about, you know, whara thera could be biases,

ME, GOWDY: | wasnt making the analogy yet. We're stili back in the
courtracm.

M5, MCCORD:  I'm getting ahead of you.

ME. GOWDY: s relevant and it's imporant.

MS. MCCORD:  Uh-huh.

MR, GOWDY: Always the same thing, but in this case it is bath relevant



and important. |t goes directly to whether or not the fact-finder can believe whai
iz coming out of the mauth of the witness.

MS. MCCORLD: | agree.

MR. GOWDY:. Zo how much of that information was included about Mr,
Steels in the FISA application?

ME, MCCORD: Like | said, | have not read that for over a year, 2o | cannot
lell you haw much, | know eventhing we knew to include, at least that [ was
aware of, was included.

ME. GOWDY: Whan you say "we," does that include you and the Bureau
ar jLest main Justica?

M35, MCCORD: Well, | can't speak for anything the Bureau knew that
wasn'l shared with main Justice. 5o | can anly speak for what information we
were able to glean having asked additional guestions and made sure that anything
wie had was put in thera,

MR, GOWDY:  I'm sure no one in the room would do it, but to the exlent
there may bo an putlier somewhere that is critical of Republicans for asking
gquestions about the dossier and haw il may have come into the hands of the
Bureau. are thesa irmalevant guastions for wanting to ask the Bureau: How did
this witness come forward?  How did you vet the sourcing and the subsourcing?
Are those iretevant, unimporant gquestions to inquire 7

MS. MCCORD: | don't think it's irrelevant or unimportant.  § think that
when the affidavit was presenied to DOJ, DOJ asked questions abaut the source
and tha subsource and the subsourcing and tried to convey as candidly as
passible whal information we had at that time.

I would paint ou! that it is a prebable cause determination and not a beyond
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a reasonable doubt determination like you would ses in 8 court of law 1n a criminal
case. And 1, you know --

MRE. GOWDY: Frmowith you. And on the counterinteligence par. that's
impartant, because it may not ever result in a prosecution.

M5 MCCORD: That's right.

MR. GOWDY: Most criminal inguiries at some point the gurpeose might be
o move 1 beyond a reasonable doubt.  So if all you've got is probable cause, that
ain't much when you're going have a little higher burden in & couple of months,

So I'm with you, probable cause is the bare minimum for an arres) warrani.
My guess is you had lots of conversations with FBI agents that they had probable
cause. but they did not have encugh beyond a reasonable doubt and therafore
you may have declned the case, even theugh they had probable cause.  Has that
evar happened?

S, MCCORD:  Thal wasn't pregentad at all when we were talking about
Carter Paga, Thera was naver a discusgion at the time of the FISA about, you
know, it was inteligence coliection,

MR, GOWDY: Right [t wasn't calculated lowards a eriminal prosecution.

MS, MCCORD: Yes, |justwant to be clear on that.

ME. GOWDY: Right. Mo, | was with you on that, But to the extent there
is a difference in how prebable cause would play into those, one calculated
towards inveshgation another lowards a prozecution where {he burden changes.

MS. MCCORD:  Yeah, thai's right.

MR, GOWDY: That's all | have unless Mr. Rooney II."I.'- ar the
chairman have someihing.

MR. GOWDY: Thank you for coming.
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MS. MCCORD: You're welcome.

ME. SWADNELL: Thank you, Ms. McCord, for your service and for
coming in today.

YWhen you left in May, what was the status of General Flynn's case? Was
it opan or closed?

MS. MCCORD: twas open.

MR SWALWELL: How about Mr. Manafort's.

MS, MCCORD: Open.

ME. SWALWELL: Haw about Mr, Page?

ME MCCORD: Open.

ME. SWALWELL: And we know now with Mr. Fapadopoulos.

In your 28 yvears of experience af the Deparment of Justice, particularly in
the National Security Division, have you ever seen & Presidential campaign with
20 Mmany conlacls with a forelgn adversary?  Have you ever seen that befare?
Hasz that ever been presented o vou before?

M3 MCCORD: [ was not at any NSD during any other campaign. 80 |
really can't answer. And just to be clear, just bacause this is recorded, | think |
bagan with DOW in 1984, so0 that would be like 23 years. | have 27 years in
gavarnment, But not all of it at DO,

ME. SWALWELL: Was it ever discussed to give tha Tramp campalgn a
defensive brisfing, to alert them that people on their team had these contacts, like
Wr. Papadopoulos or Mr. Page?

M5, MCCORD:  So during the - if we're talking about ke sort of during the
fali, that was newver discussed with ma, There were other defensive briefings that

ware provided with respect -- nol with respect to Russia at all, but with respect to a



few people that — same other involvement not related o Russia that | can
ramember discussing with the Bureau.

MR, SWALWELL: At any point during your tirma at DO, during the
Presidential campaigne, both primary and general, did anybody, to yaur
knowledge, come forward o the FEl or DOJ and say, we have seen these
contacts or we have been approached by Russians with information on hacked
emails? Does thal question make sense? Otherthan an FEI —

MS. MCCORD: Other than the briefings we've talked about?

MRE. SWALWELL: -- or other than a law enforcement official, did any
citizen or --

WS, MCCORD:  Not that 'm aware of.

MR. SWALWELL: And what I'm referring to is evidence has come out and
Mr. Papadopoulos's stipulation of facts said that. you know. he was approached
about dirl on Secretary Clinton.  You've seen the emails with Don Jr. and Kushner
and Manafort whare they were approached about dirt on Secretary Clintan,

Did anyone praactively, 1o your knowladge, go te the FBI or DO saying
that they wera cantaeted aboul Russians having information on the Secratary?
Other than Mr, Staele,

MS. MCCORD: Yeah, right. 1'm assuming other than Mr, Steeals,

Mot me, not anybody at DOJ. 1 do recall -- and | don't know if this person
came farward independently or if this is somebody that the Bureau reached out fo
talk to. And it may - and I've been wondering since | read soma of the
decuments about Mr. Papadopoulos's case, this professor, | believe there is a
professor that the Bureau talked with, Again, | dont khow if that's a profassor

whno hiad come to them independently or they went to him and | don™ know if it i2



the same professar. But 1 do have a recoliection.

MR SWALWELL: M fooks like we are wrapping this up and | don't think
we're going to come back.  Is there anything, Ms. McCord, that you would have
asked with respact lo whal you did that ded not come up that you'd like to share
with us?

MS MCCORD: Can you just give me a momeant?

[gcussion aff the record. ]

M3 MCCORD: | don't think 55, | think within the scope of what |
undaerstand the interest here o be, | think we've hit prelty much all of the salient
painis.

ME, SWALWELL: Okay. And back to -- on Mr, Slealae, you knew him {o
be a British -- a former Brtish intelligence officer?

M3 MCCORD: 5ol beliave it was explained to me that he had werked
alsa with tha Buraau formerly as well, but was a British inteligance officer,

ME. SWALWELL, And finally, attempl is also a grime. s that nght? If
vou attompt to commit a arime, that tsalf, even if the aritme iz not completed, is a
crime in the Federai system.

MS. MCCORD: Yes,

ME. SWALWELL: Thank you. Nothing furiher.

ME. ROOMNEY. Thank you, Ms. MoCord.  That cancludes our intensdew
and we are adjaurnad.

M3 MCCORD: Thank you.

Whereupaon, at 1:34 p.m., the interview was concluded.]



