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the actions and policies of the administration ftom the President's rhetoric.

MR. HECK: Mr. Kramer, if we were to do all of these things, in your expert

opinion, are you asserting that this would be an effective deterrent for Mr. Putin and

Russia to engage in the kind of election interference such as we experienced in

2016?

MR. KRAMER: I think it would make life much more complicated for

Mr. Putin, and it would get, if not him to think twice, it would get people around him.

He needs people to implement what he wants. He needs enablers. And if

you go after the enablers -- l, by the way, would also favor freezing or chopping - in

the book I argue lopping off some zeros from Mr. Putin's bank accounts and from

other bank accounts of people close to him.

When lworked in the State Department, and it has now been public in The

New York Times, I think in2014there was a reference lo a2A07 CIA assessment of

Mr. Putin's wealth. At that time it was estimated to be about $40 billion. I'm not

disclosing anything classified.

MR. HECK: $40 billion?

MR. KRAMER: $40 billion with a "b." The Times published th[s, so l'm not

disclosing anything classified.

My impression is that the U.S. Government has gotten better at finding out

where these various accounts are, even though l'm sure none of the accounts has

Mr. Putin's name on it. But lopping off a few zeros from these accounts, and then

having Russian officials bitch and moan that they have lost stolen funds, I'd like to

see that.

MR. HECK: So back to the question. You said it would complicate his life.

But I'm really looking for -
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MR. KRAMER: I think it would act as a deterrent, yes, sir. I think the

sanctions - l'm sorry to interrupt you -- I think the sanctions that were imposed by

the U.S. and the EU after he annexed Crimea and then moved into Donbask kept

him from going further into Ukraine. So lthink there is a recent historical basis on

which to say that sanctions can act as a deterrent.

Sorry.

MR. HECK: No, that's exactly where I was going. Thank you for

anticipating.

MR. KRAMER: Sure.

MR. HECK: I think that's it. One thing left to say: [Speaking foreign

languagel.

MR. KRAMER: [Speaking foreign language.]

MR. CASTRO: You mentioned a little while ago that you were basically

pleasantly surprised that in terms of the administration's policy, the administration

was still being tough on Russia, even though the President's rhetoric was out there.

But what do you make of President Trump not enforcing the latest round of

congressional sanctions so far?

MR. KRAMER: Congressman, I think --

MR. CASTRO: Or dragging its feet.

MR. KRATMER: And I know, I think it was the State Department and

Treasury that had to provide the initial report that was a few weeks late.

As I understand it -- and now living in Miami, I confess, I don't follow this as

closely as I used to, there is a life outside the Beltway, as you know in your own

districts -- I believe they have until February 1 to follow through on the next step of

sanctions.
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And I know Wes Mitchell, for example, who is the assistant secretary for

Europe and Eurasia at the State Depadment, he has said publicly, I believe,

whether before the House or the Senate, that the administration will live up to that

timeline.

MR. CASTRO: What indication would it be if they don't move on these

sanctions by February 1?

MR. KRAMER: lt would be a bad indication. I mean, I think Congress

should demand action because you passed this legislation and the President signed

it. lt would not be a good sign.

MR. CASTRO: I don't know whether you saw yesterday, but former DNI

James Clapper made a comment, with respect to the relationship between Vladimir

Putin and Donald rrump, that Vladimir Putin knows how to handle an asset.

You agree that Vladimir Putin knows how to handle an asset?

MR. KRAMER: Well, without reference to Mr. Trump, or President Trump,

yeah. I mean, he was only a colonel, however, in the KGB. lt wasn't like he

reached the cream of the crop until the late '90s when he became the head of the

FSB, So he obviously had done something right to reach pinnacle.

But, yes, his training is as a KGB off,cer. He was posted to Dresden, which

is not the most exotic place to be posted as a KGB officer. But, yeah, he knows

what they are supposed to do.

lVlR. CASTRO: And that question is a prelude to my second question, which

is, based on your expertise, based on everything you have seen and read, do you

believe that President Trump is an asset of Vladimir Putin?

MR. KRAMER: I'm not in a position to really say one way or the other, sir,

l'm sorry.
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lVlR. CASTRO: Okay. Let me ask you, have you received any threats

because of your role in events regarding this Russia issue?

MR. KRAMER: No, I have not. I left Washington in May. I did it not

because of this. I did it for personal family reasons, family health reasons. And

there are quite a few Russians, as the Congresswoman knows, in the Miami area.

But I have not received any threats.

MR. CASTRO: Okay. Let me ask you about The National lnterest. The

National lnterest is the publication of the Center for National lnterest, which hosted

candidate Trump's first foreign policy address in April 2016.

MR. KRAMER: Right.

MR. CASTRO: CNI has a reputation for being very favorably disposed to

Russia and Putin. Do you think that reputation is wellgrounded?

MR. KRAMER: The National lnterest has attacked me on several

occasions, so I'm not a big fan. I don't know whether --

MR. CASTRO: Are they perceived as a mouthpiece for the Kremlin?

MR. KRAMER: That's probably unfair. I think they certainly have given a

platform to pro-Kremlin people more than most. But I think they have also run

pieces that are a little more critical.

MR. CASTRO: And what was your reaction to the Trump campaign

choosing CNI as its host for this important event, his first major foreign policy

speech? And what message did it send to the Kremlin?

MR. KRAMER: I'm not sure. Well, I mean, certainly the Center for National

lnterest has promoted better U.S.-Russian relations. On its face, that's not

necessarily a bad thing. The way one goes about to do it is a different matter. I

have not agreed with most of the reports and papers that they have issued, and I
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don't agree with most of the stuff that their journal publishes.

MR. CASTRO: Did you attend the Mayflower event?

MR. KRAMER: ldid not.

MR. CASTRO: Okay. A member of the CNI board, Ambassador Richard

Burt, acknowledged he wrote part of the candidate's address. Do you have any

knowledge of that beyond media reporting? Or do you know Ambassador Burt,

consider him a friend of Russia?

MR. KRAMER: I don't know beyond media reports. He and I have

appeared once or twice, once on "PBS NewsHour" debating on Russia. That was

a couple of years ago.

I don't know him well at all. But what I do know, generally, we don't agree.

MR. CASTRO: And do you know Dimitri Simes, the chairman whom Putin

referred to as, quote, "my American friend"?

MR. KRAMER: I know him. I have known himfor quite a few years. I first,

I think, got to meet him or was introduced to him in '93 or'94. He was still at the

Carnegie Endowment at that time. I don't maintain a close relationship with him.

MR. CASTRO: Do you know him well enough to assess his political

leanings or his leanings for or against the Kremlin?

MR. KRAMER: lwould say they're complicated. He certainly has good ties

to people in the Kremlin. But l'm not sure lwould call him -- you know, the old term

used to be a comsymp, communist sympathizer. I don't know that I would call him

a Putinsymp. But, you know, he has got good ties.

MR. CASTRO: I guess, let me ask you, I mean, because you are an expert

on Russia, many of us still think, when we think of Russia, we think of Communism

because for so long there was this war waging, Cold War, between the United
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States as a democratic country, democratic capitalist country, and the Soviet Union

as a Communist countrY.

How would you characterize Russia today?

MR. KRAMER: ln ideologicalterms?

MR. CASTRO: Yeah. Do you still think of it as a Communist country?

MR. KRAMER: No.

MR. CASTRO: How would you describe it today?

MR. KRAMER: No, it is not a Communist country. lt is a very corrupt

capitalist country : with a growing state role, however. The role of the state in the

economy has increased under Putin.

There is no ideology beyond Putinism, which is to say that Putin's driving

objective is staying in power. His number one objective is staying in power. His

number two objective is staying in power. And guess what his number three

objective is, is staying in power.

That is his ideology, and he will do whatever is necessary, whether - I start

the book with a description of bombings that occurred in 1999 in three Russian cities

that killed 300 people. I suspect that elements of the FSB, not necessarily Putin

himself, were behind those bombings to turn the political situation upside down.

He launched a brutal military campaign in Chechnya that propelled him to the

Presidency. He will arrest the richest man in Russia, Mikhail Khodorkovsky, in

2003. He will create an environment in which journalists and others are shot and

killed or poisoned like Vladimir Kara-murza.

He'll stop at nothing to stay in power. And as you know, he recently

announced he will, surprise, surprise, run for reelection in the March 18 Presidential

election next year.
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MR. CASTRO: All right. Let me just finish a few more questions on Dimitri

Simes and then I will pass it back over.

Do you have any knowledge, outside of media reporting, regarding Mr.

Simes' relationship to the Trump campaign or officials?

MR. KRAMER: No, other than hosting that speech, I don't know.

MR. CASTRO: Documents produced to this committee indicate that Dimitri

Simes suggested to Jared Kushner that CNI host the Mayflower event and

subsequently provided guidance to Mr. Kushner on how the Trump campaign

should handle, quote, "the Russia question" during the last month of the campaign.

Do you have any knowledge, outside of media reporting, regarding his

relationship to Vladimir Putin?

MR. KRAMER: No. And I actually wasn't even aware of those media

reports, I'd have to admit.

MR. CASTRO: Henry Kissinger is the chairman emeritus of CNI and has

been described as one of the few Americans who has regular access to Vladimir

Putin. ls that your understanding?

MR. KRAMER: He certainly has met Putin on a number of occasions, yes.

IVIR. CASTRO: And do you know whether [tlr. Kissinger had any unofficial

role in advising the Trump campaign on foreign policy?

MR. KRAMER: I don't know.

MR. CASTRO: Do you know whether he is an adviser to the Trump

administration?

lMR. KRAMER: I don't know.

MR, CASTRO: Thank you.

Pass back to Mr. Quigley.
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Mr. QUIGLEY: Unless anyone else has questions, I want to close with one

finalquestion.

Knowing what you know and you've experienced, you had a pretty good idea

of what Mr. Putin had in mind when they launched this -- we call it meddling, but,

you know, attack on the democratic process here.

Has this been stymied in any way by the fact that it got out and in a very

public way, not just the lC's assessment that it was Russia who did this, and they did

it to favor one candidate over another, and now there's this very public

investigation?

The fact that they got found and there's this reaction within the United States

and the world, do you think that stymied him at all or how has that affected what he

has done or will do?

MR. KRAMER: I don't think it has stymied him. I think - I don't know that

this has played out exactly the way he anticipated.

t don't agree with those who argue he has buyer's remorse. His goals may

have shifted. I think his goal was to get sanctions lifted, and I think he felt that a

President Trump was more likely to lift sanctions than a President Clinton.

Sanctions have not been lifted, in large part thanks to the Congress, but also

people in the administration.

But the reason I don'tthink he has buyer's remorse is lthink he loves the fact

that - this is not a criticism, please don't take it this way - that we are so focused on

ourselves right now, that Republicans and Democrats are at each other's throats.

And it is not an argument not to take this seriously. I don't mean that in the least.

But I think our internal focus is giving him an open door to do what he wants,

whether here or elsewhere. And I think -- I did read the Washington Post story last
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week -- I do think it is a mistake not to have convened a National Security Council

meeting on Russian interference and how to prevent it in the future if that report is

accurate.

And it seems to me that, while both investigating what happened and doing

the best possible, Congress and the administration need to focus on how to make

sure this doesn't happen again.

And I think both parts of that are important. I think there has been too much

of the former and not enough of the latter, if I can put it that way.

MR. QUIGLEY: Just a quick followup.

MR. KRAMER: Maybe not too much of the former, but there has been

plenty of the former and not enough of the latter.

MR. QUIGLEY: But in the Russian Kremlin playbook, clearly, one of goals

is always to sow discord, correct?

MR, KRAMER: Yes, sir.

MR. QUIGLEY: And he won there?

MR. KRAITIER: There, there is no buyer's remorse because he got what he

wanted.

MR. QUIGLEY: And perhaps it was because it was dry kindling and

perhaps we were all too willing to accept the worst in each other. I don't know if you

agree with that or not.

MR. KRAII4ER: Yeah, lwilllet you --

liIR. QUIGLEY: Maybe that's the epitaph so far of what we've learned. But

I certainly appreciate your being here. Thank you.

MR. KRAMER: Thank you, sir.

[Whereupon, at '12:55 p.m., the interview was concluded.]
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