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between public and open?

MS. FARKAS: No. But what my intent was --

MR. GOWDY: Well, help me understand.

MS. FARKAS: My intent was that Congress receive the information so that

Congress could then make a determination about what the public needed to know.

MR. GOWDY: Congress doesn't classify information, do they, Dr, Farkas?

I\IS. FARKAS: Not to my knowledge.

MR. GOWDY: We don't declassify information, do we?

MS. FARKAS: Not to my knowledge.

MR. GOWDY: Was this information from the administration classified?

You mentioned sources --

MS. FARKAS: I don't know.

MR. GOWDY: Well, you mentioned sources and methods in the sentence

right before it. Are sources and methods classified?

MS. FARP(AS: Well, anything with sources and methods woutd be

classified.

MR. GOWDY: All right. So you mentioned sources and methods in the

sentence right before you used the word "coming into the open." So what were you

talking about?

lVR. HASKELL: Congressman, do you mind if she reviewed that? I have a

copy of-

MR. GOWDY: Sure.

MR. HASKELL: Thank you.

MS. FARKAS: lt is circular, because -- because I was looking at what was in

the open, in the press, and I was concerned. I didn't have any more information.

PROPERTY OF THE LINITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES



64

So it was, in that sense, circular.

MR. GOWDY: Well, on that point, you and I agree. I'm still vexed by the

word "open," that you wanted to -- because not enough was coming into the open.

MS. FARKAS: Again, Congressman, my concern was that there was

something I didn't know, there was something Congress didn't know, certainly that

the American people didn't know. And I wanted -- | trusted Congress to be the

custodian of that information. And I wanted the administration, the Obama

administration, to provide that to Congress, whatever it was or whatever it wasn't.

MR. GOWDY: Dr. Farkas --

MS. FARKAS: But there were too many questions that were unanswered,

which led me to fill in the blanks and the media to fill in the blanks.

MR. GOWDY: Well, there weren't that many questions a couple of

sentences earlier where you said the Trump staff was dealing with the Russians.

That's pretty definitive.

MS. FARKAS: Well, the media was reporting on that. And the Trump staff

themselves were --

MR. GOWDY: Here we go back again to the media reports. I mean, they

don't need a Russia expert -
MS. FARKAS: Well, these are credible reporters, I know them.

MR. GOWDY: We can't both talk at the same time.

MS. FARKAS: Sorry.

MR. GOWDY: They don't need a Russia expert'to go on MSNBC and just

parrot back media reports, do they? I mean, any of us can do that.

MS. FARKAS: No, but they need someone with 30 years'experience in the

national security/foreign policy field, 20 years in national security. And -
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MR. ROONEY: To say what, to say something you didn't know?

MR. GOWDY: And that someone repeatedly used the phrase "we knew."

It4S. FARKAS: Because it's based on my expert assessment.

MR. GOWDY: Your expert assessment was wrong, because you just said

"we knew" meant you felt.

MS. FARKAS: That's correct.

MR. GOWDY: You didn't know it.

MS. FARKAS: I was maybe wrong, and maybe I was right.

MR. ROONEY: Can I ask you something?

MS. FARKAS: lt was my best guess, trying to hetp people -
MR. GOWDY: But it wasn't a guess.

I\IS. FARKAS: -- on the outside who don't have information.

MR. GOWDY: That's my point, Dr. Farkas, it wasn't a guess. You said it

definitively. You said it on national television. And you --

MS. FARKAS: Because in my gut -- I'm sorry.

MR. GOWDY: Okay. Well, you didn't say that, though. You didn't say:

ln my gut. You didn't say: I feel. You said: We knew. And you sent the

message to the American people that you had information they didn't have and then

you looped it back with the leaking, and that's what's problematic for some of us.

I don't mind that you made mistakes on national television. All of us do that.

But for you to say that you were concerned that not enough was coming out into the

open, and then you said, so that's why we have the leaking, and then you put,

ellipsis, people are worried.

Some people are worried about the leaking.

MS. FARKAS: Well, this was a phone interview. I didn't put ellipsis.
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tt/R. GOWDY: No, no, no, you said it right here.

MS. FARKAS: But the Ezra --

MR. HASKELL: We're going back and forth between interviews --

MS. FARKAS: No, no, no, but --

MR. GOWDY: Actually, I'm not. I'm staying right with the MSNBC.

"That's why you have the leaking. People are worried."

Can you see how someone might be thinking that maybe that was an

invitation to disseminate classified information, or that it was okay to leak as long as

you had really good motives behind it?

MS. FARKAS; I hoPe not.

MR. GOWDY: Well, I can tell you the reason you are here today is not

because you're a Russia expert. lt's because I think a reasonable construction of

what you said was that you had access to information that the rest of us didn't have

and that's what explained the leaking. That's why you're here today.

MR. ROONEY: That's why I thought you were here today too.

MS. FARKAS: SorrY.

MR. ROONEY: And, I mean, I'm not saying that as anything other'

than - when you look at evidence that you are trying to get before the jury, that you

say something along the lines of, in my 33 years of experience, that qualifies you as

somewhat of an expert.

And then you make the kind of statement that says that, I know that there's

this information out there and that these things are true, and then they come out.

And then when you come here, you say, well, it was more of what I felt'

That's, you know - I shouldn't have said earlier that this is a waste of all of

our time. I don't think it's a waste of all of our time. But I do think that it goes to
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show that what's being spun up is nothing more than just hearsay or feelings.

But I want to ask you one more question before I'm done, and that's we've

gone sort of -- we've touched this, broached this topic a few times, about what the

Obama administration needs to provide information to the American people, to the

Hill, that information needs to get out there before he leaves. And I know that

there's been frustration even by some members of the Democratic - our

Democratic colleagues that he dropped the ball while he was President in not

putting certain information out there.

Do you agree with that? And what information do you think the Obama

administration could have put out there that would have been more useful for

understanding the Russia intrusion into our election? Jeh Johnson just said last

week that, you know, he held back on some information because he thought it would

cause more harm than good with regard to the voting.

MS. FARKAS: So my personal view on this : and I have a lot of respect for

President Obama, and he. put me in that job, and I fought honestly, you know, for

what I thought was right in that job, and it wasn't always what he wanted or what he

did.

And had I been in the administration, lwould have fought tooth and nailfor us

to be more public and not to worry about the political consequences, because I

believe that we have to keep our eye on the ball. The adversary is Russia. lt's

not -- it's not the other party. And, unfortunately - so I think -
MR. ROONEY: Why do you think he did that.

MS. FARKAS: - if you do the right thing, if you know what the right thing is,

which is to speak up when our country is being attacked, you just do it. And yes,

there's a risk that people will manipulate that. Yes, there's a risk either way. I

PROPERTY OF THE I.INITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES



68

guess lwon't go into those scenarios.

MR. ROONEY: What's the risk of manipulate - why do you think Obama

did not do what you wish that he would have done?

MS. FARKAS: I can't speculate. I have elsewhere in closed session said

l'm not actually sure. Again, lwasn't in the administration. But knowing what I

know about President Obama, I know he was very concerned about escalation. I

know that because of all of our deliberations with Susan Rice as his best, you know,

voice, if you will, at the table. And I believe that political considerations aside, he

was probably afraid that Putin would do something more.

My view is that you have to stand up to Putin in order to get him to slop, that

he's less likely to escalate if you take a firm stance. But I understand the rationale,

even though I don't agree with it, that taking a firm stance could cause Putin to

escalate.

And so I believe that probably President Obama was afraid that the Russians

would do something else if he took a firmer -- firmer stance against Russia. And

maybe we didn't know what their capabilities are. I don't -- you know, again, I'm not

privy to the intel anymore.

BY-
O All right, ma'am. Well, we're down to the lower end of the trough here

with me, so I won't take too much of your time.

lf I can take you back to December 2016, when you said you came to the Hill

to meet sonie people in person. lf you could just tell me who at the time and the

positions they held, who wereIl- anfi

I
A I is the -- was at the time the
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! was the forthel

And ! also at the time was -.J sorry,

was -- yeah,f I she's going into the administration now --was atthe time a

O And you came up here. Why did you come up here to meet with

them?

A Because I trusted them, because I had worked for 7 years on the

Senate Armed Services Committee staff with - with not all of them, but some of

them in various capacities - almost all of them. I is the only one who hadn't

been on the Hill at the time I was on the Hill, I believe. They were all people I knew

and respected as professionals, and I knew that * I believed that they would take

the Russia threat seriously.

And I want -- as a professional friend and colleague, I wanted them to -- |

have a great deal of respect for the legislative branch. I mean, I'm more of

a -- even though my 20 years are now split between executive and legislative, I'm

really a legislative creature. And so I believe strongly in what this body can do and

in the people who work here, who have worked here for so many years, including

those individuals.

And so I felt that I really was only doing it because I'm really passionate about

this vision, which I explained. You know, it stems in part from my, you know, being

the child of Hungarian immigrants who literally fled here with like a sandwich, in my

mother's case a sandwich in her pocket * my father had different foodstuffs - and

care here because they wanted to come to a country that was not communist, that

was democratic, not autocratic, and that had equa! opportunity, you know, at the
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O I understand. Getting back --

A Sorry.

O -- to these folks real quick. I only have 30 seconds left, so -- is there

anything in the conversations you had withf ll orI that you haven't

disclosed to us today about what you are here to talk to us about?

A No. I told them that they needed to focus on this, for lack of a better

way of putting it.

O But you didn't provide them with any specific ammunition?

A No.

O That's it, ma'am. Thank you for your time.

BYI
OI

you again.

for the minority. ljust wanted to thank

Just very quickly, ljust want to reiterate what Ranking Member Schiff said

about the importance placed on the work that you do as a commentator in public,

and we do hope that this -
A I don't stop.

0 -- does not have the effect of chilling speech or chilling your

willingness to draw on your vast experience to speak publicly about matters that are

important for the Nation. So we just want to put that on the record.

A Yeah.

O Secondly, we also just want to underscore that -- also explain to you

the bipartisan terms of our investigation.

A Okay. Can ljust make a comment on the record? I am worried that
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this will be chilling, because I have 20 years government service. l'm not rolling in

money.

And, you know, this guy's a very nice young man that ljust met today. But if

everybody has to do this, you know, l'm fairly confident that I have earning potential,

though I don't have a spouse. You know, I have to look out for myself. This is not

a pity party. Butwhen lwas at a conference recently, you know, this issue came up

with people who are Russia hawks, that we can be deterred.

Now, I know that you guys are not kying to have that effect here, but I would

also like to get on the record that it is - it is a real potential concern, and the

Russians are probably not unwise to that either.

Okay. Sorry.

O No, thank you for your comment.

We also just wanted to lay out for your understanding the terms of our

unclassified parameters for our investigation, the first being what Russian cyber

activity and other active measures were directed against the United States and its

allies;the second being did the Russian active measures include links between

Russia and individuals associated with political campaigns or any other u.S.

person; third, what was the U.S. Government's response to these Russian active

measures and what do we need to do to protect ourselves and our allies in the

future; and fourth, what possible leaks of classified information took place related to

the lntelligence Community assessment of these matters that came out in January.

The reason I wanted to list these was because I think that it is our view that

your comments were helpful with regard to some of them. lt also reinforces the fact

that there are open questions that we're looking into that you have discussed

publicly as well. And this is why we, atong with the majority, are working on a
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bipartisan basis to investigate these matters, because we think it's important for the

U.S. national interest.

So l'll conclude there unless there's any more questions on our end.

Okay. Thank you very much.

MS. FARKAS: All right. Thank you. Thank you.

MR. HASKELL: Thank you all.

[Whereupon, at 6:16 p.m., the interview was concluded.]
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