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Q And given that the report was directed by the President on
or about December 9th, and the date of information was December 29th,
was there any concern that over that 20-day period that, given how
quickly it was put together, that something might be missed or incorrect
or rushed in any way?

MR. CLAPPER. Well, you always have that concern. It doesn't
matter how long the report -- such a document takes. And there is no
fixed timeline for length of time it takes to do an ICA.

Q But there was in this case, right?

MR. CLAPPER. I'm sorry?

Q There was a fixed timeline in this case, right?

MR. CLAPPER. No, I'm just saying there is no fixed dead -- there's
no fixed rule book on how long it takes to do an Intelligence Community
assessment.

Q So was there any concern about having a fixed timeline in
this case?

MR. CLAPPER. Well, sure. I mean, the Intelligence Community
operates under tight deadlines all the time. And, you know, you always
are concerned about that, you know, that you've compromised accuracy
or completeness, sure. But we've done estimates that take months that
you have the same concern.

B : 1 thinkwe just have a couple minutes left. I'mgoing

to turn it over to my colleague, - to ask our last questions.

B o<,
[
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Q And thank you, General Clapper, for being here, and for your
many years of service to our country.

Real quick, going back in time a little bit, at the end of 2015
there was a Wall Street Journal article regarding NSA collection of
U.S. person information related to Members of Congress or staff. The
week after that article, you came in with Admiral Rogers and you briefed
the committee on the inaccuracies of the article and setting the record
straight.

And at that briefing, I think majority, minority, you and Admiral
Rogers all agreed on the necessity of Gates procedures.

MR. CLAPPER. Of what?

Q The Gates procedures.

MR. CLAPPER. Yes.

Q So, kind of tying it back into the idea of the sanctity,
as you mentioned earlier, of our elections, but also one of the great
things about our country is the peaceful transition of power.

Do you think that we should have a similar type of procedures
related to the U.S. Presidential transition team or even Presidential
campaigns, where the dissemination of that type of information should
be informed to Congress?

MR. CLAPPER. It should be reported to Congress?

Q It's just your opinion.

MR. CLAPPER. I don't know. Again, this whole evolution is a very
unusual situation. I mean, I can understand a congressional interest

in it, so I guess -- I mean, I wouldn't have any reason to oppose that.
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Put it that way.

Q Thank you. Then so fast forwarding in time, on March 1st,
2017, the New York Times published an article stating that the Obama
administration rushed to preserve intelligence on Russian election
hacking. And I'm quoting from the article here. It says that, "Some
White House officials scrambled to spread information about Russian
efforts to undermine the Presidential election and about possible
contacts between associates of President-elect Donald J. Trump and
Russians across the government."

So is this article accurate?

MR. CLAPPER. The opposite was true.

Q The opposite was true?

MR. CLAPPER. Yes. Because of the sensitivity, particularly for
the super-duper classified version of that report, the interest was
more in protecting it. So the places that had access to it were
basically the three contributing agencies and ODNI.

Q So there was no effort on behalf of the administration --

MR. CLAPPER. No, not that I'm aware of.

Q -- to send this stuff all across the government?

MR. CLAPPER. No.

Q Okay. Andthenmy final question, there was an earlier line
of questioning regarding searching through NSA stores using U.S. person
identifiers. And it happened to make me think about the ability for
NSA to search in its stores using U.S. person identifiers, specifically

in the 702 collection, which is an issue. This U.S. person query line
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of questioning has certainly been discussed over the past few years.

Would you please explain, over your course as being DNI, why, if
Congress were to put in some sort of probable cause requirement or
change the way the Intelligence Community is able to search in its 702
data, how that would impact the Intelligence Community negatively?

MR. CLAPPER. Well, it would -- the immediate impact I can think
of is whether, if there is an extremis situation, unless there were,
you know, some safety valve there where if for whatever reason that,
you know, you have to -- you want to have that outlet in case of a
circumstance like that.

Q And also, just to follow up, do you know regarding the
dossier that was discussed earlier, do you know who paid Mr. Steele
to conduct the information or the investigation that would lead to the
dossier?

MR. CLAPPER. I don't know -- well, if there was -- if there was
payment for the document, and I don't know that, it would probably have
been the FBI. But, again, you'd have to ask them. I don't know
personally if there was some compensation arrangement there or not.

B henk you, sir.

MR. SCHIFF: Thank you, Director. I just have a couple more
questions, then I'11l hand it off to my staff. We're almost at the end.

You mentioned that while Mike Flynn was the director of the DIA
that the Russian intel agencies, GRU or others, had made an effort
to -- and I can't remember the term you used for it.

MR. CLAPPER: Woo.
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MR. SCHIFF: To woo him.

MR. CLAPPER: As they had me when I was director of DIA.

MR. SCHIFF: What efforts did they make to woo Michael Flynn?
And you mentioned that he thought that he might have some special
ability to cultivate that relationship. Can you describe that for us?

MR. CLAPPER: That is simply my amateur analysis, because he was
very big on engaging with the GRU. He visited there and had the GRU
chief visit him. I did the same thing when I served as director of
DIA in the early nineties, and had an engagement with the Russians,
tried to partner with them, which was completely unsuccessful.

So I have a very jaundiced view of dealing with the Russians. And
I tried to impart some fatherly advice to Mike Flynn when he was engaging
with them, because I said, you know, my own experience when I was the
director of DIA.

MR. SCHIFF: Now, the GRU is one of the two main agencies that
was involved in the hacking of emails. Do you know whether Mr. Flynn,
after he left the DIA, maintained any relationship with GRU?

MR. CLAPPER: I do not.

MR. SCHIFF: Do you know whether, when he went to Moscow on the
RT-supported trip, whether he also had GRU meetings?

MR. CLAPPER: I don't know that. It would have not been unusual,
I think, for him, as a former director of DIA, to have met with the
GRU. I doubt if they did. Well, I don't know. But, again, I don't
know that he did.

MR. SCHIFF: Canyou tell us a little bit about the circumstances
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in which Mike Flynn left the DIA?

MR. CLAPPER: Well, bear in mind I'd known him a long time and
I was a co-officiant at his promotion ceremony to three-star general
in the Woman's Memorial, and he worked for me for about 11 months at
ODNI, and was fine.

He went to DIA, and he had issues there. And my concern was his
impact on the Agency. And Dr. Mike Vickers, who was my successor as
Under Secretary of Defense for Intelligence, was -- for him, it was
a case of flat-out insubordination. So Mike Vickers and I had a number
of discussions about it, and he was adamant about ending Mike Flynn's
tenure as DNI -- as DIA director. As a Defense agency, he kind of had
the primacy there.

So we met with General Flynn -- I think this was in early 2014,
I'11 say about February of 2014 perhaps -- and laid it out for General
Flynn. And he actually took it very well. He was very graceful about
it. At no time was there any discussion about his strident views on
ISIS. That never came up. It wasn't a topic of discussion, and it
wasn't -- it didn't bear on the decision to curtail his time as DIA
director. We told him he could stay until the summer of 2014, so he
could get his 3 years in as a lieutenant-general, which is the minimum
you need to retire in that grade.

So it was some months later, I think July of 2014, when he had
a magnificent farewell, retirement and award ceremony for him, which
both Dr. Vickers and I participated. And he seemed fine.

MR. SCHIFF: So you mentioned he had issues at DIA and that also
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there was an issue of insubordination with Director Vickers. What were
the issues at DIA?

MR. CLAPPER: Well, his rather erratic management style, just
constantly changing things. His reorganization of DIA, which wasn't
a bad idea. It actually presaged CIA's modernization, which Director
Pompeo, he doesn't like that term, but, anyway, the reorganization at
CIA and the setting up mission centers. And so it was a good idea,
but it was -- the execution was very -- was bad, and it was very hard
on the employees.

And then, of course, there was the infamous Flynn facts, where
General Flynn was convinced that the Iranian Darkan [phonetic] was
behind the Benghazi attack, which wasn't the case, and he kind of
pounded the employees there to go find some evidence that would back
up his supposition. So he had cases like that. But he was -- it was
just bad for the Agency and, you know, the morale of the employees was
going down.

MR. SCHIFF: In what way was he insubordinate to Director
Vickers?

MR. CLAPPER: I don't know the exact issues, but it centered
around the Defense Clandestine Service, which was a big important
initiative for Dr. Vickers. And you'd best talk to him about it.

MR. SCHIFF: The explanation that he gave for being pushed out
was that he was speaking truthfully about the threat posed by ISIS,
and that that was evidently, in his view, inconsistent with the

political narrative the White House wanted to tell. Did you ever see
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any evidence of that?

MR. CLAPPER: No. That wasn't -- that was not a factor for me,
and nothing -- you know, I didn't think he said anything untoward about
that.

MR. SCHIFF: And either during or after his departure, did he
demonstrate any bitterness towards the IC as a result of how he left
the IC?

MR. CLAPPER: Well, not that I was aware of at the time. That's
as I recounted. The last time I actually had contact with him at all,
personal contact, was the ceremony I think in July of 2014."

And I never -- the next time I had any contact with him, I had
two telephone conversations with him during the transition, which were
professional and courteous.

MR. SCHIFF: Did he ever demonstrate a particular grudge towards
the CIA?

MR. CLAPPER: Well, he had issues with the CIA when he served in
Afghanistan. And that was part of the article that he had his name
on, which was quite critical of intelligence in and of Afghanistan.
And I think there was perhaps at that time some animus towards CIA.

MR. SCHIFF: Let me hand it over to staff now.

- SR

Q Sir, I just have two quick questions. My colleague asked
you about the short timeline you had in the IC to prepare the
Intelligence Community assessment of Russian interference. Sir, do

you have any reason to believe the ICA contains unsupported
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conclusions?

MR. CLAPPER. No.

Q And you stand by its findings?

MR. CLAPPER. I do. I did and do.

Q You mentioned also that, as you sit here today, you're not
aware of direct evidence of collusion. In the email exchange outlining
the meeting between the Russian Government lawyer and senior Trump
campaign officials, is that evidence of at least an intent to collude?

MR. CLAPPER. Well that's -- again, from a layman's perspective
only, that's what it appears to me.

Q And we look forward to, as a committee, exploring those
issues, that if, in fact, damaging material is passed, as it was implied
in the email, and if the campaign took any actions in response to that,
does that sound like collusion?

MR. CLAPPER. Well, again, from a layman's perspective, if -- yes,
it does.

B hork you. Thank you very much, sir.

¢ P

Q I just have one question.

MR. CLAPPER. Do you have a microbhone? I can't hear you.

Q I'm sorry. Getting away from collusion, from an
intelligence perspective, from a HUMINT recruitment cycle,
counterintelligence, as you're watching these contacts and looking at
it from the Russian objective, are you seeing their objectives being

met?
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MR. CLAPPER. Well, I can't -- I don't know, you know,
specifically, because I don't héve any insight into that sort of thing
now. I probably wouldn't have even if I had access to classified
information.

But certainly, the approach they took here is very
stereotypically Soviet/Russian practice. A soft approach, plausible
deniability, determine if there is interest, which there was, and
that's probably all they wanted to determine for that encounter.

Q And the ICA dealt with an entire influence campaign, not
one activity, but an entire campaign.

MR. CLAPPER. Right.

Q When you look at the campaign and you look at the Russians
establishing a network, that would include, from your experience, both
people who may knowingly be cooperating, may unknowingly be
cooperating, may think they're building world peace, et cetera, but
meanwhile that can all, from Putin's perspective, all work to
accomplish his objectives?

MR. CLAPPER. Yes. And I think John Brennan has spoken to that,
that people can be recruited and coopted, perhaps unwittingly, until
it's too late. And that is, again, the soft approach that Russians
have long used.

I  hove no other questions. Thank you.

B ots it, sir.  Thank you.

MR. SCHIFF: Director, thank you very much for your service and

for coming in again.
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MR. CLAPPER: Sure. Thank you.

[Whereupon, at 12:32 p.m., the interview was concluded]



