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from Dr. Wenstrup and Ranking Member Schiff, you referenced incorrect
information or false characterizations that were put out by Mr. Assange in
connection with the dumping of your emails. Can you just characterize for us
what was the nature of the incorrect information?

A He affiliated me with my brother's firm as being a member of that firm
at that time.

Q And is that the only characterization --

A | have to go back and check. But he basically was -- and go back and
look at his tweet. But that particularly sticks in my mind.

Q But off the top of your head, that is the only false information that you
remember at this time?

A | would have to go back and check.

Q And you are not -- just to confirm your earlier testimony, you are not
aware of any information within the dumped emails themselves that was either
false or manipulated? |

A Thatis correct.

Q So given that these were your emails over many years, | can only
imagine the discomfort of seeing them dripped out little by little. And in
retrospect, to the extent you reviewed them, was there anything notable that was
either omitted or any distinct pattern you noticed in the way they that were
dumped?

A | have to say that, you know, | was dealing with this real time, and |
have not gone back and done an analysis of that. Maybe that is for another book.
But so | was dealing with it more on a daily basis.

Q In December of 2016, The New York Times published an extensive
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autopsy of the hacking, which included the hacking of your emails. According to
that story, the spear—phishing email was sent to your account on March 19th of
2016 in the guise of a direction to change your password. |s that reporting
correct, to the best of your knowledge?

A That is the forensic reproduction, | think, that the campaign did of what
happened. |wasn't aware of it at the time, obviously -- or maybe not so
obviously, but | wasn't aware of it at the time.

Q Two things to follow up there. Can you describe this forensic
reproduction that took place?

A Our chief of security went back and tried to understand or look at what
point of -- during the -- in this context, what point of vulnerability they may have
found, and found this traffic that | described.

Q Now, following this change of password email, there was an email,
again according to New York Times reporting, sent from a Charles Delavan saying
"This is a legitimate email. John needs to change his password immediately."
Were you a recipient of that email?

A No. |don'tbelieve | was. Ata minimum, | don't remember receiving

Q Right. Right. So to your knowledge or recollection, who actually
changed your password?

A Malia Fisher, who was my assistant.
And was she affiliated with the campaign or --
Yes.

Okay. And who is Mr. Delavan?

> O » O

He was someone who worked on the technology team inside the
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campaign.

Q Now, he said that, according to this New York Times story, he had
mistyped and meant to say, this is an illegitimate email, and that he had -- an error
that he said that has plagued him every since. But | am curious, if he thought the
email was illegitimate, why the next sentence would then say "change your
password," which is exactly what the spear phishing was trying to get you to do.
Can you shed any insight into that matter?

A No.

Q Soin summary then, the actual -- to the extent experts or a forensic
analysis has established this March 19 email and the subsequent change of your
password as sort of how your email was hacked, you weren't actually involved
firsthand in those events?

A Thatis correct.

Q And so you had referenced earlier that you had some suspicion that
your email might have been hacked prior to the beginning of the dumping. Is
there a particular -- and you sort of described some of the context of that. Is there
a particular moment that you can pinpoint as to when you developed that
suspicion?

A Aslsaid, | think it was in early July in the wake of the DCLeaks
original dump of the DNC files. But included in those were some documents, a
range of documents, some of which were -- that were extant in my Gmail account
that didn't look like they belonged at the DNC. And | think the same thing was
true with Ambassador Marshall.

Q Earlier, if | understood your testimony correctly, you said that to your

knowledge, Secretary Clinton was not briefed by the U.S. Government on Russian
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hacking during the campaign. Is that correct?

A | am unaware of it if she was.

Q And you are also, | assume, aware that after the election, President
Obama ordered an Intelligence Community analysis of the hacking?

A lam.

Q  And that the results of that were published in unclassified form in
January of 20177

A | am aware of that, yeah.

Q And are you aware as to whether Secretary Clinton was ever briefed
on the findings of that analysis prior to its public release?

A | have no knowledge of that. | don't know.

Q So one of the lines in the unclassified analysis is that Putin most likely
wanted to discredit Secretary Clinton because he has publicly blamed her since
2011 for inciting mass protests against his regime in late 2011 and early 2012, and
because he holds a grudge for comments he almost certainly saw as disparaging
him. Have you happened to read that or do you recall that from the assessment?

A | do recall that, yeah.

Q  Prior to that, in December of 2016, this is according to a New York
Times article, and | will quote, "Speaking to a group of donors in Manhattan, Ms.
Clinton said that Mr. Putin, the Russian President, had never forgiven her for the
accusations she made in 2011 when she was Secretary of State that the
parliamentary elections his country held were rigged. Putin blamed outrage of his
own people, and that is the direct line between what he said back then and what
he did in this election." Her comments, as you will note, were pretty similar to the

analysis contained in the assessment, which could of course be coincidence. But
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do you have any reason to believe that that assessment, either in unclassified or
classified form, was shared with Hillary Clinton prior to December 16th?

A | have no knowledge of that.

Q But you would agree that the assessment that was ultimately posted in
the report and the assessment that she provided to donors in mid-December were
pretty similar?

A There is a lot of reporting about that also over that period of time,
about what the -- what ultimately became the official assessment was being
reported on. So | don't know. But | don't know the source of whatever
information she had other than the firsthand knowledge of what Mr. Putin and her
relationship were, because obviously subsequent to Putin's election she dealt with
him as Secretary of State.

Q Understood. | only have a couple minutes left, so just one last topic.
Much has been made of the connections between the Trump campaign and
Russian officials. Obviously, the Clinton campaign was the other major
campaign. And we would really like to get a baseline for comparative purposes.
Ambassador Kislyak, the Russian ambassador to the U.S., has been in the news.
Have you ever met Ambassador Kislyak?

A Not to the best of my knowledge. You know, | don't think so.

Q And do you recall having any interactions with Russian
Government -- personal interactions with Russian Government officials during the
campaign?

A No. No, | did not have any personal interactions with Russian
Government officials.

Q There has been some reporting about an event attended by foreign
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ambassadors, including | believe Ambassador Kislyak, at the Repubiican National
Convention. Was there a similar or analogous event at the Democrat National
Convention to host foreign dignitaries and ambassadors?

A NDI, the National Democratic Institute, and RNI, does the same thing
at the Republican convention, brings foreign guests, foreign leaders, | assume that
includes ambassadors to the convention. There is programming for them.

Q And that happened at the 2016 Democrat convention?

A | have no knowledge of that, but | assume so.

Q So it wasn't something that you were involved in?

A No.

Q Butitis fairly typical you would say for either directly sponsored by the
conventions or on the sidelines of the convention for there to be events for foreign
dignitaries?

A Foreign dignitaries, yes.

Q And are you aware that any Russian officials participated in those
events either at the 2016 Democrat National Convention or previous Democrat
National Conventions?

A | have no knowledge of that, so no, | am not aware of any.

Q Final question. You referred earlier to, in addition to the hacking, fake
news, and said that it was your belief or understanding that that was, | believe the
quote was, pushed by the Russians. Certainly there has been reporting to that
effect in the press. What is the basis for your assessment or the evidence you
relied on to connect fake news sfories to the efforts of the Russian Government?

A The analytics that have been publicly disclosed by various sources.

And | make particular reference to the work that Mr. Watts has done.
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Q Butyou aren't -- or are you privy to any sort of private analytics or
analysis that was done by the Clinton campaign?

A There was certainly analysis of what was moving in the social media
channels. | think the deepened connection to the Russian influence in that |
learned subsequent to that, subsequent to the campaign.

B hooks. My time s up.

EXAMINATION
-

Q Mr. Podesta, we will make this really short. | think we have been
sitting here for almost 2 hours. Sir, we really appreciate your indulgence today,
and | thank you very much for answering our questions. This is a bipartisan
investigation. We are looking into looking into four key questions, as approved by
the chairman and ranking member on March 1st, 2017. The first area we are
looking into is what Russian cyber activity and other active measures were
directed against the United States and its allies. The second area we are looking
into is did the Russian active measures include links between Russia and
individuals associated with political campaigns or any U.S. persons. The third
area we are looking into is what the U.S. Government response to these Russian
active measures was and what do we need to do to protect ourselves and our
allies in the future? And finally, we are looking at what possible leaks of classified
information took place related to the Intelligence Community assessment of these
matters. And, of course, you were personally a victim of Russia's information
campaign. And so you have important direct knowledge of what happened. So
we appreciate you sharing that information. And it is also helpful that you are

familiar with your leadership position within the Democratic party. | have just two

UNCLASSIFIED, COMMITTEE SENSITIVE

PROPERTY OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES



UNCLASSIFIED, COMMITTEE SENSITIVE

quick questions, and | will see if my colleague has anything.

You mentioned earlier in this discussion that some of the lower level staff
also had their emails hacked. Were those emails released on WikiLeaks?

A They were released. |don't know whether it was DCLeaks or
WikiLeaks. | justdon't remember. | probably at one point knew that, but | don't
remember.

Q  Sir, my colleague asked you about the Democratic National
Convention, and whether the DNC held a similar event for ambassadors and
diplomats, and you confirmed that the DNC also held a similar event. Is that
right?

A ldon't know that it was a similar event. NDI runs a program at the
convention. They invite foreign political leaders. | assume that includes some
ambassadors. | don't really know what the collection of people are. And they
have -- they get some access to the convention hall, they have speakers. You
know, it is a courtesy that NDI extends to foreign officials.

Q Do you happen to know if Mr. Kislyak attended that event?

A |do not know.

- [

Q And did you -- were senior members of your campaign committee with
these foreign guests as part of this NDI? s that part of it, to meet the campaign?

A Truthfully, | think that was a low priority for the senior people in the
campaign. But whether any of them, you know, made appearances -- like | say,
they have, you know, a regular program of activities and speeches by leaders so
that foreign political figures and other foreign leaders can see the democracy in

action. But it was not a high priority for the senior members of our campaign.
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We had other things to worry about then to participate in that.

Q And Il just have one last question. As you had discussed, and has
been discussed in the IC assessment, the breadth, the intensity, the scope of thié
Russian influence campaign in its entirety was unprecedented.

So | am going to ask one question, and would like to know whether your
answer relates to what you thought at the time or in hindsight. Either is useful,
because it would be natural not to notice it. | think now, as you notice, the French
are more cognizant, everybody now, the awareness of everyone now is much'
more intense. But there were many active measures, as you noted, beyond
hacking. There was the media. And even that takes several forms.

There are also the Russians, as you know, will try to put people in contact,
obtain access to campaigns, et cetera. Either at the time or now, can you think of
any other event that might have seemed strange at the time but you didn't know,
or maybe makes more sense now that might have fit into that category?

A The only -- | have already mentioned the only thing that really sticks
out in my mind, which was changing the Republican platform with respect to
Ukraine.

Q So even at the time that was -- that really sticks?

A Well, again, you know, this is public, we criticized the candidate Trump
for his denigration of NATO, for his association with foreign policy that was
more -- seemed more in line with what President Putin was pursuing than the
bipartisan consensus that occurred in the U.S. But that particular change of the
platform language éeemed to come out of nowhere. We made note of it in the
things that -- in the communications that we were putting out from the campaign.

Q And when you said you made note of it, after that time, was there
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other Russia-friendly rhetoric or events or anything coming out of the Trump

campaign that struck you as a pattern, or was that a one off in your --

A No, | think that was continuous. And lasted into the administration.

B i end it there.
B  hank you very much.

[Whereupon, at 4:25 p.m., the interview was concluded]
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