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was their cosponsor in the Miss Universe Pageant in Moscow.

MR. SWALWELL: You're familiar with the Intelligence Community
assessment that -- to the publishing of your emails, that that was WikiLeaks, and
that WikiLeaks did that in connection with the Russian Government. s that right?

MR. PODESTA: Yes.

MR. SWALWELL: Are you familiar -- going back to be Mr. Conaway's
question about coordination, conspiracy, or collusion -- are you familiar that
Donald Trump Jr. was communicating through direct message with WikiLeaks
around the time that WikiLeaks was publishing hacked emails of yours?

MR. PODESTA: |didn't know that. | knew that Mr. Stone claimed to be
indirect connection with WikiLeaks. And I've now subsequently learned about
some of the direct messages. But | don't have any real knowledge it other than
what's been in the paper.

MR. SWALWELL: And did you hear Donald Trump, the candidate, after
the publishing of your emails by WikiLeaks, which the Intelligence Community has
assessed was working with Russia, did you hear candidate Trump say from that
point to the end of the campaign, "l love WikiLeaks," at a number of public
appearances?

MR. PODESTA: Yes. |also heard him say in the summer of 2016 that
the Russians should hack Hillary's emails, too.

MR. SWALWELL: And finally, are you familiar with Cambridge Analytica?

MR. PODESTA: Yes.

MR. SWALWELL: Who do you know --

MR. PODESTA: | am familiar with it, you know.

MR. SWALWELL: What did you know the relationship to be with the
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Trump campaign?

MR. PODESTA: I'm not sure | knew any really -- during the course of the
campaign, I'm not sure | knew who they were. It's all, whatever knowledge |
have, | think is subsequent to the campaign.

But they are a data analytics firm that provided services, | think, initially to
the Cruz campaign and then to the Trump campaign on voter attitudes and voter
targeting.

MR. SWALWELL: And what do you make -- going to Mr. Conaway's
question about coordination, collusion, conspiracy -- of Julian Assange of
WikiLeaks acknowledging that when Cambridge Analytica was working for the
Trump campaign they reached out to Julian Assange seeking Hillary Clinton's
emails.

MR. PODESTA: No, again, | think that you can -- those facts have been -
developed relatively recently as a result of these inquiries. ~ So it seems to me that
there is a lot of smoke, but, you know, all | know is what | read in the newspaper.

MR. SWALWELL: | yield back.

MR. HECK: So, Mr. Podesta, remind me and for the record again what
position you held during the Clinton administration?

MR. PODESTA: | held three positions. | was assistant secretary and
assistant to the President's staff secretary at the beginning. | became the deputy
chief of staff and then the chief of staff in the last 2 years.

MR. HECK: So based on that professional experience, your role in the
campaign and other professional experiences that you've had in this town, did you
find the Intelligence Community's assessment that the Russians had engaged in

active measures to interfere in the 2016 Presidential election to be credible?
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MR. PODESTA: Say that one more time. I'm sorry, | just misunderstood
your question. Did | find that they were using active measures to --

MR. HECK: No. Did you find the IC's assessment that they were --

MR. PODESTA: Oh, to be credible?

MR. HECK: Yes.

MR. PODESTA: Yes, absolutely.

MR. HECK: Did you find the --

MR. PODESTA: Can | say, Mr. Heck, that it was preceded by a significant
amount of experts in the field who studied these things, and particularly the
hacking, starting with CrowdStrike, which examined the DNC hack, but other
independent» investigators who fingered as having the signature of Russian
intelligence actors. So | think by the time it actually was released, it came as no
great surprise to people who have expertise in this field that that was their
conclusion.

MR. HECK: Did you find the Intelligence Community's assessment that
these active measures were, in fact, intended to both sow discord or disunity
within the American electorate and to benefit the candidacy of the Donald Trump
to be credible?

MR. PODESTA: Yes.

MR. HECK: Did you find the IC's assessment that these active measures
with these objectives was broader, deeper, and more sophisticated than before,
including significant paid ads, bots, planted stories, et cetera, did you find that
- credible?

MR. PODESTA: | found it both credible and | think we continued to learn

more and more about that. | think we obviously understood the behavior involved
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in hacking, breaking the law, stealing the emails, putting them out in public, trying
to interfere with our -- first our convention, to show discord inside our nominating
process, and then obviously in the general election.

| think the extent of their activities in social media, in paid media, in the use
of the propagation and promulgation of what some people refer to the white
sources, RT, Sputnik, combined with the propagation of fake news and the
pushing that out through Facebook, through Twitter, some lesser extent | think
through Google, that was surprising, but yes, | found the assessment, | guess,
credible.

MR. HECK: Do you have any personal knowledge that neither the Trump
campaign nor anyone associated with it was not engaged in colluding, conspiring,
or coordinating with these active measures by the Russians intended to benefit
one candidate on a broader, deeper, and more sophisticated basis than ever
before?

MR. PODESTA: Well, itis a kind of a negative question.

MR. HECK: ltis.

MR. PODESTA: | think that the one -- | just come back to the one thing |
said earlier about Mr. Trump encouraging them to conduct active measures, which
he did, if | remember right, in July of 2016.

MR. HECK: Do you believe that encouragement constitutes collusion?
Do you understand the definition of that word?

MR. PODESTA: It certainly constitutes bad judgment.

MR. HECK: Based on your life's experience, what we know, the facts
revealed to date, including many of them as referenced by Congressman

Swalwell, would you find it either plausible or credible that the Trump campaign did
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in fact engage in either coordination or conspiracy with the Russians to engage in
these active measures?

MR. PODESTA: Well, Mr. Heck, as you noted, you weren't here the last
time. | think that there's a whole line of inquiry around Mr. Stone's interactions
that seem to indicate that he was aware before some of the leaking that it was
going to happen. And, you know, there's now the meeting that took place at
Trump Tower that involved Donald Trump Jr.

But | think it's not my place to characterize that. 1 think it is hopefully the
judgment of this committee in the end of the day that will reach a bipartisan
conclusion about what actually happened.

MR. HECK: It is some of our hope as well, sir.

Thank you. | yield back.

MR. SWALWELL: Thank you, Mr. Heck.

Chairman Conaway, would you object if Mr. Schiff asked a few questions
before we wrapped up?

MR. CONAWAY: You've got it.

He showed up late and too casual.

MS. ROS-LEHTINEN: Yes.

MR CONAWAY: You can't ask questions without a tie.

MR. SCHIFF: Certainly can't ask very good ones.

| will be very brief. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

We know from the plea of George Papadopoulos that as of late April the
Trump campaign, at least through Mr. Papadopoulos, was made aware that the
Russians had thousands of stolen Clinton emails. At that same time, in late April,

was the Clinton campaign or were you aware that the Russians were in
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possession of her emails?

MR. PODESTA: | should have paid -- the short answer to that question is
no. The longer answer to the question is | should have paid more attention to
Mr. Papadopoulos' plea deal, because | think what that was in reference to was
some surveillance that they had done in the context of -- but the precision with
which you asked that question, Mr. Schiff, | wasn't -- I'm not clear about the details
of what he actually said they told him at the time. But in April we were unaware
that the Russians had that information.

MR. SCHIFF: In April were you aware that the DNC computers had been
hacked?

MR. PODESTA: |was notand | don't think the campaign was.

MR. SCHIFF: So if the campaign wasn't aware in April that the hacking
had even occurred, the first campaign to be notified the Russians were in
possession of stolen emails would have been the Trump campaign through
Mr. Papadopoulos.

MR. PODESTA: If that's what they informed Mr. Papadopoulos, yes.

MR. SCHIFF: Have you had a chance, by virtue of the open hearing that
we did and the Senate as well, to see any of the advertising that the Russians did
in social media or the messages they were pushing out?

MR. PODESTA: You know, I'm generally aware of that, yeah.

MR. SCHIFF: One of the things we're interested in is how closely the
Russian messages dovetailed with the Trump campaign messages. Was there
anything significant that you thought about the RT advertising on the Secretary's
health or all of the kind of racially divisive ads, or the RT advertising on articles

such as the four times the Clintons were almost indicted? Were any of those
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themes consistent with what the Trump campaign was also pushing out?

MR. PODESTA: Yes, but -- well, | guess my answer is yes. They were
consistent with what the Trump campaign was doing.

MR. SCHIFF: How much knowledge did you have of how the Trump
campaign was targeting its social media? Is that something that you had much
visibility into as a campaign?

MR. PODESTA: No, not me personally. So | think it -- | think that there
are people better able to answer that question inside the campaign, who whether
they were - I'm sure they were tracking some of their spin, but | don't know that
they understood who they were directing those ads to.

MR. SCHIFF: And if we were going to try to look to see whether any of the
targeting of the Russians ads mirrored the targeting of the Trump social media
campaign, who within the Clinton campaign would have been in the best position
to track the Trump spend?

MR. PODESTA: Probably Teddy Goff (ph) was director of social media.

MR. SCHIFF: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. |

DR. WENSTRUP: You've been asked a lot of things today that are your
opinion, based on, | think, longevity of your career in American politics. | think
that that can be reasonable. But we're asking you to comment on things you've
read in the paper, which, you know, things that are in the paper aren't necessarily
admissible in the court. But nonetheless, that's where we are in the conversation.

So do you think the Russians would be happy that Mrs. Clinton, had she
won or not, otherwise, do you think they would be happy that their work in some

way or another brought her down.

uR. PODESTA: TSR T

UNCLASSIFIED, COMMITTEE SENSITIVE

PROPERTY OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES




60
UNCLASSIFIED, COMMITTEE SENSITIVE

TR T e
DR. WENSTRUP: [
MR. PODESTA T e 1

DR. WENSTRUP: Yeah. Soin that vein, | mean, you've said that you
trust a portion of the IC community's assessment that they wanted her to lose. So
then, therefore, you would assume that they're happy with the work that they may
have played in that or would have played even if she won.

So do you think they're sad today of allegations against Trump and the
campaign? Are they disheartened by what's going on? Or is it possible that
they're happy that no matter what the result is they've engaged in the American
political system in a way that has disrupted our Nation?

MR. PODESTA: Well, | think that one of the strategies that the Russians
have employed across democratic institutions in Europe as well as in the U.S., and
probably beyond Europe, is to try to undermine people's faith in democratic
institutions.

And so in that context | think the questions, as | said, around EU viability,
NATO structures, transatlantic alliance, and the very heart of whether you can
trust democratic elections is part, | think, of their global strategy to weaken, if you
will, the West, rather than strengthen their own position, taking down our traditional
alliances, and playing a kind of spoiler's game, if you will.

DR. WENSTRUP: So for Russia right now it's kind of heads | win, tails you
lose, because either way, either result of the election, they've got us in disarray.

MR. PODESTA: They have us in -- | think they have us in disarray.

DR. WENSTRUP: Thank you. |yield back.
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MR. CONAWAY: Mr. Podesta, thank you very much for coming in today.
| appreciate it.
And with that, we're adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 4:52 p.m., the interview was concluded.]
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