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What | Didn't Know Then."

MS. POWER: Yeah.

MR. CONAWAY: | would think evidence or an indication that the Trump
election team was conspiring or that the transition team was in some sort of
cahoots with the Russians, that would've been something | would remember
through the fog of all the thousands of -

MS. POWER: | understand.

Well, | mean, from my memory, from recollection, you know, [ R
MR. CONAWAY: I'm focused just on the Trump folks. We know the

Russians --

MS. POWER: No, no. Sorry. That's what | meant. | mean, | saw that

the - you know, (TR AR A AT R SO AR PR |
I, -nc. in some cases, [N -r

so forth.

MR. CONAWAY: Okay.

MS. POWER: So, | mean, that was on display, and that was cause for
concern. | guess my focus in that period was very much oh. 6kay, so what are we
going to do about it.

And then | called publicly, as others did -- | mean, this wasn't unique to
me -- but decided to dedicate my whole last speech as U.N. Ambassador to
Russian interference and to plead, you know, while | still had a platform, that

people would take up, you know, this set of questions.
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But, again, my mentality then was mainly with an eye to preventing worse --

MR. CONAWAY: Thank you, ma'am.

MS. POWER: Thank you, sir.

MR. GOTTLIEB: Congressman, if | could, we've been on the record now
for north of 3 hours and 15 minutes, the vast majority of which time has been
spent on topics other than the topics that were disclosed to us in the June 14th
letter that was written to my client.

And | just want the record to reflect -- and sensitive to Congressman
Gowdy's statement that the motivation of asking all of these range of questions is
to make sure that the witness doesn't come back a second time. We want the
record to reflect that we very much share that and expect that. And | want the
record to reflect that we have not objected on scope to a single question that's
been asked today and that my client has answered every question that's been put
to her and that we would appreciate wrapping this up pretty soon.

MR. GOWDY: And the only thing | would say is | think the record will
reflect everything that you just said. And | was looking at my friend from
California to see if he would allow me to ask three, kind of, cleanup questions so |
don't miss a flight. And | think, because he's such a nice guy, he's going to let me
do it.

I've only got three questions and one observation. And | want to say how
grateful | am for the time that you have given us. | hope that you have found the
lines of inquiry to be serious, because | certainly have found your answers to be
thoughtful, and you have not given short shrift to any of our questions. | hope that
you have not found our questions to have been anything other than rooted in a

desire for a better product.



Toward that end, you and | have not met before today. |don't
recall that -- we have mutual friend that speaks very highly of you, but, other than
that, | don't think we have met.

MS. POWER: I'm grateful to that mutual friend, whoever he or she may
be.

MR. GOWDY: Yeah, it's a he, from Massachusetts.

I'm not interested in any conversation you've ever had with your attorney.
But any Republican Members of Congress, have you talked with any of them in
anticipation or preparation for your testimony today?

MS. POWER: No, except | testified before SSCI and met with Senator
Burr at the tail end of -- my testimony was to the staff, my appearance was with |
the staff, but Senator Burr came by.

MR. GOWDY: Democratic Members of Congress, House or Senate?

MS. POWER: Let me just pause on the Republicans and just make sure
that --

MR. GOWDY: Yes, ma'am.

MS. POWER: - | haven't had any other stray encounters with Republican
Members of Congress.

So, to the best of my recollection, no, only with Senator Burr.

Democratic Members of Congress, no, not before today. But right before |
came out here, several of the Congressmen came in and said hello.

MR. GOWDY: Got it.

This is two quick points.

And thank you, Eric, for letting me go.

If you saw me smile at the question about Comey, | was not smiling at your
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answer. | was smiling at what | perceived to be the irony of that question. There
was a time in the not-too-distant past where -

MS. POWER: | know.

MR. GOWDY: -- all of my colleagues were not as complimentary of Jim
Comey as they are now. | may have been wrong, but at least I've been
consistent. He had a really tough job, and bad facts make for tough decisions.

My last question is, at some point if | am asked -- and you went through the
list with Chairman Conaway and Adam and others of all the folks that are on the
NSC. And they're super-important people. It's the FBI. It's the Department of
Energy, which is curious but still important. [t's lots of important people.

To the extent there was ever an unmasking request that only you made, out
of that full group of important people who need to know a lot of information, what is
the explanation for why the Ambassador to the U.N. would be the only one in that
group to need the identity of a U.S. person to do her job?

Do you see what I'm saying? The others didn't make the request. And, at
some point, I'm going to be asked, why did Ambassador Power need the
information but the others did not?

MS. POWER: Well, one of things | mentioned earlier, I'm not sure if you

were in the roor, DI W

If I'm trying to figure out what to do about Burundi and the Russians are
cozying up to this dictator, a war criminal, I'm going to be interested in that, but |
don't think the Attorney General is going to be particularly interested in that at least

for the purposes of doing her job, her day-to-day job.




You know, | mentioned the number of the U.S. persons who happen to
represent foreign entities [ GG 1o
know -- Secretary Kerry is a busy man, he's on the road a huge amount of the
time. His negotiations are, you know, concentrated on particular issues, staff
does a lot of preparatory work. You know, he would not need to know what the
I s =bout to do on a given day. He would
know that if something was going happen where he needed [ |
would be on the phone to him to make sure that he did that, because that would

be his channel to be [ my would be to my counterpart New York.

So | can actually think of a lot of scenarios, [ NG
T T R FS T ] That did

get briefed on when | arrived, at least given a distillation of our approach. But,
you know, a lot of that, you know, is seen to be tailored for the consumer, a single
consumer and that is U.S./U.N., because we are in these negotiations, voting
these resolutions. And | know the U.N. can sometimes feel very removed from
like core national security issues, but you know, | negotiated the toughest
sanctions resolution in 20 years against North Korea. Ambassador Haley has
done an amazing job subsequently supplementing that. We hope that it will some
effect at some point on that regime.

| negotiated the first ever body of international law dedicated to preventing
ISIL from using, you know, financial conventional financial networks to move their
money or selling oil on the free market in order to take those proceeds and use it
to their dastardly end.

So, you know, whether it's that or you know, some peacekeeping mission



where civilian lives at stake like in South Sudan or in Central African Republic,
whether it is Afghanistan where we have a political mission, you know, the -- or the
U.N. | should say has a political mission. The range of issues that are being
worked that have relevance to our interests is huge and the amount of collection
really usefully is also huge. And so | think that from my situational awareness -- |
think this exchange is really about [ generally not specific to again that
subset that references the U.S. person, but there is just a vast coilection effort that
is made. And then, you know, some of the other principals, [ Might be
filtering out, you know a select piece of information that seems relevant for their
next phone call with a foreign leader and so forth.

But for me my relevance is how can | on any given day optimize, you know,
for the American people? And the one thing that troubles me about all of this and
I know a lot is directed at -- even if it feels directed at me that it's really in the spirit
of, you know, just trying to get this right and, you know, it warrants this level of
attention. | don't think there's been enough intentionality around this process and
| think that's what you all are very usefully introducing.

But the only thing | would appeal to you to bear in mind is anybody who
provided me with either an answer to my question or information proactively, or in
anticipation of a question, or anybody who just prepared themselves to be able to
answer a question | might have, like maybe that, you know, we don't know what
comprises this number, all they are trying to do is help me be the best version of
myself. And they're acutely aware that I'm about to head into a meeting with
President Obama, you know. And | just -- | want to be primed and if to the degree
that, you know, this process, you know, gets attention and gets - and evolves in

some way and to the degree that more questions are asked either of the policy



114

consumer or of the individuals in the intelligence side, | just hope that that gets
done in a manner that doesn't in any way suggest that anybody did anything
wrong, because these people, you know, I'm behind the placard, you know, I'm on
TV, I'm get to go hang out with Congressmen, you know, you never hear of these
people, you know.

And | was saying earlier it was nice at the end of 8 years to get reintroduced
to my kids and my family. These people, they are still doing it and they are going
to be doing it for the rest of time, like, until they retire. And, you know, this is
deserved attention to a process, but to the degree that anybody, you know, was
asking more questions or trying to be better prepared, it was in service, not of a
Democratic party objective, but of America's objectives at that time.

And | would want any Ambassador to be able to draw on, you know, a
proactive, enthusiastic, determined, knowledgeable, you know, [N base.
| wanted Ambassador Haley to have access to that team of professionals that
were just so dedicated, you know. | mean, sometimes | decided, | would wake up
early on a Saturday morning, you know, unhappy about something that happened
over night in Syria, and at 5:00 a.m. | would write [N and say | am going
to coming in, | want to read [ about what's happening around
Aleppo. And | would write . and | would get a response by, you know, 6:30,
you know, it is going to take me some time to pull it together. You know, always
at the beck and call of people like me and never just given the props frankly that
they deserve.

So just in this as you go forward justly in asking these fair questions,

I just -- when people are trying to be the best [ they can possibly be and the
best [N support for the American Ambassador, we still, we want to



continue to have those resources at our disposal and to value that.

MR. GOWDY: Thank you. And thank you Eric for letting me go, |
appreciate it.

MR. SWALWELL: Ofcourse. And Trey in the spirit of the Chairman's
cautionary tale about absolutes never heard a criticism public or private from me,
in October or July of Director Comey.

MR. GOWDY: | purposefully did not use your name. | purposefully did
not use your name.

MR. SWALWELL: But thank you, Trey.

Ambassador, if you lost the ability to request the name of a U.S. person as
the U.N. Ambassador, would that impede your ability to address threats?

MS. POWER: Yes.

MR. SWALWELL: And Ambassador, | just want to clear up can you
explain to us the respect that you would show for the privacy of U.S. persons?

MS. POWER: Um --

MR. SWALWELL: How important was it to you?

MS. POWER: Itis sacred, the privacy of U.S. persons is sacred and any
information | would obtain in any circumstance about U.S. persons is something
that | would guard, you know, with the utmost determination and zeal. | mean, it's
essential that the privacy of U.S. persons be protected.

MR. SWALWELL: Thank you. | yield back.

I hots it Madam Ambassador.  Thank you for coming in.

MS. POWER: Oh, my God. Thank you.

[Whereupon, at 1:10 p.m., the interview was concluded.]






