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MR. SWALWELL: Yes.

MS.RICE: Unquestioned.

MR. SWALWELL: I yield back. Thank you.

MR. SCHIFF: We're at 1 o'clock. Willyou indulge us with a last few

questions?

MS. RICE: Yes, because, as Kathy said, this is your one shot.

MR. SCHIFF: Okay. We only have a few finalquestions. ljust wanted

to follow up on something Mr. Swalwellwas asking about.

MS. RICE

MR. SCHIFF

MS.RICE: I
MR. SCHIFF:

MS. RICE

MR. SCHIFF:

MS. RICE:
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MR. SCHIFF:

MS. RICE:

As I sairl, ! don't put a great deal of stock in that.

MR. SCHIFF:

MS. RICE

MR. SCHIFF:

MS. RICE
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MR. SCHIFF:

MS. RICE
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with foreign officials during the transition, There's been an occasionalprecedent

with the Mexican, which has its own origins. But President-elect Trump very

quickly after being elected met with Prime Minister Abe and had a meeting in New

York with Prime Minister Abe. And we formally but privately protested to the

President-elect's team - I think Dennis McDonough (ph) spoke to Reince

Priebus -- because we can't have - again, one President at a time. We can't

have various foreign officials coming and talking to the President-elect and may or

may not be talking to the President and conducting policy discussions. lt's just a

mess.

And the Trump team agreed to have no more head-of-state level meetings.

And, to my knowledge, they didn't have more after the Abe meeting, even though

there were lots of folks trying to get in the door.

So, actually, I think when the Crown Prince came, he did not see

President-elect Trump. He saw people around President-elect Trump, if l'm not

mistaken. He did not see President Obama

MR. SCHIFF: Ambassador, if I understood, you said originally -
MS. RICE: Far more information than you allsought.

MR. SCHIFF: Well, you indicated that initially at the time, you thought it

was either, if I'm understanding conectly, either related to your visit to the UAE or
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either related to wanting to conceal the fact that they weren't that interested in

meeting with President Obama now that he was outgoing.

MS. RICE: And that he was not being succeeded by the person they

expected him to be succeeded by.

MR. SCHlFF

MS. RICE: When did that happen?

MR. SCHIFF: When did that happen,

MS. RICE:
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MR. SCHIFF: Mr. Heck

MS. RICE: I don't know why they couldn't wait.

MR. HECK: Madam Ambassador, thank you so much for giving so

generously of your time today.

So, when we talk about the Russian interference in the 2016 Presidential

election, the ovenvhelming majority of the conversation is about the

misappropriation of information, its timely distribution or revelation that seeks to

influence, sometimes disinformation, modified and disinformation propagated in an

attempt to impact the outcome.

But a small minority of what we talk about, although we have here but in

passing, were the efforts to penetrate the election systems.

It was

I
I

represented to us that we didn't blow the whistle on that because, at least in part,

they may have been wanting us to do that in an effort to undermine the election

process, so why shine a spotlight on it?

MS. RICE: Hold up. Just I want to make sure I understand what you're

saying because you seem to be conveying new information to me.
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MR. HECK: No. I'm not sure what the technicaldefinition of penetration

is, but it was represented to us actually in open hearing that they were in, in all

likelihood, but made no modifications.

MS. RICE: Allright.

MR. HECK: I don't know if that's what you meant by knocking, but --

MS. RICE: That's what I would call knocking, but not getting in and

manipulating the substance of -
MR. HECK: Getting in and manipulating are two different things'

MS. RICE: Right.

MR. HECK: So I actually lose sleep over this latter issue. And, again, it's

just a tiny part of what we talk about in terms of the nature of their intrusion in the

2016 election, what they tried to do or flirted with doing, whatever.

But I guess my question to you is, for whatever reason that we don't talk

about this more -- namely, they didn't manipulate or don't seem to have or maybe

we have a lot of confidence that our systems are hard enough that they cannot

manipulate -- even the prospect seems to me to be powerfully more dangerous

than allthe kind of propaganda things and illegal extraction of information outside

the election system.

So what I'm really asking is what your level of concem is over this aspect of

what might be done prospectively because part of our charge is what do we do

going fonrard, and, personally, I don't fee! like we're putting enough of a spotlight

on this part. Maybe you can help me sleep better by just saying it's not that big of

a con@rn, but I'm deeply wonied.

MS. RICE: I can't tellyou to sleep better on this. t share your concem. lt

was a very real aspect of the administration's concern, as we were looking at what

I
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the Russians might do in the wake of the warning

It's why we put such stock in the statement that we sought from the Big

Four congressional leaders. And that's why, you know, we watched very carefully

over the course of the months between the warning the President issued to

Vladimir Putin in early September and the election for any evidence that that might

be what they were doing, because that would have prompted us to go full punitive

right then and there.

I still worry, as you seem to be also, that they might do such things in the

future. And I worry that our States are not sufficiently hardened. Maybe they

have taken subsequent steps since I've lefl government that I'm not aware of that

would give me greater confidence, but I do worry about this. And I think it's a very

serious concem, and I hope it's a priority for you as you think about

recommendations for the future.

MR. HECK: Thank you.

MR. SCHIFF: Thank you.
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MR. ROONEY: Thank you, Ambassador. I think that's allwe've got for

today and forever.

[Whereupon, at 1:20 p.m., the interview was concluded.]
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