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MR. SCHIFF: lf there had been a scheme to coordinate or collude or

conspire during the course of the campaign, would private conversations to

undermine the penalties imposed as a result potentially be part of that scheme?

MR. SULLIVAN: Well, you would expect that any effort to work together to

produce a positive outcome for Trump, there would have to be something in it for

the Russians. Okay. That something in it would be a better policy from their

perspective, from Moscow's perspective from the United States. And the first

thing on that list would be reduce rather than raise the sanctions. So it would be

a completely natural outcome of a coordinated effort like this that you would

expect that to be the result.

MR. SCHIFF: And would you say near the top of the Russian wish list in

terms of U.S. policy would be repeal of the Magnitsky Act and doing away with the

sanctions imposed on Russia for their invasion of Ukraine?

MR. SULLIVAN: Yes. I would say that that would be right at the top of

the near-term priority list for Vladimir Putin.

MR. SCHIFF: I am going to yield. Jackie, do you have any other

questions? I am going to yield to counsel and go vote. Thank you for coming.

MR. SULLIVAN: Thank you for having me.

We have we have only a few more questions, I do want to

take one of the questions that my colleague across the aisle raised again about

collusion, coordination, conspiracy, which is true has been raised with other

witnesses in the context of Russia and the Trump campaign. But as you may

have seen in the public domain and many of the questions you got today from our

colleagues across the aisle had to do with a different elaborate conspiracy that is

being presented publicly. And that conspiracy is that the Democratic National
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Committee and the Hillary campaign, working through a law firm, Perkins Coie,

and paying the law firm Perkins Coie, that Perkins Coie then hired an opposition

research firm or a business intelligence firm, Fusion GPS, which then hired as

subcontractor a foreign national, in this case a U.K. citizen, Christopher Steele,

who then acquired either fabricated information harmful to Donald Trump or was

fed this information by the Russians and Russian sources about Donald Trump, all

as part of an effort, ultimately, to harm Donald Trump, potentially prior to the

election outcome and after the election, and that, as part of that elaborate

conspiracy, the Department of Justice and the Federal Bureau of lnvestigation

somehow -- and again this is the way it's presented publicly -- relied on this fake

DNC, Hillary campaign-paid opposition research to undermine frump and

possibly, in the current period that we're in, orchestrate what some members of the

media, including on FOX News, have described as orchestrating a coup against

the Trump administration. So I am going to ask you the same questions that our

majority colleagues asked. Are you aware of any collusion, coordination, or

conspiracy by yourself or by any other members of the campaign that you were

working with to procure fake Russian information to harm Donald Trump?

lUR. SULLIVAN: I mean, you will forgive me if I want to say more than just

an emphatic no to that answer, because I find that totally absurd. And it actually

reminds me of the moment in the third debate between Hillary and Trump where

Hillary says that Trump is Vladimir Putin's puppet, and Trump turns around and

says, "No puppet, no puppet, you're the puppet," that this is the equivalent of "No

collusion, no collusion, you're the colluder. You colluded." And I find that a kind

of astonishing effort to flip the script on this thing. I mean, the fact is that the

entire lntelligence Community stood behind a statement in October that the
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Russian campaign had hacked the DNC and released their emails, and that in

January the ClA, the FBl, and the NSA concluded, with a very thoroughly

researched intelligence report, that the Russians had done this, along with a

broader information warfare campaign to hurt Hillary Clinton and help Donald

Trump get elected. The Hillary campaign, recognizing they were under assault by

the Russians, took completely commonsense steps to try to figure out what was

behind this, including whether there were any ties between Trump and Russia.

To take those steps and look into whether there was any ties between Trump and

Russia, now we know just how extensive they were, and call it collusion somehow

is such an astonishing twisting of logic that I really don't even know where to start.

But I can just say that, for our purposes, we were under attack. We feared that

we were under attack, not just by the Russians, but by a coordinated with the

Trump campaign as well. The more we learn, the more that seems to be the

case. And we wanted to do what we could to figure out how to push back

effectively against that. So the answer is no.

Now, at the same time, I will underscore I can't speak to various links in that

chain of logic about Russian sources and all the rest of it because I wasn't privy to

any of that, and I am not privy to any of it today. But I will tell you this: lf

someone had come to me during the campaign telling me, "Jake, as part of the

Russian Government's effort to help Hillary beat Trump, I have got some good

information for you on Donald Trump," I would have called the FBl.

I rhankyou.

for the minority. Just one question. We

touched on this earlier, sort of social media activity about Wikileaks releases and

other dumps of information that were then amplified. Did you ever, along those
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lines, notice any patterns or trends from within the campaign with regard to when

certain information was being put out and then things that you were seeing the

Trump campaign or the Trump candidate or Trump surrogates also amplifying?

We touched on the, "lf you are listening Russia, please find" --

MR. SULLIVAN: Yeah.

Were there any other instances that stuck out in your mind

or --

tMR. SULLIVAN: Look, it felt, and I think if you talk to our social media

people, they would say this with even more kind of particularity and effectiveness,

but it felt like a symphony. lt felt like various instrumental sections each playing

their parts. You had the Trump campaign and allies on social media driving the

same messages as what have now become shown to be Russian bots and trolls.

And when a Wikileaks dump would come out, Trump himself, Pence, others would

go tout it, people would push it, and they would all center around -- it wasn't just

kind of undifferentiated, it would be like here's the story of the day on this

Wikileaks dump. This is the thing we're going to fixate on and focus in on and

drive on social media, sometimes fake and fabricated. I mean Pizzagale being

the canonicat example of where it took this to the extreme. But there were other

examples kind of less colorful than that. So, yes, the short answer is that that

was -- and after the campaign ended and I saw the lntelligence Community report

in January about the nature of the Russian information warfare campaign, one of

the first things that occurred to me was, looking back, the way in which there was

such a consonance between the Trump-directed or Trump-encouraged social

media effort and the Russian social media effort.

BY
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O Just on those lines, I mentioned this earlier, but have you been able

to take a look at some of the fake personas and accounts and messages that have

since been made public by this committee from Facebook and Twitter?

A I haven't dug into them. What I will say is that we were getting

reports in the late months of the campaign and then really more after the

campaign ended of trolls sort of infiltrating different social media communities. So

like what eventually emerged to be Russian bots or Russian humans or

Russian-paid humans kind of impersonating Bernie supporters, getting in with a

bunch of Bernie people and whipping up a fury. That became a dynamic that --

O Do you know, was it mostly on Twitter?

A That was more on Twitter, but I think Facebook as well. But I think

that was mainly a Twitter phenomenon. But I haven't gone and dug into what was

released in the context of Twitter's presentation to Congress. I haven't gone and

dug into their listing.

O I guess one question we have is whether or not progressively as the

campaign was moving fonruard, let's just say, as the clock was winding down on

election day, whether or not there was any indication that there was such a

network of fake personas or fake accounts, whether it was actually so effective

because it was so stealth and covert --

A Yeah.

O -- that it wasn't apparent. And it's also not something that was a

focus of the ICA either. lt has actually come out after the lCA but is consistent

with the ICA's initialfindings.

A Yeah. lt's interesting. Our fixation, correct fixation in my view, on

the Russian interference in that October period was really about the weaponization
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of Wikileaks. It was not on a sophisticated operation of personalities and online

presence to drive messages and create echo chambers. I don't believe we were

seeing -- we were seeing the results in a way of all of this, but we were not seeing

the actors for who they were at the time.

I think we are okay

BY

O ljust have one quick followup question. On the Podesta meeting

you had with Mr. Simpson in February -
A Yeah.

O -- who set that up? Was it you and Mr. Podesta?

A I honestly, as I think I said before, I don't remember how it came to

be, like who actually emailed and said, "Hey, we should go meet with him, whether

it was us or them."

O Yeah. I mean --

A Like I am not sure if it was John - it wasn't me. I was asked, do you

want to come to this meeting? So I don't know if John initiated or the Simpson

people initiated. I don't know.

O All right. And I know I may have asked this, but I willjust ask it

again, when you were at that meeting, did you find out how -- I mean, you

obviously, as you mentioned in your previous testimony here, you said you read

the dossier when it was published on Buzzfeed, as did millions of Americans and

people in the country and the world. So you had this meeting a month later or

whatever, at least subsequent to that disclosure. You had heard about some of

this information. Obviously, you didn't know exactly where it was coming from,

yet you had been briefed during the campaign.
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A Yeah.

O Did you ask where he got the information? Did you say, "Well, now

that" -- you know, you obviously were able to tie the fact that Fusion and Mr.

Simpson had procured the information as a result of their work on behalf of

Perkins Coie. So did you learn that in the meeting?

A I mean, before that we learned -- we learned about Christopher

Steele in January.

O So, when you asked him about -- I assume in the conversation that

you had with Mr. Simpson *

A Yeah.

O -- did you ask him about his relationship with Mr. Steele and how Mr.

Steele had obtained the information that was published in the dossier?

A I asked him what he thought of Steele.

O What did he say?

A He said I think he is highly credible, like really effective. And in fact,

other people I know who have worked with Steele in the past in various contexts

have said over the course of this year, you know, this guy is serious business. He

knows what he's up to.

O Did you ask him about how he obtained the information that was in

the dossier which, as published, it talks about different sub sources?

A No. We didn't get into any of who were the sub sources.

O You didn't ask how any of that information was gathered or how he

gathered it?

A I didn't. I didn't. No. I don't think he would have told me if I had

asked, though. I assume they try to protect their sources. But I didn't ask, who
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was your source for this piece or your sub source for that piece? I was mostly

focused in that meeting on, you know, the guy standing behind this material is

Christopher Steele. He is the one who's judging its credibility and veracity. You

know him. What do you think, based on your conversations with him? That's

what lwas really there to try and figure out. And Glenn was incredibly positive

about Steele and felt he was really onto something and also felt that there was

more out there to go find.

O Did he indicate that's what he was doing?

A I think he did -- he was eager -- he believed that this was a clear and

present danger to the Republic. And so I think he didn't want to give up on -- he

didn't want to give up on the -
O Did he in any way indicate that he was working with others to go find

more information of a similar nature?

A What do you mean by "others"?

O ln other words, I think you just mentioned that he

thought that - when you say clear and present danger, tell me what you mean by

that. The information that Mr. Steele had obtained was a clear and present

danger?

A No, no, no, that he thought the Trump-Russia connection was a big

problem.

O Did you think from that discussion that he was going to take

additional action to either provide more information to other parties or that he was

going to investigate further to find more information?

A I mean, I assume that he kept working at this, right?

O Do you know if he had - did he indicate to you that he was going to
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talk to others about what he had found and disseminate that information to other

entities, media entities, other organizations or groups?

A We didn't talk about it specifically, but I came away with the distinct

impression that he was going to keep working at this.

O When you say "working," what do you mean having - what do you

mean by "working"?

A I don't know. The campaign was over. I wasn't - like my job was

done. I was interested in finding out about Chris Steele. But, I mean, you have

talked to Simpson, so he could tell you what, if anything, he has been up to. I

don't know.

I have no further questions. You guys have any more?

We are good.

Thank you very much.

[Whereupon, at 4:54 p.m., the interview was concluded.]
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