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Office of the Inspector Ganeral of the Intelligence Community
Intelligence Community Whistieblower and Source Protection Program
Urgent Concam Disclosure Form

DISCLOSURE OF URGENT CONCERN FORM

(Please print legibly or type and complete all pertinent items. Enter “N/A* (Not Applicable) or "Unknown” where oppropriate.)

© " ‘Part1:Backgraund Information.

1. Name of person seeking IC IG action{“Complainant”):

Name of Complainant:

[E— ==
2. Contact information:
Address:
Telephone Number(s): _ {Primary)
{  ERERT] {Secondary)
Fax Number )
Email Address(s):
3. Status:
Current Federal Employee Applicant for Federal Employment
Former Federal employee Current IC Contractor

Other (please specify)

B Former IC Contractor D Military Service member

4. Current position, title, series, and grade:

5. Please identify any classification concerns regarding your identity ar employer:

None, although | hope the ICIG can take all reasonable measures to protect my
identity from the White House, DOJ leadership (minus the DOJ IG), and the
public.
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6. Agency (employed by, contracting with or detailed to):

‘ZI Office of the Director of Central Intelligence Agency
National Intelligence

National Security Agency D Defense Intelligence Agency
National Reconnaissance [:l National Geospatial Intelligence Agency
Office
Twenty-Fifth Air Force, U.S. Air [:'Coast Guard Intelligence, U.S. Coast Guard
Force
D Office of Naval Intelligence, Marine Corps Intelligence Activity, U.S. Marine
U.S. Navy Corps
Intelligence and Security Office of Intelligence and Counterintelligence,
Command, U.S. Army Department of Energy
Intelligence Branch, Federal Bureau of intelligence and Research,
Bureau of Investigation Department of State
Dofﬂce of National Security I:]Ofﬂce of Intelligence and Analysis, Department
Intelligence, Drug of Homeland Security
Enforcement Agency
Office of Terrorism and DOther (please specify)
Financial Intelligence,
Department of Treasury

7. Are you currently represented by an attomey for the matter you aredisclosing?

Yes No D

If yes, please complete question 7a and

7a. Legal or other representative information:

Name of Representative:

Type of Reprasentative:
Notice of Representation attached

7b. Representative’s Contact information:

Mailing Address:
( )

Telephone Number(s): (Primary)
(Secondary)

Fax Number ( )

Email Address:

Rev: 4MAYIA
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Part 2: Details of Your'ﬁi_sc_:losure ; I

1. | know about the information | am disclosing here based on (check ail that apply):
| have personal and/or direct knowledge of
events or records involved

Other employees have told me about events
or records involved

D Other source(s) (please explain)

| do not have direct knowledge of private comments or communications by the
President. However, | have direct knowledge of interagency discussions about
Ukraine in which Presidential instructions and comments have been conveyed.

2. Please identify the classification level of your disclosure:

UNCLASSIFIED with [ attchmt

3. Please identify the U.S. Government department or agency involved in your disclosure:

|'LWhite House (and State Department)

4. Please identify the organizational unit of the department or agency involved:

n/a

5. Please identify the type of agency wrongdoing that you are alleging (check all that apply).

A serious or flagrant problem, abuse, violation of law or Executive Order, or deficiency relating
to the funding, administration, or operations of an intelligence activity involving classified
information, but does not include differences of opinion concerning public policy matters

A false statement to Congress, or a willful withholding from Congress, on an issue of material
fact relating to the funding, administration, or operation of an intelligence activity

An action, including personnel action described in section 2302(a){2)(A) of Title 5, constituting
reprisal or threat of reprisal prohibited under section 7(c) of the Inspector General Act of 1978, as
amended, in response to an employee reporting an urgentconcern

Other (explain below)

I I B BN
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6. Please describe the agency wrongdoing that you are disclosing, indicating how the agency’s actions fit within
the type(s) of wrongdoing that you checked in item 5. (Be as specific as possible about dates, locations, and
the identities and positions of all persons named. Your ability to succinctly identify the issue ond supporting
facts will assist in the processing of your disclosure. If you need to continue on a separate sheet of paper,

ICIG IOWSP Farm 401

provide a summary of your disclosure below with the remaining substance on the attached pages.)

I

(U) In the course of my official duties, | have received information from multiple
U.S. Government officials that the President of the United States is using the
power of his office to solicit interference from a foreign country in the 2020 U.S. |
'elections. This interference includes, among other things, pressuring a foreign

| country--Ukraine—to investigate one of the President’s main domestic political
rivals, former Vice President Biden. The President's personal lawyer, Mr.
Rudelph Giuliani, is a central figure in this effort. Attorney General Barr appears
to be involved as well. | am deeply concerned that the actions | have become
aware of constitute “a serious or flagrant problem, abuse, or violation of law or
Executive Order...but do[es] net include differences of opinions concerning

public policy matters."”

{(U) The attached document ("Statement of Urgent Concern”) provides details on |
this concern, to include what | have learned about the President's 25 July phone |
call with the Ukrainian President, as well as events leading up to and since that
call, which | believe are critical to understanding the context in which this abuse
of power took place. Additional information that | know or have reason to believe
is classified is included in a classified appendix ("Classified Appendix"). | also
provide additional information about how why | was in a unique position to hear
multiple, interlocking accounts of this wrongdoing based on my role in the
interagency ("Cover Letter to the ICIG").

12 (3 docs)

Attachments: Y il N Total Pages Attached:
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: Part3. Ot_herfActihﬁ‘s You Are Taking On Your Disclosure

1. | have previously disclosed (or am disclosing) the violations alleged here to (complete all that apply):

D Inspector General of department / agency involved Date:

oae:  8/26/19

Other office of department / agency involved
(please specify):

CIA OGC, ClA's Election Securily Missien Masager, NIO for Russia, Chair and Vice Chair of the NIC

I:I Department of Justice Date:

D Government Accountability Office (GAQ) Date:

D Office of Special Counsel (OSC) Date:

D Other Executive Branch / department/agency Date:
(please specify):

D Congress or congressional committee(s) Date:

(please specify member(s) orcommittee(s)):

D Media / Advocacy Group(s) / Other Date:
(please specify):

2. Ifyou disclosed the information reported here through any other channel described in question 1, above,
what is the current status of the matter?

after which point NSC took steps to "lock down" the
records. See "Cover Letter to the ICIG" for more details.

ICIG ICWSP Form 401 Rev: 24MAY1B
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~Part 4:'Co'ﬁﬂdengl§!ny Consenf and Certification =

1. Confidentiality Consent

2

The IC IG will maintain the confidentiality of your identity where possible. The disclosure of your identity may
become necessary in order to fully investigate, or take other appropriate official action on the allegations
contained within your disclosure or information. Do you eonsent to the disclosure of your name to others outside
the IC IG, but still within official channels, if it becomes necessary in taking further action on this matter?

| consent to disclosure of my name:

sl 8/13/2019 |
Signature Date

| do not consent to disclosure of my name:

Signature Date

Certification

| certify that all of the statements made in this complaint (Including any continuation pages) are true, complete,
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. | understand that, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 1001, 2 false
statement or concealment of a material fact is 8 criminal offense punishable by a fine of up to $10,000,
imprisanment for up to five years, or both.

e 8/13/2019

Signature Date

Rev; 24MAVIE
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Approved for transmittal to the DNI by the IC1G on 14 January 2026 pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 8§ 3033(e)(2)

UNCLASSIFIED / /SRSt

PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT

DATA REQUIRED BY THE PRIVACY ACT OF 1974
PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT

FOR PERSONAL INFORMATION TAKEN DURING
INSPECTOR GENERAL WITNESS TESTIMONY

AUTHORITY: Title S0 USC § 3033.

PRINCIPAL PURPOSE(S): Information is collected during an investigation to aid in
determining facts and circumstances surrounding allegations/problems. The information
is assembled in report ‘ormat and presented to Lhe official directing the inquiry,/ investigation
as a basis for IC 1G and DOJ decision-making. The information may be used as evidence in
judicial or administrative proceedings or for other official purposes within the ODNI.
Disclosure of Social Security Number, if requested, is used to further identifv the individual
providing the testimony.

ROUTINE USES:

a. The information may be forwarded to Federal, State, or local law-cnforcement agencies
for their use

b. May be used as a basis for summaries, briefings, or responses to members of Congress
or other agencies in the Executive Branch of the Federal Government.

c. May be provided to Congress or other Federal, State, and local agencies when
determined necessary by The Inspecter General of the Intelligence Community.

MANDATORY OR VOLUNTARY DISCLOSURE AND THE EFFECT ON INDIVIDUALS FOR
NOT PROVIDING THE INFORMATION:

IC G NV Form 208

For ODNI employees: The disclosure of Socia! Security Number is voluntary. However,
failure to disclose other personal information in relation to your position or responsihilities
may subject you to adverse personnel action.

For all other personnel: The disclosure of Social Security Number. where requested and
other personal information is voluntary and no adverse action can be taken against you
for refusing to provide information about yvourself.

Employee Signature Printed Name

¥ (20209

Date

UNCLASSIFIED / / sttt eriveis

Xev ONFERIn
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Approved for transmittal to the DNI by the IC |G on 14 lanuary 2026 pursuant to 50 U.S.C. § 3033(e)(2)

UNCLASSIFIED [ jeSrigeiiiS i iismis i

WARNINGS AND ASSURANCES TO EMPLOYEE REQUESTED TO PROVIDE
INFORMATION ON A VOLUNTARY BASIS

You are being askad to provide information as part of an investigation heing conducted by the
Office of the Inspector General of the Intelligence Community (ICIG). regarding potential
misconduct and/or improper performance of official duties. In accordance with the Privacy Act
of 1974. vou are advised that the authority to conduct this interview is contained in the National
Security Act of 1947, as amended (30 U.S.C. Section 3033). and ODNI Instruction 10.34. The
matter under review may also constitutc a violation of law that could result in the criminal

prosecution of respansiblc individuals.

UL e Lo )iy

Topic of Inquiry:

This is a voluntary interview. Accordingly. sou do not have to answer questions. No
disciplinary action will be taken against you solely for refusing to answer questions. Howcever.
your silencc may be considered in an administrative proceeding for its evidentiary value if

warranted by the facts surrounding your case.

Anything you say or any information or evidence gained by reason of your answers may be used
as cvidence in this or any administrative or criminal proceeding.

In accordance with applicable agency regulations. you may consult with a private lawyer
regarding these allegations at your own expense.

W GEMENT

| _ have read and understand the warnings and

assurances stated above. [ am willing to participate in the interview. make a statement. and
answer questions posed by the IC 1G. No promises or threats have been made to me and no
pressure or cocrcion of any kind has been uscd against me.

Witness Signature

Employee Sig

UNCLASSIFIED / / ot iyl

CIC INV Form 201
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Approved for transmittal to the DNI by the IC |G on 14 January 2026 pursuantto 50 U.S.C. §3033(e)(2)

—Ea

MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY: INTERVIEW OF “COMPLAINANT™
DRAFTED BY: SA —and_
DATE OF ACTIVITY: AUGUST 20, 2019
DATE PREPARED: AUGUST 22, 2019
LOCATION: MCLEAN, VA
ATTACHMENTS: 1A7 ORIGINAL NOTES OF INTERVIEW
1A8 PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT
149 GARRITY WARNING

(U wowe) I protcct identity, hereafter referred 10 as (*COMPLAINANT™) was
interviewed, by prior arrangement, in the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) Orniginal
Headquarters Building (OHB) conference room Ml  Aficr being advised of the identities of
the interviewing Agent and [ NI (o the Office of the Inspector General for the
Intelligence Community (ICIG), and the nature of the interview, COMPLAINANT voluntarily
provided the following information:

(L2586 /Investigator Note: Prior to the interview, the ICIG had « copy of, among
other things, the COMPLAINANT s statement of urgent concern and classified appendix. The
ICIG did not ask COMPLAINANT to repeat the information contained in those documents. }

U) Two White House Officials with Direct Knowledge of the Telephone Call:

NSC#1

(U/P&eey COMPLAINANT spoke with the first National Security Council (NSC) ofticial
(NSC #1) on July 26, 2019. COMPLAINANT attended a meeting 2t the White House as a
I Following the White House meeting, COMPLAINAN'T went to drop off

/9/08/34, //Z&"/u s

Approved by: Principal Deputy Inspactor Leneral

LG/ )T

INSPECTOR GENERAL SENSITIVE INFORMATION

“I'his document 1s intended only for authonized recipients. Recipients may not further disscminate this information without the
cxpress permission of the signatory or other Office of [nspector General of the Intelligence Community personnel. This document
may conzin [nspector General information that is confidential. sensitive. work product or attorney-client privileged. or protecied
by Federal law, including protection from public disclosurc under the Frcedom of Information Act (FOIA) 5 U.S.C §552
Accordingly, the use, dissemination, distribution or reproduction of this information to or by unauthonzed or unintended recipients
may be unlawful.

c. ry: N o~y 7~ D = o [

Page | at6
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Approved for transmittal to the DNI by the IC |G on 14 January 2026 pursuant to 50 U.S.C. § 3033(e)(2)

MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASENUMBER:  URGENT CONCERN_PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY: INTERVIEW OF "COMPLAINANT™

aterials, 1n furtherance of ‘uties, with NSC staff. NSC
#1 pulled COMPLAINANT aside during the delivery to speak about concerns related to
President Trump’s (PRESIDENT TRUMP) telephone call the previous day (July 25, 2019) with
Ukrainian President Voledymyr Zelenskyy (PRESIDENT ZELENSKYY).

(U/f=8%€% According to COMPLAINANT, NSC#] 1s a subject matter expert (SME) on
Ukraine and was listening, in real time, to the call between PRESIDENT TRUMP and
PRESIDENT ZELENSKYY. COMPLAINANT did not know what time the call took place on
July 25, 2019, or the location of the call, but believed the call was at 9:00 am and that
PRESIDENT TRUMP likely took the call from his residence since it was early.
COMPLAINANT believed that the call materialized quickly. [llstated that the NSC had been
trying to get PRESIDENT TRUMP to speak with PRESIDENT ZELENSKYY for quite some
time, but it was shortly after PRESIDENT ZELENSKYY s party swept the Ukrainian Parliament
on July 21, 2019, that the call between PRESIDENT TRUMP and PRESIDENT ZELENSKYY
materialized. COMPLAINANT stated that in addition to NSC#1, Charlie Kupperman
(KUPPERMAN), Deputy National Security Advisor, Tim Morrison (MORRISON), Senior
Director for Europe, and five to six NSC Policy people were in the room. There was likely also
someone from NSC Press and Legal though COMPLAINANT did not know for sure.

(U/=e&ey COMPLAINANT also stated that T. Ulrich Brechbuhl (BRECHBUHL), Counsclor
to Secretary of State Pompeo also listened in on the call from 2 drop line at the Department of
State. COMPLAINANT stated that it was out of the ordinary for a State Department official at
BRECHBUHL's level to have a drop line on the call, and that this is ordinarily only done for the
Secretary. COMPLAINANT stated that BRECHBUHL, who has had an evolving and
amorphous roll within the Department of State, is a childhood friend of Secretary Pompeo.
BRECHBUHL has interest in Ukraine and COMPLAINANT believed that BRECHBUHL was
instrumental in recalling the U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine back to the United States.
COMPLAINANT belicved that BRECHBUHL ordered the Diplomatic Security (DS) to
investigate the Ambassador’s emails to ensure that she was loyal to PRESIDENT TRUMP.

(U/#e%®) COMPLAINANT leamed that BRECHBUHL was on the call from a colleague, a
State Department employee, (No Further Information (NFI)), working Ukraine issues. This
person worked for Kurt Volker (VOLKER) at the Department of State. COMPLAINT asked if
VOELKER was on the call, to which the State Department employee stated that he was not on
the call but received a read out of the call from BRECHBUHL, thus confirming for

COMPLAINANT that BRECHBUHL was on the call.

AUGCUST 20,2019 Conducied 2. MCLEAN, VA

Date of Activity:
» Date prepared: ~ AUGUST 22,2019

Conducted by: /
Page: 2 ol'n
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Approved for transmittal to the DNI by the IC IG on 14 January 2026 pursuant to 50 U.S.C. §3033(e)(2)

MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN_PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY: INTERVIEW OF "COMPLAINANT™

NSCH#2

(U/AS@=8) COMPLAINANT stated thatfkpoke with the second NSC official (NSC#2) on
Monday, July 29, 2019. NSC#?2 is the main source of information contained within Section 2 of
the complaint. NSC#2 is an NSA employee detailed to the NSC and is dual-hatted to the
Intelligence Directorate. NSC#2 was covering Ukraine for NSC#1 while NSC#1 was out on
leave for a couple weeks, NSC#2 came to have access to the transcript independently, in the
course of NSC#2's duties while covering for NSC#1. NSC#2 was shown and read a hard-copy
transcript by a senior person in the Intelligence Directorate (NFI), read it in that individual's
presence, and returned the transcript to that individual. That individual questioned why the
transcript was being housed within the “CODE WORD?” system within the Intelligence
Directorate, as the information did not contain covert action details, which is generally the type
of information that would be held within the intelligence directorate and “CODE WORD"
system. COMPLAINANT commented that in the former administration, the only reason to put
information into the “CODE WORD” system was for joint covert action.

(U/ASee83 COMPLAINANT stated that NSC#2 might be open to meeting with officials from
the ICIG. However, NSC#2 would rather be hands off and already feels like they are outon a
limb.

(U/4=e&683 COMPLAINANT did not believe that NSC#1 and NSC#2 spoke to each other about
the call between PRESIDENT TRUMP and PRESIDENT ZELENSKYY. COMPLAINANT

mentioned that the two individuals do not get along well and that NSC#2 was covering for
NSC#1 while NSC#1 was out for a couple of weeks.

(U) Others Aware of Complainant’s Concern

%™ Upon COMPLAINANTs return from the White House on July 26, 2019,
COMPLAINANT drafted a document, which was provided in hard copy to the ICIG, entitled
“Memorandum of Conversation,” dated July 26, 2019. On July 26, 2019, COMPLAINANT also

told _ National Intelligence Officer, who is a CIA officer on
detail to the NSC, and who is the
B :bout wha iscussed with NSC#1. | told COMPLAINANT that

COMPLAINANT needed to report the information to [

Conducted at:  MCLEAN, VA

Date of Activity: AUGUST 20, 2019
Date prepared:  AUGUST 22,2019

Conducted by- rm-

1C1G INV Form 301 SRR

Page: 300
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Approved for transmittal to the DNI by the IC IG on 14 January 2026 pursuantto 50 U.S.C. § 3033(e)(2)

MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN_PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY: INTERVIEW OF "COMPLAINANT"

S COMPLAINANT commented that.generally considered EISENBERG to be an

honest person, who generally tries 0 do the right thing. COMPLAINANT said, however, that i
found EISENBERG’S Deputy, Michael Ellis (ELLIS), who formerly worked for HPSCI

Ranking Member, Congressman Devin Nunes (NUNES), to be “slippery and untrustworthy.”
COMPLAINANT did not know exactly when or why, but heard from NSC #2 that the transcript
was being handled sensitively. COMPLAINANT was not certain whether the CIA OGC
conversation with EISENBERG resulted in the change in handling procedures related to the
transcript. or whether someone was already moving it into “CODE WORD?” channels for a

different reason.

¢ In addition, COMPLAINANT told

Deputy Chairman of the NIC, and Amy McAuliffe (MCAULIFFE), Chairman of the NIC, that
[l s filing the disclosure with the ICIG. COMPLAINANT allowed these individuals to read a
copy of the statement of urgent concem [Jfplanned to submit, but did not give them copics. =
also told [ NNENGGEGEEE (- Dcputy Chicf of Analysis for Russia, Ukraine,
Moldova, and Belarus Department (RUMBD), about [Jidisclosure. COMPLAINANT heard
that R as confused about a read out from PRESIDENT TRUMP’s call with
PRESIDENT ZELENSKYY that he received from MORRISON. MORRISON's read out
contradicted what _undetstood to be reality on the U.S. position related to Yuriy
Lutsenko (LUTSENKO), Ukrainian Prosecutor General. COMPLAINANT said that
MORRISON could have misunderstood the contents of the call.

(U) Usual Practice of Staffing a Presidential Call and Subsequently Handling Transcripts

(U//PS%€) While at the NSC, COMPLAINANT estimated that[Jtaffed approximately 5-6
calls for President Obama, dozens of calls for Vice President Biden, and 12-18 phones calls for
PRESIDENT TRUMP with foreign leaders. [JJtated that while Genera! [l as National
Security Advisor, COMPLAINANT was not present in the Oval Office during the calls, but

under General || NN COMPLAINANT did staff phone calls in the Oval

Office. In staffing a phone call, one would typically provide background information and talking
points for use during the call. After providing the information, one would go to the Oval Office
befare the call and brief the President for a few minutes, take as good of notes as possible during
the call, and as subject matter experts, edit the initial transcript of the call. COMPLAINANT
noted that during the call there would be several staff members in the Situation Room. One

Date of Activity:  AUGUST 20, 2016 Conducted at: MCLEAN. VA
Conducted by: Wnd- Date prepared:  AUGUST 22,2019
Page. <ol
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Approved for transmittal to the DNI by the IC |G on 14 January 2026 pursuant to 50 U.S.C. §3033(e)(2)

MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN_PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY: INTERVIEW OF 'COMPLAINANT™

individual in the Situation Room would voice record and dictate the conversation while others
100k notes. Afier the call was completed, the Situation Room would work together 10 create an
initial draft transcript of the call. The transcript would then be emailed from the Situation Room
1o the NSC, which would load the word document of the transcript into a portal where it was
tracked in real time, edited by subject matter experts, finalized, classified, and seat out.

(U//#@%¥9¥ In this situation, the transcript was pulled from the regular computer system and fed
into a “CODE WORD" system.

(U) Request for Nunes to not see the disclosure

(U/#9E69 COMPLAINANT stated there were two reasons that.iid not want NUNES to
view{jHlisclosure. First, on April 28, 2019, COMPLAINANT heard from a State Department
official (NFI) that the Ukrainian Interior Minister, Arsen Avakov (AVAKOV), pulled aside the
State Department official and asked why NUNES was trying to come to Ukraine to meet with
him. According to the State Department official, AVAKOV said that it did not sound like
NUNES wanted to meet with him on official business. Second, in late May, COMPLAINANT
heard from another NSC official (NSC#3) that Kash Patel (PATEL), a former HPSCI staffer for
NUNES, who is now the Senior Director for Counterterrorism at the NSC, had inserted himself
into conversations related to the Ukraine, and that PATEL was briefing Rudy Giuliani
(GTULIANI) on the state of policy discussions with the Ukraine and, thereby, sharing
information with someone (GITULIANI) who does not have the appropriate clearance. NSC#3
also stated that he had heard that PRESIDENT TRUMP wanted to thank PATEL for his work on
Ukraine. NSC#3 spoke to EISENBERG about PATEL's involvement and since that time. John
Bolton (BOLTON), has also reached out to EISENBERG to state for the record that BOLTON
wants and has nothing to do with PATEL and GIULIANI.

(U) Potential for bias

(U/#@@®» ICIG interviewing officials asked COMPLAINANT what information there might
be as evidence of COMPLAINANT's potential bias against PRESIDENT TRUMP.
COMPLAINANT listed three potential ways people might allege bias though il certain|JJJjj
disclosure is free from political influence. First, COMPLAINANT worked closely with Vice
President Biden (BIDEN) as an expert on Ukraine. velled with BIDEN to Ukraine and
was part of conversations where LUTSENKO corruption was discussed. Second,
COMPLAINANT worked for the PRESIDENT TRUMP White House for an

as then asked by [ NG b
COMPLAINANT szid this was a very stressful job and .Jecame the target of right-wing
bloggers, such as — and conspiracy theorists, and later received

Conducted at:  MCLEAN, VA
Datc prepared: AUGUST 22,2019

Dale of Activity: AUGUST 20, 2019
Condicted by:  SA d!

Page: 3ofd
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Approved for transmittal to the DNI by the IC |G on 14 January 2026 pursuantto 50 U.S.C. § 3033(e)(2)
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MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY: INTERVIEW OF “COMPLAINANT"

death threats, which caused o leave [lWhite House position and return to CLA. [Jlithen
accepted COMPLAINANT belicves that | NN = former
colleague at the NSC and current HPSCI staffer for NUNES, provided [ it
information about COMPLAINANT for usc in his threatening blogs. Finally, COMPLAINANT
is a registered democrat.

Daie of Activity:  AUGUST 20, 1% Conducted at:  MCLEAN. VA
Conducted by: P- Dote sropared:  AUGUST 22, 2019
Page:  6ol'6
SRR
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Approved for transmittal to the DNI by the IC |G on 14 January 2026 pursuant to 50 U.S.C. § 3033(e)(2)

ONCLASSITIED/ et

MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY: 2™ INTERVIEW COMPLAINANT
DRAFTED BY: sA I
DATE OF ACTIVITY: AUGUST 21.2019
DATE PREPARED: AUGUST 22,2019
LOCATION: RESTON, VA
ATTACHMENTS: 1A13 ORGINAL NOTES OF TELEPHONIC INTERVIEW

(Ur/me==r COMPLAINANT, previously identified, was interviewed via secure telephone call
on August 21. 2019 at approximately 10:13 am, in follow-up to an in person interview conductied
the evening before. COMPLAINANT, who was already aware of the identities of the
interviewing Investigator and [ I (o the Office of the Inspector General o
the Intelligence Community (ICIG), and the nature of the interview, voluntarily provided the
following information:

(U//&Sd=ss COMPLAINANT spoke with his‘her colleague previously identitied as NSCr2
(National Security Council #2). regarding NSC#2's willingness to speak with the IC1G. NSC#2
was reluctantly willing to interview with the IC1G, however NSC#2 was concerned about
cxposurc as NSC#2 works on the White lHousc on a daily basis. NSC#2 desired to orchestrate
the interview via formal channels, and 1o have a formal request sent to [ so that [ could
properly detail to. management both at the NSC and. home agency. the National Security
Agency (NSA), in the event he/she was questioned as to why he/she was interviewed. NSC#2
preferred a wrilten interview request be sent to him/her. NSC#2 was also concerned of his/her
ubligations to notily the NSA or the NSC of the interview. NSC#2 is on Joint Duty Assignment
to the NSC from the NSA and works in the Europe and Intel Programs at the NSC as a ~*Russia
expert.”
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MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN_PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY. 2" INTERVIEW OF COMPLAMNANT

(U/A=e%23= COMPLAINANT provided NSC#2’s name and contact information to the

interviewing Investigator per NSC#2's consent, as [ - cmail address

(U/&=8r COMPLAINANT did not want to comment on NSC#2’s feelings after seeing the
transcript in question, and thought NSC#2 would need to speak for himself/herself on that topic.

(U/A*&%e5 During COMPLAINANT’s telephone call with NSC#2 in advance of submitting the
urgent concern, COMPLAINANT gathered the salient points from NSC#2 regarding the
transcript, which confirmed what COMPLAINANT heard from NSC#1. NSC#2 described that
the rest of the call consisted of rambling on a rant about the servers, former Vice President Joe
Biden, Attomey General Barr and Rudy Giuliani. NSC#2 mentioned to COMPLAINANT that
his/her initial concern was with the procedures of how the transcript was being treated strangely
and that he/she had not seen the actual contents at first. After seeing the contents, and putting
picces together with what COMPLAINANT knew, NSC#2 belicved the information in the
transcript to be “politically explosive.” NSC#2 attended meetings which Tim Morrison also
attended, and during those meetings, the call and transcript were discussed.

(U//mee&y COMPLAINANT did not believe that NSC#1 or NSC#2 spoke about the call, nor
did they transition the details of the call from NSC#1 to NSC#2 very well in preparation for
NSC#1 to be out of the office for annual leave.

U/ COMPLAINANT felt confident that he/she did not color NSC#2’s view of the call.
Though COMPLAINANT filled in the back story and connected some dots for NSC#2,
COMPLAINANT was confident NSC#2 independently came to the same conclusions as
COMPLAINANT regarding the call and that something was not right.

(U)//mmmmaam N SC#2 was open to meeting with the ICIG either at Liberty Crossing or at the
Central Intelligence Agency as needed.

Date of Activity: AUGUST 21, Conducted at:  RESTON, VA
209AUGUST 21,
2019
Conducted by: Tm- Date prepared:  AUGUST 22, 2019
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MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY: 3RP INTERVIEW OF COMPLAINANT - TELEPHONIC
DRAFTED BY: SA
DATE OF ACTIVITY: OCTORBER 8, 2019
DATE PREPARED: OCTORER 18,2019
LOCATION: RESTON. VA
ATTACHMENTS: 1A14—ORIGINAL NOTES OF INTERVIEW

(U//aade@= COMPLAINANT, previously identified, contacted the interviewing Agent via
telephone on Octaber ¥, 2019, at approximately 7:51 am. COMPLAINANT, who was already
awarce of the identity of the interviewing Agent, voluntarily provided the following information:

(U//ssdgm The interview the Senate Select Committee on [ntelligence (SSCI) is attempting to
schedule has not been finalized. The date and time of when that interview, or secure telephone
conference. will take place 1s not clear. COMPILAINANT belicved that much of the infonmation
provided by him/her at the time of the urgent concemn disclosure has now been overcome by
more detailed information coming out in the press. or recent text message releases. which are
beyond his/her original knowledge. Some of the dates of information being disclosed in the
news do not match up with COMPLAINANT s urgent concemn disclosure. COMPLAINANT
does not wish to testity in person before the SSCI or the House Permanent Select Committee on
[ntelligence (HPSCI). Rather, hesshe would prefer to answer written interrogatory questions.
COMPLAINANT does not belicve there was any point tor hinmvher to come forward given all
that has come out in the news. Heishe 1s not interested in being part of a political show.

(U/ =88 [n regard to the news reports and questions regarding how the Office of the
Inspector General of the Intelligence Community (1C1G) Hotline forms were completed, and
specitically that COMPLAINANT did not cheek that he/she had reported the matter to
[ntelligence Committees as had been reported in the news, was because no substance was given
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MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASENUMBER: URGENT CONCERN_PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY:  3* INTERVIEW OF COMPLAINANT_TELEPHONIC

to the Intelligence Committees. COMPLAINANT did not feel it was necessary to check that
particular box because he/she had not provided any substantive information. His/her questions
were only procedural in nature, asking how to submit the concern. The person COMPLAINANT
asked told him/her to, “Do it right, hire a lawyer, and contact the ICIG.” So, that is what the
COMPLAINANT did. At the time, COMPLAINANT did not even know what the ICIG was,
Based on getting guidance on a procedural question, and that no substance of the actual
disclosure was discussed, COMPLAINANT did not feel, based on the way the form question
was worded, that it was necessary to check that box. COMPLAINANT advised he/she was sorry
for any problems caused for Mr. Atkinson due to the way he/she answered that question, as it
was certainly not his/her intent.

Datc of Activity: OCTOBER 8, 2019 Conducted at: RESTON, VA
Conducted by:  SA [N Date preparcd:  OCTOBER 18, 2019
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MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN PROTECT [DENTITY

ACTIVITY: INTERVIEW OF

DRAFTED BY: SA and
DATE OF ACTIVITY: AUGUST 20, 2019

DATE PREPARED: AUUGST 22,2019
LOCATION: MCLEAN, VA
ATTACHMENTS: 1Al ORIGINAL NOTES OF INTERVIEW
1A2 PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT
1A3 GARRITY WARNING

), secure telephone number was interviewed by prior arrangement at
rossing 2 (LX2), in the satellite office for the Office of the Inspector General of the
lmclhgem.c Community (ICIG), room After being advised of the identity of the

interviewing Investigator and [CIG .and the nature of the intervicw.

voluntanly provided the following information:
(urreee) s known— protect identity, herealfter known as
{"COMPLAINANT™) for approximatels two vears. when COMPLAINANT joined -
COMPLATINANT is a Central Intellizence Agency (CIA)
employee. COMPLAINANT's ¢ -s group has
asked COMPLAINANT to COMPLAINANT is one of the

wop [Jilperformers in out of approximately [Jijpeople. -JL\(,rlbgd

COMPLAINANT as a “star performer”™ with “good and deep kno“ lgdu. rwardmé Russia and
UUkraine in partlcular and as someone who is very detai i i
COMPLAINANT is s best
boss, Amy McAuliffe (MCAULIFFE

ma

s T
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MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY:  INTERVIEW OF

dependable person, and someone whose work is always sound and very well done. [ llllstated
that COMPLAINANT is “‘deliberate, methodical, and very squared away.”

(U/ ey I 25 awarc that COMPLAINANT had submitted an urgent concern through
to the ICIG. COMPLAINANT advised both [Jlllll:nd MCAULIFFE, as a courtesy and “heads
up” near the end of the process, just before submitting the documents. COMPLAINANT
advised -that COMPLAINANT had legal representation. [INBllscanned the urgent
concemn submission authored by COMPLAINANT at the time COMPLAINANT advised of the
decision 0 submit. elieved the information contained in the urgent concern write up
appeared 10 be credible as COMPLAINANT had access to the information and articulated the
concern clearly. COMPLAINANT knows people and “parts™ inside of the National Security
Council (NSC) and is still engaged with the NSC. tated [l would bet [N )
paycheck™ on COMPLAINANT. COMPLAINANT had great anxicty about filing the urgent
ommented that COMPLAINANT was “nervous but feels compelled to report.”

concern.

U/ iseeey I s undesstanding was the COMPLAINANT left the NSC for personal
reasons. COMPLAINANT was a CIA detailee to NSC and was or the

vithin NSC. Upon the arrival o
. COMPLAINANT was pulled to be

Sometime after taking that job, COMPLAINANT became
the “target” of conspiracy theorists and the right wing media, such as AM talk radio hosts, and
vilified [lles someone who undermined President Trump (PRESIDENT TRUMP) and that
COMPLAINANT was a “leaker.” COMPLAINANT curtailed the JDA based on the threats
being received, (o include death threats, and reported to In regard to comments made
about COMPLAINANT,-did not believe them, and thought the allegations would not be
true given whatfknows ofCOMPLALWmed that COMPLAINANT was just
“in the wrong place at the wrong time.” was not sure if the JDA to the NSC from CIA
was supposed to be longer than a two year assignment. COMPLAINANT is very nervous to
proceed with the urgent concern process based on these prior experiences.

(Ulm-is not aware of any biases COMPLAINANT may have that would discredit
the details provided in the urgent concern submission. In s experience,
COMPLAINANT looks at information objectively, and COMPLAINANT’s views are consistent
with the Intelligence Community as a whole in regard to Russia and Ukraine. id not
believe the prior events causing COMPLAINANT to leave NSC created a bias that carried over
into the current job, or was the reason COMPLAINANT wrote the urgent concern.
reiterated that COMPLAINANT is very objective and produces sound work.

(U/A===€) COMPLAINANT is an expert on Ukraine. COMPLAINANT led the work on

Date of Activity:  AUGUST 20,2019 Conducted at:  MCLEAN, VA
Conducted by:  SA =3 Date prepared:  AUGUST 22,2019
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MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER:  URGENT CONCERN_PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY:  INTERVIEW OF

related to [N COMPLAINANT is well

versed in Russia and affiliated sanctions, Russia’s interactions with the Ukraine, and the
leadership and foreign policies of the Ukraine.

(GﬁNF)-’s understanding was that in addition to .clf and MCAULIFFE,
COMPLAINANT also told a few other people that the urgent concern was going to be filed.
another CIA officer [l who is
COMPLAINANT’s t the CIA, was in the room at the same time
COMPLAINANT advis

Additionally, earned
just last night when COMPLAINANT provided an update, that COMPLAINANT also told [

the Head o and former CIA “Russia
Hand.” rtedly then told CIA Director Gina Haspel and CIA Deputy Director
Vaughn Bishop. not mentioned the urgent concem to anyone else.

(U/#=®w=en COMPLAINANT did not mention any details tof s to the sources of
information outlined in the urgent concern and had not mentioned any names of those individuals
with direct knowledge of the alleged activity. -s understanding of why COMPLAINANT
listed the actual name of T. Ulrich Brechbuhl (BRECHBUHL) in the urgent concem was
because BRECHBUHL had already been attributed 10 knowing the information, or had already
gone on the record related to information. [JJJif s impression was that because
BRECHBUHL’s name was already public, COMPLAINANT was comfortable listing his name
in the urgent concern.

iz court AT o R - [
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MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBFER: URGENT CONCERN_PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY: INTERVIEW OF AMY MCAULIFFE
DRAFTED BY: s NN
DATE OF ACTIVITY: AUGUST 20, 2019
DATE PREPARED: AUGUST 22,2019
LOCATION: MCLEAN, VA
ATTACHMENTS: 1A4 ORIGINAL NOTES OF INTERIVEW
1A5 PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT
1AG GARRITY WARNING

(U s Amy MeAulitte (MCAULIFFE), AIN ]l Chair of the National Intelligence
Council (NIC). secure telephone number | ~as nterviewed at Liberty Crossing 2
(LX2), in the satellite oftice of the Office of the Inspector General ol the Intelligence
Community (ICIG), room Il Afier being advised of the identity of the interviewing Agent
and for the IC1G. and the nature of the interview. MCAULIFFE

voluntarily provided the following information:

(U’ e MCAULIFFE is the Chair of the NIC. MCAULIFFE has known
proteet identity., hereafter referred to as ("COMPLAINANTT) since L‘UMI’L/\INAN‘!F
B v hich was approximately [linonths ago. though MCAULIFFE is very bad with
time frames. COMPLAINANT is the and works for

COMPLAINANT 1s an cxpert on Russia and Eurasia.

(U emstmemm MCAULIFFE described COMPLAINANT as an excellent employee and a “deep
expert” with credibility across the intellizgence community as ““an analytic thought leader” with

?
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MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN_PROTECT IDENITY
ACTIVITY: INTERVIEW OF AMY MCAULIFFE

excellent writing and thinking skills. MCAULIFFE believed COMPLAINANT to be a credible
person.

(U//A#&=&» MCAULIFFE did not like how COMPLAINANT handled the filing of the urgent
concern and this situation. COMPLAINANT waited until the last minute to tell MCAULLIFFE

what as doing, and did so on a day in which she was very busy. MCAULLIFFE looped in
the [ 1/ CAULLIFFE scanned the copy of the
urgent concern document COMPLAINANT planned to submit, but did not read it thoroughly.

MCAULLIFFE provided COMPLAINANT with some pieces of advice, including that she
thoughtfhould see the Office of the Director of National Intelligence (ODNI) Office of
General Counsel (OGC). COMPLAINANT did not think that was necessary, asjiiihad already

looped m—
MCAULLIFFE would never tell an employee to stop or not see Equal Employment

Office or OGC if the employee thought it was right. She advised COMPLAINANT to do what
-.hought was right. MCAULIFFE wished she had more time to think about things to help give
the best advice. MCAULLIFFE felt a little like she was being looped in to the issuc late, like
“being looped in right at the time of the crash.”

(U/PSe&r COMPLAINANT was very stressed about this issue and said it was time “to hit
send.”

Shiein COMPLAINANT is a credible person. When COMPLAINANT worked at the White
House asmithin the National Security Council (NSC) there was some tension thatjili
was perceived as “anti-Russian and pro-Ukrainian.” MCAULLIFFE did not know the details,
but wanted to be sure she mentioned it. MCAULLIFFE thought COMPLAINANT was probably
unfairly portrayed one way or the other. MCAULIFFE was not sure why COMPLAINANT left
the NSC,

In regard to COMPLAINANTs credibility, and what was claimed in the urgent concern,
MCAULIFFE found the information to be credible because of the COMPLAINANT, but also
because of her own experience with seeing read outs from Presidential telephone calls. In one
instance, MCAULIFFE read reporting from NSC regarding China’s President Xi (XI). The
reporting detailed a telephone call between PRESIDENT TRUMP and PRESIDENT XI and
reported PRESIDENT X1I's views on PRESIDENT TRUMP. In the call, PRESIDENT TRUMP

reportedly asked PRESIDENT XI to help out with the American farmers in the United States in
trade negotiations
Having read this material in the past

made the information COMPLAINANT was filing more credible because of the similar type of
conversation PRESIDENT TRUMP had with another world leader.

Date of Activity:  AUGUST 20, 2019 Conducted at:  MCLEAN, VA
Conducted by:  SA Date prepared:  AUGUST 21, 2019
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MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN_PROTECT IDENITY
ACTIVITY: INTERVIEW OF AMY MCAULIFFE

(U/=e%&% MCAULIFFE has not observed COMPLAINANT have any biases.
COMPLAINANT is neutral infllwork. MCAULIFFE has observed biases in others, but never
in the COMPLAINANT.

ﬁ‘l‘n addition to telling MCAULIFFE of the urgent concem, COMPLAINANT also told
¢ [ vho were both in the room at the same time. COMPLAINANT also told
the [ -: 1< CLA, which COMPLAINANT
mentioned to MCAULIFFE yesterday. MCAULIFFE speculated | llorobably also told
Gina Haspel, the CIA Director. MCAULIFFE did not take any other action on this information,
nor did she repeat it to anyone.

(U/#mesi@y MCAULIFFE thought COMPLAINANTs sources of information for the urgent
concern were White House read outs of the telephone conversation, press reporting regarding
Hunter Biden, and details regarding the United States Ambassador to the Ukraine. It is not out
of the norm to see read outs of White House telephone calls. A read out is only a summary and
is not the same as a transcript. MCAULIFTE thought COMPLAINANT”s urgent concern was
very well sourced and written, as one would expect from_ If one waanted to see a
transcript of the telephone call in question, it may be in COMPLAINANT’s email or in the email
from the person who may have sent it to him from the NSC. MCAULIFFE was not certain
COMPLAINANT had a copy of the transcript.

Dztc of Activity:  AUGLUST 20 2019 Conducted at:  MCLEAN, VA
Conducted by: ~ SA ~ N Date prepared:  AUGUST 22,2019
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MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY: INTERVIEW OF “WITNESS 2"
DRAFTED BY: sA I -
DATE OF ACTIVITY:  AUGUST 21, 2019
DATE PREPARED: AUGUST 22, 2019
LOCATION: MCLEAN, VA
ATTACHMENTS: 1A10 ORIGINAL NOTES OF INTERVIEW
IAL1 PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT
1A12 GARRITY WARNING

(U/ s N protect identity. hercalier referred (o as ("WITNESS 27), was
mnterviewed by prior arrangement at Liberty Crossing 2 (LX2). in the satellitc office of the Ottice
of the Inspector General of the Intelligence Community (ICIG), room [l After being

advised of the identity of the Interviewing Agent and [ NN . - d t:c

nature of the interview, WITNESS 2 voluntarily provided the following information:

(U/#=&4=8% Since September 2018, WITNESS 2 has been on a joint duty assignment to the
National Sccurity Council (NSC) from WITNESS 2°s home agency. the National Security
Agency (NSA). WITNESS 2 is dual-hatted between Directorates, working for the Directorate of
Intelligence and for the Europcan/Russian Affairs Directorate. WITNESS 2 is currently serving
as the Director for Intelligence Programs, but his portfolio includes Russia, Baltic, and South
Caucasus, meaning Georgia, Armenia, and Azerbajjan.

U) TRANSCRIPT OF WHITE HOUSE TELEPHONE CALL

(U/mtadiiin WITNESS 2 first saw the transcript of the White House telephone call between
President Trump (PRESIDENT TRUMP) and Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskyy

Afe— 3>
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CASFE. NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN_PROTECT IDENTITY
ACTIVITY: INTERVIEW OF "WITNESS 2*

(PRESIDENT ZELENSKYY) referenced in a statement of urgent concem filed with the ICIG by
another individual, within a week of when the actual call occurred. At the time of the interview,
WITNESS 2 could not recall the specific date of the call. {Investigator Note: The ICIG did not
provide a copy of the statement of urgent concern, or any other documents, to WITNESS 2.
WITNESS 2 described that when a White House call is made, the Situation Room creates a
transcript of the call, which is then entered into the “system” and is routed to those who were
listening to the call, and to “Legal” for review and clearance. WITNESS 2 saw the transcript
while it was going through this process. The version WITNESS 2 saw was not the finalized,
completed version, as it was still in the review process.

(U/Ss&%ey WITNESS 2 reviewed the transcript in order to have situational awareness of the
circumstances surrounding the call, and the discussions of the call, as he was covering for the
B orcafter referred to as (‘). while [ was out of the office.
WITNESS 2 was generally aware of the call because there was a bunch of activity surrounding
the call in the days following, including closed door meetings and whispered conversations.
WITNESS 2 wanted to be sure he could answer necessary questions while covering for -

(Us=ad=s@ WINTESS 2’s understanding was that the transcript had been placed into a heavily
compartmented system at NSC, which is typically reserved for “CODE WORD" material dealing
with covert actions, SSRP, or compartmented material that is highly classified. WITNESS 2
commented that TWICS could not hold this level of material. WITNESS 2’s understanding was
that the transcript did not include highly classified information. The transcript went into the
compartmented, “CODE WORD?” system called “NICE" (no further information (NFI)) while it
was going through the clearance review process. The document goes through the clearance
process via email to various groups. The Deputy Senior Director for the Intelligence Directorate,
who is on detail to the NSC from the CIA and is within the Directorate
which, the Directorate of Intelligence, which maintains day to day control over the “NICE”
system, responded to one of the clearance emails stating, “1 don’t know why this is in the
“NICE” system because there is no “CODE WORD" material.” Based on seeing this email and
wanting to be situationally aware while covering for-, WTITNESS 2 asked [N it
WITNESS 2 could review the transcript. -s in WITNESS 2’s chain of command.

B o-ovided WITNESS 2 with a hard copy of the transcript, which WITNESS 2 reviewed
and immediately returned to - WITNESS 2 recalled [l made @ similar comment to
that above "I don’t know why this is in the “NICE" system because there is no “CODE WORD”
material” to him in person when he reviewed the document in [Jiforesence.

Date of Activity:  AUGUST 21,2019 Conducted st:  MCLEAN, VA
Conducted by: *:nd- Date prepared: ~ AUGUST 22,2019
Page:  2of'6
UNCLASSIFIED/ fetg

ICIG INV Form 301

IC OIG 026



Approved for transmittal to the DNI by the IC IG on 14 January 2026 pursuant to 50 U.S.C. § 3033(e)(2)

UNCLASSIFIED/ /S&56=
MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: URGENT CONCERN_PROTECT IDENTITY
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(U//m@a@@r WITNESS 2 recalled that at some point in the process of reviewing the transcript,
and learing of it being moved to the “NICE" system, that the decision to move it to the “NICE”
system was made by NSC Legal. WITNESS 2 could not recall the onigin of that information;
whetherflaw it in the email from ]l or heard it directly from [l or perhaps from

(U/ee&e®) WITNESS 2 was aware of the telephone call between PRESIDENT TRUMP and
PRESIDENT ZELENSKYY shortly after the call happened. WITNESS 2 overheard [l
talking about the call, and reiterated the closed door meetings that took place, and stress in the
Eurasia Directorate regarding the call. WITNESS 2 knew before [Jilj went on vacation of
“politically charged” conversations that were happening, and was aware of the “swirl” of
information and stories about “Biden, Ukraine and Giuliani.” WITNESS 2 was trying to keep an
“arm’s length” from everything. WITNESS 2 knew there were other political forces bigger than
those trying to work the issue. Given that WITNESS 2 was going to be covering for || ., Il
wanted to educate and insulate Jllelf to understand what[Jfjvas getting into, and to be best
prepared.

(U/#mees WITNESS 2 presumed the finalized version of the transcript is in the “NICE™
system. Oral briefing read outs regarding Presidential telephone calls are given all the time.
Nothing prevents those who overhear the telephone calls from briefing them to others.
WITNESS 2 believed [l gave COMPLAINANT a read out of the call. WITNESS 2 did not
have a copy of the transcript and did not know of a way to obtain a copy without having access
to, and need to know, for the “NICE” system.

(U//a&&8% WITNESS 2 recalled reading in the transcript discussions between PRESIDENT
TRUMP and PRESIDENT ZELENSKYY regarding: Crowdstrike servers housed in the Ukraine;
the unfair or poor treatment of Prosecutor Lutsenko (LUTSENKO), or that LUTSENKO was
being treated poorly; that LUTSENKO was privy to information regarding family members of
former Vice President Biden (BIDEN) , specifically Hunter Biden (HUNTER); that
PRESIDENT TRUMP was going to send Attorney General Barr (BARR) and Rudy Giuliani
(GIULIANI) to speak with LUTSENKO, and possibly to also meet with others from
ZELENSKYY'’s administration. WITNESS 2 could not recall if there was a specific mention of
BIDEN, beyond the reference to BIDEN’s family.

(U//=8%@y WITNESS 2 stated that the implicit message from these references read somewhat
as a “request for assistance.” In hindsight, it became clear to WITNESS 2 that there was a “quid
pro quo” situation happening due to the sudden freezing of foreign military and congressional
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assistance to the Ukraine without explanation. It was clear to WITNESS 2 from reading the
transcript that PRESIDENT TRUMP wanted something, that PRESIDENT TRUMP wanted
PRESIDENT ZELENSKYY to ensure LUTSENKO was treated deferentially, and that
PRESIDENT TRUMP wanted PRESIDENT ZELENSKYY's administration to provide
information on the Crowdstrike Servers or on HUNTER to BARR and GIULIANI. It was clear
to WITNESS 2 that PRESIDENT TRUMP wanted LUTSENKO to remain in place as the
Prosecutor General. WITNESS 2 had no recollection of an explicit reference to the 2020
Presidential elections, but it seemed implicit when WITNESS 2 “read between the lines™ of what
was said. There was not an “if you want X, | need Y" type of framework to what was said but it

was implicit.

(U//e=83 WITNESS 2 was later made aware by a Department of State colleague (NFI) that
GIULIANI had made a trip to Madrid to meet with PRESIDENT ZELENSKY'Y representatives

earlier this month.

(U/maes@d After reading the transcript of the call, WITNESS 2 had a strong feeling of deep
disappointment. WITNESS 2 also had a feeling of dejection and helplessness. One of the jobs
WITNESS 2 is engaged in is to secure the election in 2020. In aggregate, after reading the
transcript and learning the context related to the Ukraine, PRESIDENT TRUMP's statements lo
PRESIDENT ZELENKYY seemed to be politically motivated solicitations. WITNESS 2 stated
thatflEs not a cop or a lawyer and said there is not much[Jffan do to influence those actions.
WITNESS 2 has become accustomed to feeling disappointed daily by statements or policy
decisions whichfiffas no control over. JJan only swallow [lllpersonal thoughts and get back
10 work “my job is to salute smartly”. WITNESS 2 stated thatjjjil§s disappointed everyday on
policy decisions and statements made by political figures. JJllhas become more indifferent over
time, and is now basically “apolitical” becausefffioes not have the “bandwidth™ to be
concerned one way or the other. In spite of those feelings, WITNESS 2 has tried to help
COMPLAINANT in the most cthical and legal manner possible, to not run afoul of WITNESS
2's obligations to NSC or NSA JJjjftated that he believed this was “an affront to truth, justice
and the American way.”

(U/Masist@as \WITNESS 2 made it clear thatifjivould not have taken independent action on the
information[jfffread in the transcript for two reasons: first thatjffffoutinely deals with issues on a

daily basis that are contrary toffpersonal beliefs; and second thaffifjdid not have the level of
granular insight of details related to the Ukraine that COMPLAINANT had. WITNESS 2 could

not connect the same dots that COMPLAINANT did into the impact of what was said during the
telephone call.
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(U/msied@y WITNESS 2’s impression of what PRESIDENT TRUMP said during the telephone
call was out of the norm and was an affront. WITNESS 2 opined that “it was not okay” to say
what PRESIDENT TRUMP said during the call.

(U/smseen WITNESS 2 questioned [Jelf whether there was a degree of desensitization to
this sort of thing happening. Given the climate today, there was not much WITNESS 2 could do
to bring it forward. Maybe if WITNESS 2 had heard of this happening a few years ago, or if it
was a local official, or someone in his immediate chain making these statcmcnt.s,-avou]d have
“kicked the dust up or called the FBI, but not now.” WITNESS 2 commented that there is “not a
name we are talking about that couldn’t ruin him” and believedlls “too small” to do anything
and like an “ant hill Jlvould get crushed.” WITNESS 2 worked with Peter Strozk, and
WITNESS 2 knew how it would play out ifjjibaid anything. “If I unilaterally try to make an
issue out of it the only person impacted is me and not for the better.”

(U/A&&ey However politically or ethically distasteful the information was in the transcript,
WITNESS 2 did not have one explicit thing to point to in order to bring forward. WITNESS 2
mentioned again the lack of granular detail that COMPLAINANT had to bring the urgent
concern forward. WITNESS 2 would not have been able to get from “point A to Z” the way
COMPLAINANT did. WITNESS 2 commented that what COMPLAINANT put together is a
concerning set of circumstances. What was in the transcript, however, rubs WITNESS 2 the
wrong way as both a citizen and as a voter. WITNESS 2 mentioned the Foreign Corrupt
Practices Act.

(U/sa&eey WITNESS 2 is assisting COMPLAINANT in regard to the urgent concern because
WITNESS 2 wants to be able to sleep at night, andfjfvants to help COMPLAINANT sleep at
night, by registering how conceming this whole thing was. WITNESS 2 statedjjfeels a moral
and patriotic duty to help COMPLAINANT due what is right” and hopesfjjffs able to “in some
way register how concerning this was. WITNESS 2 wanted to “sleep the sleep of the just.”

(U) POTENTIAL FOR BIASES OR TO BE DISCREDITED

(U/#@is@ [f someone were to try to discredit information provided by WITNESS 2, they
might focus on WITNESS 2 being the co-anthor of the 2017 ICA (Intelligence Community
Assessment) on Russian Interference on the 2016 election. In addition, WITINESS 2 has been
interviewed by the HPSCI and SSCI staff, during which WITNESS 2 has tried to be professional
and apolitical at all times. The ICA could have been, or could be looked at, as negative towards
PRESIDENT TRUMP. WITNESS 2 is confident in howjjjjjjhas represented [Jife!f in the past.
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(U) MISCELLANEOUS

(Ursm@ds®s WITNESS 2 got the sense that [l would like the opportunity to unburden
himself of the information he is aware of, but for self-preservation purposes, he probably

wouldn’t.
Date of Activity:  AUGUST 21, 2019 Conducted at:.  MCLEAN, VA
Conducted by: rnd- Date prepared:  AUGUST 22, 2019

Page: 60f6
UNCLASSIFIED/ ifiistn

IC 15 INV Farm 301

IC OIG 030



Approved for transmittal to the DNI by the IC |G on 14 January 2026 pursuant to 50 U.S.C. §3033(e)(2)

o
/. U X e
A -
Ve 205
/\,:. <},P MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER: (i.¢. 19-0000-IN.PR)
ACTIVITY: ACTIVITY (e INTERVIEW OF IANE DOF)
DRAFTED BY: [INVESTIGATOR(S)] {i.c. A INV/SA JANE DOE andd JIOIIN
DOF)
DATE OF ACTIVITY: [DATE OF ACTIVITY] (i.c. JANUARY |, 2019)
DATE PREPARED: [DATE PREPARED])
LOCATION: [LOCATION OF ACTIVITY] (i.c. RESTON, VA
ATTACHMENTS: [ATTACHMENTS] (1.c. | As (1Al - PRIVACY ACT
STATEMENT. 1A2 - GARRITY WARNING))

The following investigative activity was conducted by writcr on August 21, 2019 in Reston,
Virginia, unless otherwise noted.

On August 21, 2019 at approximately 10:15 a.m., writer telephonically contacted
COMPLAINANT at approximately 10:15 am via secure telephonc to follow-up on the interview
conducted the day before. Information provided is documented in a separate MOIA.

On August 23, 2019, at approximately 2:35 p.m.. writer telephonically contacted
COMPLAINANT via COMPLAINANT's cellular telephone. COMPLAINANT was advised
that the DNI had been briefed on the contents of the urgent concern and that a transmittal with
determination as to credibility and urgency would be produced on Monday. COMPLAINANT
lcamned 1in the past fcw days. but notified COMPILLAINANT

(No Further Information [NFI]) regarding COMPLAINANT’s urgent concem
submission. COMPLAINANT also advised he/she would be out of the office
and that his’her communications might
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On August 27, 2019 at approximately 2:30 p.m., COMPLAINANT was telephonically contacted
by wiiter and A/GC to ICIG via secure telephone. COMPLAINANT was advised the urgent
concern had been briefed to ODNI GC, and the GC went to the White House to determine any
classification redactions necessary, along with exceutive privilege scenarios. COMPLAINANT
further advised the desires of who to direct the urgent concern to had been relayed, but that ICIG
had no control over that proccss once the urgent concern was transmitted to the DNI
COMPLAINANT had questions regarding next steps and his ability to go to congressional
committees on|Jpwn if the information transmitted was change to the point of altering
meaning or his initial disclosure. COMPLAINANT also wanted to know if .vas ableto give a
copy of the urgent concern to -ccunscl, citing concerns over classifications.

On August 29, 2019 at approximately 6:45 p.m., writer and A/GC te [CIG attempted to
telephonically contact COMPLAINANT via unclassified teleconference. COMPLAINANT sent
an email to A/GC stating that due to his/her location while [l he/she was unable to connect
vial cellular telephone and that he/she would need to try to reconnect the next day.

On August 30, 2019, at approximately 2:00 p.m., writer and A/GC to ICIG telephonically
contacted COMPLAINANT via cellular telephone. COMPLAINANT was provided an update
as 1o status of the urgent concem in accordance with statutory requirements. COMPLAINANT
was told that the [CIG determined the urgent concem to be both credible and urgent on
08/26/2019 and that the same information was transmitted to the DN, along with an exact copy
of COMPLAINANT’s original urgent concern. COMPLAINANT advised [liljwas in [ N

on | d that Jlllvould be back in the office on
2019. COMPLAINANT also advised that-camcd from NSC#2 on Tuesday (08/27/2019)
nignt that a preservation notice had been received by the WH and NSC regarding the issue and
country at question in the urgent concern.

On Scptember 3, 2019 at approximately 2:40 p.m., COMPLAINANT was telephonically
contacted by writer and A/GC to ICIG via secure telephone. COMPLAINANT gave permission
for the 1G to provide a copy of the statement of urgent concern to the IG’s of DQOJ, DoD and DoS
for purposes of deconflicting potential investigative activity across multiple areas of
responsibility and jurisdiction, however pleaded that all information be very close hold due to
compilation of information potentially being ablc to identify[JJlll COMPLAINANT inquired as
to working with his counsel to notify congressional committees of the fact of [Jllsubmission.
COMPLAINANT asked if issue of executive privildge had ever come up before.
COMPLAINANT also advisedjvas still following issues in the news and noted the U.S.
Security assistance to the Ukraine was a topic of multiple stories and had many people “rialed
up.” In addition, COMPLAINANT read a twitter feed and other articles indicating Rudy
Giuliani had attended an oval office meeting with President Trump, which seemed odd,
especially given the timing of the President canceling his trip to Poland.
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On September 4, 2019, at approximately 2:17 p.m., writer and A/GC attempted to contact
COMPLIAINANT but were unsuccessful.

On September 5, 2019, at approximately 3:10 p.m., writer and A/GC telephonically contacted
COMPLAINANT via secure telephone call. COMPLAINANT was advised that: the overall
classification of COMPLAINANT's letter was S//NF; that the DNI did not transmit the urgent
concern to the intelligence committes citing that it was outside of the requisite statute; that the
matter was referred to the FBI, but no identifying information about the COMPLAINANT or any
witnesses was disclosed and that the IG was attempting to identify necessary next steps.
COMPLAINANT wanted to know who determined the classification of the document and when
the referral went to the FBI. COMPLAINANT also advised that it might be okay for the FBI to
know his/her identity if they wanted to speak with him/her, but that he/she would want to
confirm that waiver of confidentiality, or the passing of name to the FBI for an interview before
he/she agreed to it. COMPLAINANT was leaning toward allowing that to happen if the FBI
wanted to conduct an interview. COMPLAINANT also wanted to know if he/she could send a
copy of the letter to his/her attorney given classification concerns. COMPLAINANT wanted
something from the ICIG in writing explaining why the urgent concern was not transmitted and
also wanted his/her documents back if the urgent concern was not moving forward. If the
documents remained in a review process, he/she wanted to know why and what privildge issues
were at hand. COMPLAINANT also wanted a copy of the classified version of documents so
that he/she could see who classified them. COMPLAINANT also asked if there was anything
baring him/her from going to the HPSCI on his/her own. COMPLAINANT asked if there has
ever been an urgent concern in the past which was considered to be outside of statute and who
interprets the laws in this regard. COMPLAINANT had faith in how the process was supposed
to work, but all seems to be out control at this point.

On September 6, 2019 at approximately 10:00 a.m., writer and A/GC attempted to contact
COMPLAINANT’s attorney, had to leave a voice message.

n September 10, 2019, at approximately 11:38 a.m., writer and A/GC to ICIG telephonically
contacted COMPLAINANT and advised him/her of the notifications made by the ICIG to both
intelligence committees of the fact that an urgent concern was received, of the determination that
was made, and that the DNI did not transmit.

On September 20, 2019 at approximately 12:35 p.m., writer and A/GC telephonically contacted
COMPLAINANT via secure line. COMPLAINANT advised that he/she is hearing from counsel
that his’/her name is going to be released in the media very soon. COMPLAINANT has also
been getting calls from news outlets and reporters, including [ B ll-om the Washington
Post, who may know COMPLAINANT from issues of a few years ago. COMPLAINANT has
not spoken with any reporter, has not answered his/her phone and allows calls to go to voice
mail. [ lkexted COMPLAINANT on his/her cell phone, but he/she does not know how
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-would have gotten the number. COMPLAINANT also advised of a few recent pieces of
information that would be of importance to the ICIG

1. Vice President Pence spoke with Zalenskyy by telephone on Wednesday 9/18/19, and a
read out of the call was sent to a wide group of people, including to COMPLAINANT
who received the read out in the normal course of his duties. The read out was sent via
email to an inter-agency email group. COMPLAINANT thought this information might
be S//NF, including that Zalenskyy relayed that he and his team were committed to
fighting corruption and that US assistance with that was welcome, and he invited AG
Barr to visit Ukraine in that regard to help with reform efforts. and reform of the
prosecutor general’s office. VP Pence conveyed that POTUS looked forward to meeting
with Zelenskyy in NY during the UN meetings and that POTUS looked forward to
hearing progress on the anti-corruption reform. The UN General assembly is next week,
and a meeting is happening on Wedensday 9/25/19.

2. During a SUB-PCC meeting called at the Director Level by the White House, NSC
Director for Ukraine, Alex Vindman discussed plans surrounding Zalenskyy’s tnp to NY

next week.

COMPLAINANT leamed that at 2:00 p.m. today, there was going to be an Oval Office
Briefing of POTUS on Ukraine that Beth Sanner was going to deliver. The “deep dive”
briefing was requested due to the lunch that POTUS was going to have with Zalenskyy

and was scheduled last week, before any information re: any details about Ukraine were
provided multiple talking

in the press. COMPLAINANT as the W
points and provided briefing information, all of which 1s in normal course of business,
and COMPLAINANT was careful to ensure all remained to policy issues of importance
to US policv in Ukraine. COMPLAINANT

COMPLAINANT understood that A/DNI Maguire would be in
the briefing with Saner and POTUS.

On this same call, a communications plan was established if COMPLAINANT’s name was
disclosed over the weekend for how COMPLAINANT could seek protection, especially in light
o POTUS"s recent comments.

On September 26, 2019, at approximately 8:45 a.m.. COMPLAINANT contacted writer via
secure line. COMPLAINANT had concemns over wording in letter from ICIG to DNI Maguire,

Date of Activity: (DATEOF NCTINT Y Conducted at: 1 OCATION GF AC TV
Conducted by:  (INVESTIGAT1RS) | Date prepared: [DATE PREPARED]
Page:  4of 6

K 1C INV Fom 1D%

IC OIG 034



Approved for transmittal to the DNI by the IC |G on 14 January 2026 pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 8§ 3033(e)(2)
MEMORANDUM OF INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY

CASE NUMBER:
ACTIVITY:

specific to “indicia of arguable political bias.” COMPLATANANT expressed concern that
he/she had someone indicated to writer during interview of support for a particular political
candidate, which would not have been correct or intentional. COMPLAINANT also want to
know if any information about him/her or any other witnesses in regard to identities had been
given out to anyone, or if ICIG letter gave any detail away that might identify who they were.

On September 30, 2019, at approximately 10:50 a.m., writer spoke with COMPLAINANT
regarding desire to remain confidential. COMPLAINANT confirmed he/she wished to remain
confidential and to not have ID released, in the form of documents or otherwise.
COMPLAINANT was concemed over press reporting over the weekend, specifically that
COMPLAINANT had not agreed to testify to the intelligence committees, nor thatfjffjad federal
protection in place, which gave[Jfiparents great cause for concern. COMPLAINANT suggested
his/her attorney may contact ICIG to inquire as to assistance with setting up anonymous SVTC if
necessary to testify for the HPSCI. COMPLAINANT also agreed to contact NCS#2 to have that
person contact writer to confirm desire to remain confidential or not.

On October 1, 2019 at approximately 10:45 a.m., writer spoke with NSC#2 who confirmed
he/she wished to remain confidential and that he/she is concerned over release of identity
because the “Hunt was on™ at the White House for how the whistleblower got information.
NSC#2 wants to be told if it is believed his/her identity might be disclosed. NSC#2 appreciates
all the ICIG is doing in this process.
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