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.S, Depariment of Justice

Office of Legislative A lTairs
Cffice of the Assistant Attorney. General Washingion, D.(”. 20530
The Ho blc Ron Johnson :
Chatrmmam o JAN D 5 2018
Commitiee on Homeland Security
And Governmental Affairs

United States Senale
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

This further responds to your letter io the Deputy Attorney General dated December 6,
2017, pertaining to Lhe public reports of text messages exchanged betwecn Federal Bureau of
Investigaiion employees Peter Strzok and Lisa Page. On December 12, 2017, the Department
delivered to the Committee text messages responsive lo your requesl In the transmittal letter,
the Department confirmed that review of the text messages is ongoing and committed to
providing additional relevant text messages in the future.

The Office of the Inspector General {OIG) informed the Office of the Deputy Atlomey
General (ODAG) and the Speeial Counsel of the existence of the previousty provided lext
messages on or about July 27, 2017, Mr. Mueller immediately concluded that Mr. Strzok conld
no longer parlicipate in the investigation, and he was removed from the team. The Department
continues to revicw the lext messages and will evaluste whether Mr. Strzok sent or received
similar text messages perlaining to any other investigation during the relevant time period. The
Departmeni’s OIG and Office of Professional Responsibility investigate non-frivolous
allegations of misconduct, and neither of themn has brought o the attention of the Department’s
leadership any allegations regarding similar conduct.

As the Inspector Gencral noted to you in his leiter of December 13, 201 7, he has not
made a referral lo the Office of Special Counsel (OSC). In January 2017, the OIG initiated a
“review of allegations regarding certain actions by the Department of Justice (Department} and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) in advance of the 2016 election.”! As he noied i his
letter Lo you, he will make a determination whether to reier the matier to OSC upon completion
of thai review. The Department will consider the OIG’s findings in making ils own
detcrmination about a possible referral to QSC. Consistent with statutory requirements, Lhe

DO OIG Announces Inftiation of Review, January 12, 2017, available al: bttps://oig justice. gov/press/ 201 7/2017-
01-12.pdi’
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The Honorable Ron Johnson
Page Two

Department would certainly cooperate wilh any independent review underiaken by OSC with
respect to this matter.

We hope Lhis information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this offiee if we
may provide additional assistance regarding this or any other maiter,

Sincerely.

Assistant Aftorney General

ce: The Henorable Claime MoCaskill
Ranking Memher
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable Charles E. Grassley

Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary DEC 11 207
United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

The Department of Justice (Department) is in receipt of your letter to FBI Director
Christopher Wray, dated December 5, 2017, concerning the reassignment of Peter Strzok and
requesting a significant number of communications concerning Mr. Strzok.

The Department fully appreciates the Committee’s desire for information and takes
seriously your request for documents. The Department is undertaking a review of its records to
determine whether responsive documents exist. As always, the Department will respond in a
manner consistent with our law enforcement, litigation, and national security responsibilities.

We look forward to working with the Committee on this request.

Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide additional assistance
regarding this or any other matter. ‘




-1,

Lnited States Senate

WNITTEE

December 5, 2017

VIA ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION

The Honorable Christopher Wray
Director

Federal Bureau of Investigation
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20535

Dear Director Wray:

Over the summer, media outlets reported that Peter Strzok was removed from his position
in the FBI’s counterintelligence division and from Special Counsel Robert Mueller’s team and
had been reassigned to work in the FBI’s human resources department. According to recent
media reports, Mr. Mueller removed Mr. Strzok from the team after discovering that he and FBI
lawyer Lisa Page, his alleged mistress, “had exchanged politically charged texts disparaging
President Trump and supporting Hillary Clinton.”! It appears the Special Counsel may have
learned this information from the Office of Inspector General’s ongoing review of the handling
of controversial pre-election activities of the Justice Department and FBI related to the
campaign.’

Reportedly, Mr. Strzok and Ms. Page exchanged these text messages while working on
the Clinton investigation. Mr. Strzok has been described as “a key player in the investigation
into [Hillary] Clinton’s use of a private email server to do government work as secretary of
state.”® Ms. Page reportedly “was a regular participant when Comey would hold ‘skinny group’
meetings on the case—a small collection of advisers who gathered to address sensitive cases.”*
Additionally, Mr. Strzok reportedly was one of two FBI agents who interviewed former National

! Karoun Demirjian & Devlin Barrett, Top FBI Official Assigned to Mueller’s Russia Probe Said To Have Been
Removed After Sending Anti-Trump Texts, THE WASHINGTON POST (Dec. 2, 2017),
https://'www.washingtonpost.com/world/national-sccurity/two-senior-tbi-officials-on-clinton-trump-probes-
cxchanged-politically-charged-texts-disparaging-trump/2017/12/02/984642 1c-d707-1 1 ¢ 7-a986-
d0a9770d9%a3e_story.html?utm term=.5628b4762af’l.

2 Press Release, Office of Inspector General, Department of Justice (Dec. 2, 2017), available at
https://oig.justice. gov/press/2017/2017-12-02 pdf.

3 Dmirjian & Barrett, Top FBI Official Assigned to Mueller’s Russia Probe Said To Have Been Removed.

41d.
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Security Advisor Michael Flynn.®> The communications between members of the Clinton email
investigation team raise questions about the integrity of that investigation, and about the
objectivity of Mr. Strzok’s work for the Special Counsel and in the FBI’s investigation of Mr.
Flynn.

The Committee has previously written to Mr. Strzok requesting an interview to discuss
his knowledge of improper political influence or bias in Justice Department or FBI activities
during either the previous or current administration, the removal of James Comey from his
position as Director of the FBI, the DOJ’s and FBI’s activities related to Hillary Clinton, the
DOJ’s and FBI’s activities related to Donald J. Trump and his associates, and the DOJ’s and
FBI’s activities related to Russian interference in the 2016 election. To date, the Committee has
received no letter in reply to that request. In advance of Mr. Strzok’s interview, please provide
the following communications, in the form of text messages or otherwise, to the Committee no
later than December 11, 2017:

1. All communications sent to, received by, or copying Mr. Strzok related to then-
Director Comey’s draft or final statement closing the Clinton investigation, including
all records related to the change in the portion of the draft language describing
Secretary Clinton’s and her associates’ conduct regarding classified information from

“grossly negligent” to “extremely careless”;$

2. All communications sent to, received by, or copying Mr. Strzok regarding the
decision to close the Clinton investigation without recommending any charges;

3. All communications sent to, received by, or copying Mr. Strzok related to opening the
investigation into potential collusion by the Trump campaign with the Russian
government, including any FBI electronic communication (EC) authored or
authorized by Mr. Strzok and all records forming the basis for that EC;

4. All communications sent to, received by, or copying Mr. Strzok related to the FBI’s
interactions with Christopher Steele relating to the investigation into potential
collusion by the Trump campaign with the Russian government, including any
communications regarding potential or realized financial arrangements with Mr.
Steele;

5. All communications sent to, received by, or copying Mr. Strzok related to any
instance of the FBI relying on, or referring to, information in Mr. Steele’s memoranda
in the course of seeking any FISA warrants, other search warrants, or any other
judicial process;

% Nicole Darrah, FBI Agent Fired From Russia Probe Oversaw Flynn Interviews, Softened Comey Language on
Clinton Email Actions, FOX NEWS (Dec. 4, 2017), http:// www.tfoxnews.com/politics/2017/12/04/tbi-agent-fired-
from-russia-probe-oversaw-tlynn-interviews-changed-comey-memos-on-clinton-charges heml.

8 Laura Jarrett & Evan Perez, FBI Agent Dismissed from Mueller Probe Changed Comey's Description of Clinton to
‘Extremely Careless’, CNN (Dec. 4, 2017, 4:57 PM), htip://www.cnn.con/2017/12/04/politics/peter-strzok-james-
comey/index.html.
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House Judiciary Committee Holds Hearing on the Justice
Department's Investigation of Russia's Interference in the
2016 Presidential Election

GOODLATTE:

Good morning. The Judiciary Committee will come to order, and Without objection, the chair is
authorized to declare recesses of the committee at any time.

We welcome everyone to this morning's hearing on -- oversight hearing with Deputy Attorney
General Rod Rosenstein. And I'll begin by recognizing myself for an opening statement.

Thank you, Deputy General -- Attorney General Rosenstein, for appearing for the first time in
front of this committee. There is much to discuss today, and we look forward to your testimony
and answers to your questions.

As chairman of the committee with primary oversight of the Department of Justice and the FBI,
I've always supported the department and the FBI in performing their valuable missions to keep
our nation safe and to hold individuals accountable for criminal conduct. Yet I and many on this
committee now find ourselves in the very difficult position of questioning the actions of both
prior and current department and FBI leadership.

You have a unique role at the Department of Justice in that you appointed Special Counsel
Mueller and have a supervisory role over his investigation. It is therefore very appropriate for
you to appear before this committee to answer questions related to the scope of the special
counsel's investigation, as well as its current efficacy in light of various events calling into
question its impartiality.

Reports on the political predisposition and potential bias of certain career agents and department
lawyers on Special Counsel Mueller's team are deeply troubling to all citizens who expect a
system of blind and equal justice. The Department of Justice investigations must not be tainted
by individuals imposing their own political prejudices.

We are now beginning to better understand the magnitude of this insider bias on Mr. Mueller's
team. First, we have FBI agent Peter Strzok and FBI lawyer Lisa Page, exchanging
communications showing extreme bias against President Trump, a fact that would be bad enough
if it weren't for the fact that these two individuals were employed as part of the Mueller dream
team, investigating the very person for whom they were showing disdain.

And calling it mere disdain is generous. According to the documents produced last night to this
committee, Mr. Strzok and Ms. Page referred to the president as an utter idiot, a loathsome

human, and awful, while continually praising Hillary Clinton and the Obamas.

These text messages prove what we all suspected: high-ranking FBI officials involved in the
Clinton investigation were personally invested in the outcome of the election and clearly let their
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strong political opinions cloud their professional judgment. And this was only an initial
disclosure containing heavy redactions.

Second, former embattled FBI General Counsel and current Mueller prosecutor Andrew
Weissmann expressed his awe of a former DOJ official for shunning the president and failing to
faithfully execute the law. However, we are the ones now in awe that someone like Mr.
Weissmann remains on an investigative team that looks more and more partisan.

Third, we have learned that a top Mueller prosecutor, Jeannie Rhee, in addition to the other
actions that would normally justify recusal, served as an attorney for the Clinton Foundation.
Aren't Department of Justice attorneys advised to avoid even the appearance of impropriety? A
former Clinton employee is now investigating President Trump. This seems to be the very
definition of "appearance of impropriety."

Fourth, we have just recently learned that another top Department of Justice official, Bruce Ohr,
has been reassigned because of his wife and his connections with the infamous dossier and the
company from whom the opposition research document originated.

We hope to hear your assessment of the foregoing conflicts, whether individuals are being held
accountable and whether you still have confidence in the judgment of the special counsel you
named and supervise.

Regarding the Clinton e-mail scandal, you, along with Attorney General Sessions, have to date
declined to appoint a second special counsel to investigate the improprieties that continue to
surface related to the handling of the Clinton e-mail investigation and other events surrounding
the 2016 election.

These are some of the important issues on which we will focus our energy and questions today.
We want to understand your participation and the department's involvement in addressing both
investigations.

Mr. Deputy Attorney General, the Department of Justice's reputation as an impartial arbiter of
justice has been called into question. This taint of politicization should concern all Americans
who have pride in the fairness of our nation's justice system.

While we continue to call on you to appoint a second special counsel, as you are aware, we have
also opened our own joint investigation with the House Oversight and Government Reform
Committee to review FBI and the Department of Justice's handling of the Clinton e-mail
investigation.

I want to thank you and Attorney General Sessions for recently committing to provide us

relevant documents to enable robust congressional oversight of this matter. I implore you to
continue to work with us on these and other important matters facing our nation.
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One of these matters involves a critical program for our national security, FISA Section 702.
This committee passed, on an overwhelming, bipartisan basis, the USA Liberty Act, which
maintains the integrity of the program while protecting cherished civil liberties.

This overwhelming vote occurred despite the department's lobbying efforts against our bill. The
USA Liberty Act was characterized as bad for the program, highly problematic, unworkable and
a proposal that would effectively dismantle Section 702. However, the reality is that this
committee's legislation struck a balance that promotes national security and civil liberties.

I hope to hear from you why the Department of Justice felt it necessary to oppose a bill that
would reauthorize 702 and instill confidence in the American people that their privacy and civil
liberties are respected by a government whose duty it is to protect them.

The Department of Justice must reacquire the trust of the American people. I know there are
thousands of Department of Justice employees and line agents in the department -- in the bureau
of -- in Federal Bureau of Investigation that are dedicated individuals that are dedicated to
upholding the rule of law and protecting the American people, and I hope that we can come to a
conclusion about those people who have not met that standard in this hearing today.

Thank you, Mr. Deputy Attorney General, for appearing today. I now yield to the gentleman
from New York, the ranking member of the committee, Mr. Nadler, for his comments.

NADLER:
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And let me be clear, I unequivocally endorse this letter. We should convene this hearing as soon
as possible. This is an opportunity for us to lead and to show the country that this kind of
behavior is unacceptable at any level of government.

Mr. Chairman, let me start by saying welcome to the House Judiciary Committee, Mr.
Rosenstein. For the better part of a year, my colleagues and I have employed this committee to
conduct real oversight of the Department of Justice.

On January 24th, 2017, we wrote to Chairman Goodlatte, insisting that the committee hold
hearings on President Trump's conflicts of interest at home and abroad. Citing to experts across
the political spectrum, we showed that, quote, "The administration's attempts to address its
ongoing topics of interest are so far wholly inadequate," close quote.

Six weeks later, Attorney General Sessions was forced to recuse himself from the Russia
investigation, but we have not held a single hearing on the question of conflicts of interest.

On March 8th, we wrote again to the chairman, encouraging him to call -- encouraging him to
call hearings on, quote, "Russia's alleged interference in the U.S. election." Again, no such
hearings were ever held.

In fact, this committee, which, during the Obama administration, held half a dozen hearings
around Operation Fast and Furious, received testimony from FBI Director Comey three times in
13 months and detailed staff and resources to a Benghazi investigation across the public almost
$8 million -- this committee, from Inauguration Day until four weeks ago, was largely silent in
terms of oversight.

We haven't lifted a finger on election security. Attorney General Sessions told us on November
14th that he has done nothing to secure the next election from threats from at home and abroad.

We have not once discussed the president's abuse of the pardon power. While the hurricane bore
down on Houston, President Trump sidelined the Office of the Pardon Attorney to pardon a
serial human rights abuser who bragged about running a concentration camp in Arizona.

And we have not held a single hearing on allegations of obstruction of justice at the White
House, not for lack of evidence, but because of the chairman's words: Quote, "There is a special
counsel in place examining the issue," unquote, and, quote, "Several other Congressional
committees are looking into the matter," and the committee, quote, "does not have the time to
conduct this critical oversight." I ask my colleagues to keep those excuses in mind.

Now, with the year coming to a close, with the leadership of the Department of Justice finally
before us, what do my Republican colleagues want to discuss? Hillary Clinton's e-mails. Let me
repeat that. With all of these unresolved issues left on our docket a week before we adjourn for
the calendar year, the majority's highest oversight priority is Hillary's e-mail -- Hillary Clinton's
e-mails and a few related text messages.

Document ID: 0.7.16060.24877-000001 20180326-0064018



As we saw in our recent hearings with the Department of Justice and the FBI, my Republican
colleagues seem singularly focused on the call for second special counsel, and failing that, on the
need to investigate the investigators themselves -- ourselves.

The White House has now joined the call by House Republicans for a new special counsel to
investigate the FBI. The president's private lawyers have done the same. I understand -- |
understand the instinct to want to change the subject after the Flynn and Manafort indictments,
but this request is grossly misguided for a number of reasons.

First, it shows a fundamental misunderstanding of how the special counsel regulations work.
Some criminal investigations pose a conflict of interest of the Department of Justice; the Russia
investigation is such a case, because of the Attorney General's ongoing recusal and because
department leadership assisted in the removal of Director Comey, among other reasons. In cases
like these, the attorney general may use a special counsel to manage the investigation outside of
the ordinary chain of command.

But the key here is the criminal investigation. That's what special counsel does. The department
cannot simply assign a special counsel to look at things that bother the White House; there has to
be enough evidence to have predicated a criminal investigation in the first place. Then, and only
then, if the facts warrant, can a special counsel be assigned to the case.

So far, there's been no credible, factual legal claim that anybody at the Department of Justice
violated any law by deciding not to bring charges against Hillary Clinton or by attempting to
meet with Fusion GPS. In other words, there is no investigation to which the department could
even assign a new special counsel.

Second, the list of grievances raised by the majority for review by a new special counsel also
seems wildly off the mark. For example, there is nothing unlawful about Director Comey's
sitting down to draft an early statement about the Clinton investigation, nor would it have been
unethical to outline his conclusions before the investigation was over, if the clear weight of the
evidence pointed in one direction.

Nor is there anything wrong with FBI agents expressing their private political views via private
text message, as Peter Strzok and Lisa Page appear to have done in the 375 text messages we
received last night. In fact, department regulations expressly permit that sort of private
communication.

I have reviewed those text messages, and I am left with two thoughts. First Peter Strzok did not
say anything about Donald Trump that the majority of Americans weren't also thinking at the
same time. And second, in a testament to his integrity and situational awareness, when the Office
of the Inspector General made Mr. Mueller aware of these exchanges, he immediately removed
Mr. Strzok from his team.

To the extent that we are now engaged in oversight of political bias at the FBI, this committee

should examine evidence of a coordinated effort by some agents involved in the Clinton
investigation to change the course of the campaign in favor of President Trump by leaking
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sensitive information to the public and by threatening to leak additional information about new e-
mails after the investigation was closed.

On Monday, Ranking Member Cummings and I sent a letter to the department asking for
additional materials related to these leaks, as well as to the claims that these efforts may have
been coordinated with former Mayor Rudy Giuliani, former National Security Adviser Michael
Flynn and other senior figures in the Trump campaign.

Third, the president's call for an investigation of the investigation is at best wildly dangerous to
our democratic institutions. On the one hand, the president -- the president's old "Lock her up"
cheer seems quaint after a couple of guilty pleas by Trump Associates. On the other, as former
Attorney General Michael Mukasey, no fan of Hillary Clinton, has said, the president's continued
threats to prosecute his political opponents is, quote, "something we don't do here." If the present
were to carry out his threat, quote, again from Attorney General Mukasey, "It would be like a
banana republic."

Finally, and most important, this investigation into the investigation cannot credibly be a priority
for this committee at this time. [ understand the instinct want to give cover to the president. I am
fearful that the majority's effort to turn the tables on the special counsel will get louder and more
frantic as the walls continue to close in around the president. But this committee has a job to do.

President Trump has engaged in a persistent and dangerous effort to discredit both the free press
and the Department of Justice. These are the agencies and institutions under our jurisdiction.
Every minute that our majority wastes on covering for President Trump is a minute lost on
finding a solution for the Dreamers, or curving a vicious spike in hate crimes, or preventing
dangerous individuals from purchasing firearms, or stopping the president from further damaging
the constitutional order.

I hope my colleagues will use today's hearing as an opportunity to find their way back to the true
work of the House Judiciary Committee. I thank the chairman and I yield back the balance of my
time.

GOODLATTE:

We welcome our distinguished witness. If you would please rise, I'll begin by swearing you in.

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony that you are about to give shall be the truth, the whole
truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Thank you. Let the record show that the witness answered in the affirmative.
Mr. Rod Rosenstein was sworn in as the 37th deputy attorney general of the United States on

April 26th, 2017, by Attorney General Jeff Sessions. Mr. Rosenstein has had a distinguished
career in public service.
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He began his legal career in the public integrity section of the Department of Justice's criminal
division, and later served as counsel to the deputy attorney general and principal deputy assistant
attorney general for the tax division.

Until his appointment by President Trump, Mr. Rosenstein served for 12 years as the United
States attorney for the district of Maryland. He holds a Bachelor's degree in economics from the
Wharton School and a J.D. from the -- from Harvard Law School.

General Rosenstein, your written statement will be entered into the record in its entirety, and we
ask that you summarize your testimony in five minutes. Welcome. We're pleased to have you
here.
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NADLER:

Thank you.

According to the department, the Office of the Inspector General informed Special Counsel
Mueller of the existence of these text messages between Peter Strzok and Lisa Page on July 27th,
2017 -- the texts you sent us last night.

Mr. Mueller immediately concluded the Mr. Strzok could no longer participate in the

investigation, and he was removed from the team the same day. Did Mr. Mueller take
appropriate action in this case?

ROSENSTEIN:

Yes, he did.
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U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES JVe 594, Tue tapro.

WasSHINGTON, DC 20515
PERMANENT SELECT COMMITTEE (202) 225 4121
ON INTELLIGENCE

January 4, 2018

The Honorable Rod Rosenstein
Deputy Attorney General

U.S. Department of Justice
1201 Pennsylvania Ave, NW
Washington, D.C. 20004

Dear Mr. Rosenstein:

Pursuant to our phone call yesterday evening, I write to memorialize the agreement we reached
regarding compliance with the subpoenas issued by the House Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence (the Committee) on August 24, 2017, to the Department of Justice (DOJ) and
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), as well as several other outstanding requests by the
Committee for information and interviews. It is my hope that this agreement will provide the
Committee with all outstanding documents and witnesses necessary to complete its
investigations into matters involving DOJ and FBI.

As agreed, designated Committee investigators and staff will be provided access to all remaining
investigative documents, in unredacted form, for review at DOJ on Friday, January 5, 2018, The
documents to be reviewed will include all FBI Form FD-1023s and all remaining FBI Form FD-
302s responsive to the Committee’s August 24, 2017 subpoenas. The only agreed-upon
exception pertains to a single FD-302, which, due to national security interests, will be shown
separately by Director Wray to myself and my senior investigators during the week of January 8§,
2018.

You further confirmed that there are no other extant investigative documents that relate to the
Committee’s investigations into (a) Russian involvement in the 2016 Presidential election or (b)
DOJ/FBI’s related actions during this time period. This includes FD-302s, FD-1023s, and any
other investigatory documents germane to the Committee’s investigations, regardless of form
and/or title. If, somehow, “new” or “other” responsive documents are discovered, as discussed,
you will notify me immediately and allow my senior investigators to review them shortly
thereafter.

With respect to the witness interviews requested by the Committee, you have agreed that all such
witnesses namely, former DOJ Associate Deputy Attorney General Bruce Ohr; FBI
Supervisory Special Agent Peter Strzok; former FBI General Counsel James Baker; FBI
Attomey Lisa Page; FBI Attorney Sally Moyer; FBI Assistant Director Greg Brower; FBI
Assistant Director Bill Priestap; and FBI Special Agent James Rybicki — will be made available
for interviews to be conducted in January.
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C-304, THE CaPITOL
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ~ Wesmcron oc s

PERMANENT SELECT COMMITTEE
ON INTELLIGENCE

December 28, 2017

The Honorable Rod Rosenstein
Deputy Attorney General

U.S. Department of Justice
1201 Pennsylvania Ave, NW
Washington, D.C. 20004

Dear Mr. Rosenstein:

The House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence (the Committee) writes in
response to the Department of Justice’s (DOJ) and the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s (FBI)
failure to fully produce responsive documents and provide the requested witnesses in compliance
with the subpoenas issued over four months ago, on August 24, 2017.

Several weeks ago, DOJ informed the Committee that the basic investigatory documents
demanded by the subpoenas, FBI Form FD-302 interview summaries, did not exist. However,
shortly before my meeting with you in early December, DOJ subsequently located and produced
numerous FD-302s pertaining to the Steele dossier, thereby rendering the initial response
disingenuous at best. As it turns out, not only did documents exist that were directly responsive
to the Committee’s subpoenas, but they involved senior DOJ and FBI officials who were swiftly
reassigned when their roles in matters under the Committee’s investigation were brought to
light. Given the content and impact of these supposedly newly-discovered FD-302s, the
Committee is no longer able to accept your purported basis for DOJ’s blanket refusal to provide
responsive FBI Form FD-1023s—documenting meetings between FBI officials and FBI
confidential human sources—or anything less than full and complete compliance with its
subpoenas.

As a result of the numerous delays and discrepancies that have hampered the process of
subpoena compliance, the Committee no longer credits the representations made by DOJ and/or
the FBI regarding these matters. Accordingly, DOJ and the FBI are instructed to promptly
produce to the Committee no later than January 3, 2018 ALL outstanding records identified
as responsive to the August 24 subpoenas, including but not limited to:
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Instructions for Responding to a Committee Request
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs
United States Senate
115th Congress

A. Responding to a Request for Documents

1. In complying with the Committee’s request, produce all responsive documents that are in
your possession, custody, or control, whether held by you or your past or present agents,
employees, and representatives acting on your behalf. You should also produce
documents that you have a legal right to obtain, that you have a right to copy or to which
you have access, as well as documents that you have placed in the temporary possession,
custody, or control of any third party. Requested records, documents, data, or
information should not be destroyed, modified, removed, transferred, or otherwise made
inaccessible to the Committee.

2. In the event that any entity, organization, or person denoted in the request has been or is
also known by any other name or alias than herein denoted, the request should be read
also to include the alternative identification.

3. The Committee’s preference is to receive documents in electronic form (i.e. CD, memory
stick, or thumb drive) in lieu of paper productions.

4. Documents produced in electronic form should be organized, identified, and indexed
electronically.

5. Electronic document productions should be prepared according to the following
standards:

a. The production should consist of single page Tagged Image Files (“.tif”), files
accompanied by a Concordance-format load file, an Opticon reference file, and a
file defining the fields and character lengths of the load file.

b. Document numbers in the load file should match document Bates numbers and .tif
file names.

c. Ifthe production is completed through a series of multiple partial productions,
field names and file order in all load files should match.

d. All electronic documents produced should include the following fields of
metadata specific to each document:

BEGDOC, ENDDOC, TEXT, BEGATTACH, ENDATTACH, PAGECOUNT,
CUSTODIAN, RECORDTYPE, DATE, TIME, SENTDATE, SENTTIME,
BEGINDATE, BEGINTIME, ENDDATE, ENDTIME, AUTHOR, FROM, CC,
TO, BCC, SUBJECT, TITLE, FILENAME, FILEEXT, FILESIZE,
DATECREATED, TIMECREATED, DATELASTMOD, TIMELASTMOD,
INTMSGID, INTMSGHEADER, NATIVELINK, INTFILPATH, EXCEPTION,
BEGATTACH.
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Instructions for Responding to a Committee Request

e. Alternatively, if the production cannot be made in .tif format, all documents
derived from word processing programs, email applications, instant message logs,
spreadsheets, and wherever else practicable should be produced in text searchable
Portable Document Format (“.pdf”) format. Spreadsheets should also be provided
in their native form. Audio and video files should be produced in their native
format, although picture files associated with email or word processing programs
should be produced in .pdf format along with the document it is contained in or to
which it is attached. In such circumstances, consult with Committee staff prior to
production of the requested documents.

f. If any of the requested information is only reasonably available in machine-
readable form (such as on a computer server, hard drive, or computer backup
tape), consult with the Committee staff to determine the appropriate format in
which to produce the information.

6. Documents produced to the Committee should include an index describing the contents
of the production. To the extent more than one CD, hard drive, memory stick, thumb
drive, box or folder is produced, each CD, hard drive, memory stick, thumb drive, box or
folder should contain an index describing its contents.

7. Documents produced in response to the request should be produced together with copies
of file labels, dividers or identifying markers with which they were associated when the
request was served.

8. When producing documents, identify the paragraph in the Committee’s schedule to which
the documents respond.

9. Do not refuse to produce documents on the basis that any other person or entity also
possesses non-identical or identical copies of the same documents.

10. This request is continuing in nature and applies to any newly discovered information.
Any record, document, compilation of data or information not produced because it has
not been located or discovered by the return date, should be produced immediately upon
subsequent location or discovery.

11. All documents should be Bates-stamped sequentially and produced sequentially. Each
page should bear a unique Bates number.

12. Two sets of documents should be delivered, one set to the Majority Staff and one set to
the Minority Staff. When documents are produced to the Committee, production sets
should be delivered to the Majority Staff in Room 340 of the Dirksen Senate Office
Building and the Minority Staff in Room 346 of the Dirksen Senate Office Building.

13. If compliance with the request cannot be made in full by the date specified in the request,
compliance should be made to the extent possible by that date. Notify Committee staff as
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Instructions for Responding to a Committee Request

soon as possible if full compliance cannot be made by the date specified in the request,
and provide an explanation for why full compliance is not possible by that date.

14. In the event that a document is withheld on the basis of privilege, provide a privilege log
containing the following information concerning any such document: (a) the privilege
asserted; (b) the type of document; (c) the general subject matter; (d) the date, author, and
addressee; and (e) the relationship of the author and addressee to each other.

15. In the event that a portion of a document is redacted on the basis of privilege, provide a
privilege log containing the following information concerning any such redaction: (a) the
privilege asserted; (b) the location of the redaction in the document; (c) the general
subject matter of the redacted material; (d) the date, author, and addressee of the
document, if not readily apparent; and (e) the relationship of the author and addressee to
each other.

16. If any document responsive to this request was, but no longer is, in your possession,
custody, or control, identify the document (stating its date, author, subject and recipients)
and explain the circumstances under which the document ceased to be in your possession,
custody, or control.

17. If a date, name, title, or other descriptive detail set forth in this request referring to a
document is inaccurate, but the actual date, name, title, or other descriptive detail is
known to you or is otherwise apparent from the context of the request, produce all
documents which would be responsive as if the date, name, title, or other descriptive
detail was correct.

18. In the event a complete response requires the production of classified information,
provide as much information in unclassified form as possible in your response and send
all classified information under separate cover via the Office of Senate Security.

19. Unless otherwise specified, the period covered by this request is from January 1, 2009 to
the present.

20. Upon completion of the document production, you should submit a written certification,
signed by you or your counsel, stating that: (1) a diligent search has been completed of
all documents in your possession, custody, or control which reasonably could contain
responsive documents; and (2) all documents located during the search that are
responsive have been produced to the Committee.

B. Responding to Interrogatories or a Request for Information

1. In complying with the Committee’s request, answer truthfully and completely. Persons
that knowingly provide false testimony could be subject to criminal prosecution for
perjury (when under oath) or for making false statements. Persons that knowingly
withhold subpoenaed information could be subject to proceedings for contempt of
Congress. If you are unable to answer an interrogatory or information request fully,
provide as much information as possible and explain why your answer is incomplete.

3
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Instructions for Responding to a Committee Request

2. In the event that any entity, organization, or person denoted in the request has been or is
also known by any other name or alias than herein denoted, the request should also be
read to include the alternative identification.

3. Your response to the Committee’s interrogatories or information requests should be made
in writing and should be signed by you, your counsel, or a duly authorized designee.

4. When responding to interrogatories or information requests, respond to each paragraph in
the Committee’s schedule separately. Clearly identify the paragraph in the Committee’s
schedule to which the information responds.

5. Where knowledge, information, or facts are requested, the request encompasses
knowledge, information or facts in your possession, custody, or control, or in the
possession, custody, or control of your staff, agents, employees, representatives, and any
other person who has possession, custody, or control of your proprietary knowledge,
information, or facts.

6. Do not refuse to provide knowledge, information, or facts on the basis that any other
person or entity also possesses the same knowledge, information, or facts.

7. The request is continuing in nature and applies to any newly discovered knowledge,
information, or facts. Any knowledge, information, or facts not provided because it was
not known by the return date, should be provided immediately upon subsequent
discovery.

8. Two sets of responses should be delivered, one set to the Majority Staff and one set to the
Minority Staff. When responses are provided to the Committee, copies should be
delivered to the Majority Staff in Room 340 of the Dirksen Senate Office Building and
the Minority Staff in Room 346 of the Dirksen Senate Office Building.

9. If compliance with the request cannot be made in full by the date specified in the request,
compliance should be made to the extent possible by that date. Notify Committee staff as
soon as possible if full compliance cannot be made by the date specified in the request,
and provide an explanation for why full compliance is not possible by that date.

10. In the event that knowledge, information, or facts are withheld on the basis of privilege,
provide a privilege log containing the following information: (a) the privilege asserted;
(b) the general subject matter of the knowledge, information, or facts withheld; (c) the
source of the knowledge, information, or facts withheld; (d) the paragraph in the
Committee’s request to which the knowledge, information, or facts are responsive; and
(e) each individual to whom the knowledge, information, or facts have been disclosed.

11. If a date, name, title, or other descriptive detail set forth in this request is inaccurate, but
the actual date, name, title, or other descriptive detail is known to you or is otherwise
apparent from the context of the request, provide the information that would be
responsive as if the date, name, title, or other descriptive detail was correct.

4
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Instructions for Responding to a Committee Request

12. In the event a complete response requires the transmission of classified information,
provide as much information in unclassified form as possible in your response directly to
the Committee offices and send only the classified information under separate cover via
the Office of Senate Security.

13. Unless otherwise specified, the period covered by this request is from January 1, 2009 to
the present.

C. Definitions

1. The term “document” in the request or the instructions means any written, recorded, or
graphic matter of any nature whatsoever, regardless of how recorded, and whether
original or copy, including, but not limited to, the following: memoranda, reports,
expense reports, books, manuals, instructions, financial reports, working papers, records,
notes, letters, notices, confirmations, telegrams, receipts, appraisals, pamphlets,
magazines, newspapers, prospectuses, inter-office and intra- office communications,
electronic mail (e-mail), contracts, cables, notations of any type of conversation,
telephone call, meeting or other communication, bulletins, printed matter, computer
printouts, teletypes, invoices, transcripts, diaries, analyses, returns, summaries, minutes,
bills, accounts, estimates, projections, comparisons, messages, correspondence, press
releases, circulars, financial statements, reviews, opinions, offers, studies and
investigations, questionnaires and surveys, and work sheets (and all drafts, preliminary
versions, alterations, modifications, revisions, changes, and amendments of any of the
foregoing, as well as any attachments or appendices thereto), and graphic or oral records
or representations of any kind (including without limitation, photographs, charts, graphs,
microfiche, microfilm, videotape, recordings and motion pictures), and electronic,
mechanical, and electric records or representations of any kind (including, without
limitation, tapes, cassettes, disks, and recordings) and other written, printed, typed, or
other graphic or recorded matter of any kind or nature, however produced or reproduced,
and whether preserved in writing, film, tape, disk, videotape, or otherwise. A document
bearing any notation not a part of the original text is to be considered a separate
document. A draft or non-identical copy is a separate document within the meaning of
this term.

2. The term “communication” in the request or the instructions means each manner or
means of disclosure or exchange of information, regardless of means utilized, whether
oral, electronic, by document or otherwise, and whether face to face, in meetings, by
telephone, mail, telex, facsimile, email (desktop or mobile device), computer, text
message, instant message, MMS or SMS message, regular mail, discussions, releases,
delivery, or otherwise.

3. The terms “and” and “or” in the request or the instructions should be construed broadly
and either conjunctively or disjunctively to bring within the scope of this request any
information which might otherwise be construed to be outside its scope. The singular
includes plural number, and vice versa. The masculine includes the feminine and neuter
genders.

Document ID: 0.7.16060.11899-000002



Instructions for Responding to a Committee Request

4. The terms “person” or “persons” in the request or the instructions mean natural persons,
firms, partnerships, associations, corporations, subsidiaries, divisions, departments, joint
ventures, proprietorships, syndicates, or other legal, businesses or government entities,
and all subsidiaries, affiliates, divisions, departments, branches, or other units thereof.

5. The term “identify” in the request or the instructions, when used in a question about
individuals, means to provide the following information: (a) the individual’s complete
name and title; and (b) the individual’s business address, email address, and phone
number.

6. The terms “referring” or “relating” in the request or the instructions, when used
separately or collectively, with respect to any given subject, mean anything that
constitutes, contains, embodies, reflects, identifies, states, refers to, deals with or is
pertinent to that subject in any manner whatsoever.

7. The term “employee” in the request or the instructions means agent, borrowed employee,
casual employee, consultant, contractor, de facto employee, independent contractor, joint
venturer, loaned employee, part-time employee, permanent employee, provisional
employee, or subcontractor.

8. The terms “you” and “your” in the request or the instructions refer to yourself; your firm,
corporation, partnership, association, department, or other legal or government entity,
including all subsidiaries, divisions, branches, or other units thereof; and all members,
officers, employees, agents, contractors, and all other individuals acting or purporting to
act on your behalf, including all present and former members, officers, employees,
agents, contractors, and all other individuals exercising or purporting to exercise
discretion, make policy, and/or decisions.

#OH#H#H
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December 13, 2017
VIA ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION

The Honorable Rod J. Rosenstein
Deputy Attorney General

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20530

Dear Deputy Attorney General Rosenstein:

Yesterday, the Justice Department released a subset of text messages requested by the
Committee. The limited release of 375 text messages between Mr. Peter Strzok and Ms. Lisa
Page indicate a highly politicized FBI environment during both the Clinton and Russia
investigations. For example, one text message from Ms. Page proclaims to Mr. Strzok, “God(,)
Trump is a loathsome human.”!

Some of these texts appear to go beyond merely expressing a private political opinion,
and appear to cross the line into taking some official action to create an “insurance policy”
against a Trump presidency. Mr. Strzok writes the following to Ms. Page:

I want to believe the path you threw out for consideration in Andy’s
office that there’s no way he gets elected but I’'m afraid we can’t
take that risk. It’s like an insurance policy in the unlikely event you
die before you’re 40...>

Presumably, “Andy” refers to Deputy FBI Director Andrew McCabe. So whatever was being
discussed extended beyond just Page and Stzrok at least to Mr. McCabe, who was involved in
supervising both investigations.?

! Laura Jarrett, Months worth of FBI employees’ texts dreading Trump victory released to Congress, CNN (Dec. 13, 2017)

21d.

3 Recently, I have written to the Justice Department several times regarding my concerns about Mr. McCabe’s potential conflicts
of interest. Letter from Hon. Charles E. Grassley, Chairman, Senate Judiciary Committee, to Hon. James B. Comey, Director,
Federal Bureau of Investigation (October 28, 2016); Letter from Hon. Charles E. Grassley, Chairman, Senate Judiciary
Committee, to Hon. James B. Comey, Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation (March 28, 2017); Letter from Hon. Charles E.
Grassley, Chairman, Senate Judiciary Committee, to Hon. Rod J. Rosenstein, Deputy Attorney General, U.S. Department of
Justice (May 2, 2017); Letter from Hon. Charles E. Grassley, Chairman, Senate Judiciary Committee, to Hon. Rod J. Rosenstein,
Deputy Attorney General, U.S. Department of Justice (June 28, 2017); Letter from Hon. Charles E. Grassley, Chairman, Senate
Judiciary Committee, to Hon. Michael E. Horowitz, Inspector General, U.S. Department of Justice (June 29, 2017); Letter from
Hon. Charles E. Grassley, Chairman, Senate Judiciary Committee, to Hon. Rod J. Rosenstein, Deputy Attorney General, U.S.
Department of Justice (December 1, 2017)
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The Honorable Rod J. Rosenstein
December 13, 2017
Page 2 of 3

Another text from Ms. Page to Mr. Strzok on April 2, 2016, says the following:

So look, you say we text on that phone when we talk about hillary
because it can’t be traced, you were just venting bc you feel bad that
you’re gone so much but it can’t be helped right now.

That text message occurred during Mr. Strzok’s involvement in the Clinton investigation and
days before he interviewed Huma Abedin and Cheryl Mills on April 5, 2016 and April 9, 2016,
respectively. Thus, the mention of “hillary” may refer to Secretary Clinton and therefore could
indicate that Mr. Strzok and Ms. Page engaged in other communications about an ongoing
investigation on a different phone in an effort to prevent it from being traced.

Any improper political influence or motives in the course of any FBI investigation must
be brought to light and fully addressed. Former Director Comey’s claims that the FBI “doesn’t
give a rip about politics” certainly are not consistent with the evidence of discussions occurring
in the Deputy Director’s office around August 15, 2016.

Accordingly, please answer the following no later than December 27, 2017:

1. On what date did you become aware of the text messages between Mr. Strzok and Ms.
Page and on what date were they each removed from the Special Counsel’s office?

2. Are there any other records relating to the conversation in Andrew McCabe’s office
shortly before the text described above on August 15, 2016? If so please produce them to
the Committee.

3. Please provide all records relating to Andrew McCabe’s communications with Peter
Stzrok or Lisa Page between August 7, 2016 and August 23, 2016.

4. What steps have you taken to determine whether Mr. Strzok, Mr. Page, and Mr. McCabe
should face disciplinary action for their conduct?

5. My understanding is that the Inspector General’s current investigation is limited to the
handling of the Clinton email matter only. What steps have you taken to determine
whether steps taken during the campaign to escalate the Russia investigation might have
been a result of the political animus evidenced by these text messages rather than on the
merits?

6. Has the Department identified the referenced “that phone” Mr. Strzok and Ms. Page used
to discuss Secretary Clinton? What steps has the Department taken to review the records
on this other phone that allegedly “can’t be traced.” If none, please explain why not? If
steps have been taken, please detail them and provide all records reviewed.

I anticipate that your written reply and any responsive documents will be unclassified.
Please send all unclassified material directly to the Committee. In keeping with the requirements
of Executive Order 13526, if any of the responsive documents do contain classified information,
please segregate all unclassified material within the classified documents, provide all
unclassified information directly to the Committee, and provide a classified addendum to the
Office of Senate Security. Although the Committee complies with all laws and regulations
governing the handling of classified information, it is not bound, absent its prior agreement, by
any handling restrictions.
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Should you have any questions, please contact Josh Flynn-Brown of my Judiciary

Committee staff a

Sincerely,

Charles E. Grassley
Chairman
Committee on the Judiciary

cc: The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz
Inspector General
U.S. Department of Justice
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House Judiciary Committee Holds Hearing on FBI Oversight
December 7, 2017 (Final Transcript)

WITNESS:
FBI Director Wray

GOODLATTE:

The Judiciary Committee will come to order. And, without objection, the chair is authorized to declare
recesses of the committee at any time. We welcome everyone to this morning's hearing on oversight of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and I'll begin by recognizing myself for an opening statement.

Thank you, Director Wray, for appearing for your first time in front of this committee, and thank you for
your service to our country in your new position. There is much to discuss today, and we look forward to
your answers.

The president recently tweeted that the FBI is in tatters. While some will take umbrage with President
Trump's assertion, it does appear to me that, at the very least, the FBI's reputation as an impartial,
nonpolitical agency has been called into question recently.

We cannot afford for the FBI, which has traditionally been dubbed the premier law enforcement agency
in the world, to become tainted by politicization or the perception of a lack of evenhandedness.

Questions regarding the FBI's impartiality first came to light under the Obama administration,
surrounding the handling of the investigation into the Clinton e-mail server scandal. You, Director Wray,
have a unique opportunity to repair the damage of the reputation of the FBI, and we encourage you in
the strongest terms to do so.

Director Comey's decision to weigh in on the fate of the investigation into the mishandling of classified
e-mails by former Secretary of State Hillary Clinton was one that brought criticism to the bureau from all
sides.

The FBI's decision to recommend no charges against formers -- the former secretary or anyone
connected to her continues to raise serious concerns that our nation's system of justice applies
differently to the rich, powerful and well-connected than to everyone else.

Many on this committee have repeatedly called on Attorney General Sessions and Deputy Attorney
General Rosenstein to name a second special counsel to review the voluminous unresolved
inconsistencies and perceived improprieties with regard to formal -- to normal FBl and DOJ investigatory
practice that arose during the Clinton e-mail investigation.

Despite our request, the department has not appointed a second special counsel. While we still request
the appointment of a second special counsel, we have now also opened our own joint investigation with
the House Oversight and Government Reform Committee to review FBI and DOJ's handling of that
investigation.



The attorney general has recently committed to provide us relevant documents and | hope to hear
directly from you that you will ensure your agency provides a fulsome response of documents to enable
unimpeded congressional oversight.

Even more recently, reports on the bias of some of the career agents and lawyers on current Special
Counsel Mueller's team are also deeply troubling to a system of blind and equal justice. Investigations
must not be tainted by individuals imposing their own personal political opinions.

We do not know the magnitude of this insider bias on Mr. Mueller's team, nor do we have a clear
understanding of the full magnitude of bias reflected in the Russia investigation and prior Clinton e-mail
investigation.

One thing is clear, though: It is absolutely unacceptable for FBI employees to permit their own political
predilections to contaminate any investigation. Even the appearance of impropriety will devastate the
FBI's reputation.

We hope to hear from you today about an action plan for making sure this never happens again, that
individuals are held accountable, and whether you plan to reevaluate prior decisions in light of the
prejudice shown by officials in integral roles on past and ongoing investigations.

Concerning substantive legislative measures, we find ourselves only weeks before a critical program for
our national security expires, FISA Section 702. This committee passed on an overwhelmingly bipartisan
basis a reauthorization of Section 702 that maintains the integrity of the program while protecting
cherished civil liberties.

GOODLATTE:

We ensure that the FBI is not hindered by having a -- having to obtain a warrant before performing a
search for information that the agency has inside its databases. However, we also put in place
protections to ensure that law enforcement cannot shortcut American civil liberties by reading
Americans' e-mails without a warrant when looking for evidence of run-of-the-mill crimes.

This committee's legislation struck a balance that will hope that will promote national security and civil
liberties. So | hope to hear from you that you will work with us to make any perfecting changes to the
legislation so that Section 702 can be reauthorized on time.

Needless violence on the home front is also a concern for all Americans who value and expect safety and
security as they go about their day-to-day lives. We have seen horrific violence in the past year,
including the worst mass shooting in U.S. history.

Violence has hit this very body when our colleague, Congressman Scalise, and others were shot. We also
see many of our major cities stricken by daily murders and excessive violence. Is this the new normal?
I'm unwilling to accept that.

While we have disagreements over policy for addressing this violence, we can all agree that it is
essentially -- it is existentially important for us to understand and address the underlying causes. If we
neglect this duty, we do a disservice for generations to come.



Director Wray, in addition to punishing individuals who have already committed criminal acts, | hope the
FBI is also committed to crime prevention initiatives.

| am interested to know what steps federal law enforcement is taking to address the underlying causes
of violence and whether Congress can offer any additional resources to ensure that we can faithfully say
that we have done what we can to battle gratuitous violence in all of its forms.

| believe that this committee's criminal justice reform legislation will help address these problems,
including helping to rehabilitate offenders so that they can become productive members of society,
once released.

Notwithstanding the question of the impartiality and independence of the FBI, | am often astounded by
the efforts that the men and women of the FBI contribute on a daily basis toward keeping our country
safe from foreign and domestic threats. There are many successes that never come to light -- that never
see the light of day, for which the FBI cannot receive public credit, due to the sensitivity of the FBI's
methods and operations.

We are truly grateful and hope that the line agents, analysts and support staff of the FBI know that their
jobs are sincerely appreciated and greatly valued.

Again, Director Wray, thank you for appearing today. And I'll now yield to the ranking member of the
committee, the gentleman from New York, Mr. Nadler, for his opening statement.

NADLER:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and welcome to the House Judiciary Committee, Director Wray.

Earlier this week, in a message to your agents and employees, you gave us your vision of what the FBI is
supposed to be. Quote, "We find ourselves under the microscope each and every day, and rightfully so.
We do hard work for a living. We are entrusted with protecting the American people and upholding the
Constitution and laws of The United States.

"Because of the importance of our mission, we are also entrusted with great power, and we should
expect and welcome people asking tough questions about how we use that power. That goes with the
job and always has," unquote, from your statement.

| appreciate that sentiment. But it cannot be a coincidence that you sent this message to your agents
just hours after President Trump launched an online tantrum aimed largely at the bureau as an
institution and at individual agents. Early Saturday morning, the president tweeted, quote, "So General
Flynn lies to the FBI and his life destroyed, while crooked Hillary lies many times and nothing happens to
her? Rigged system or just a double standard?" question mark, unquote.

He went on: "After years of Comey, with the phony and dishonest Clinton investigation, running the FBI,
its reputation is in tatters, worst in history." These outbursts exemplify two key characteristics of the
administration: a cheapening and coarsening of our dialogue, and baseless but entirely predictable
political attacks against Hillary Clinton, political opponents, the Department of Justice and the FBI.

| fear that this demeaning language has infected much of our work here on this committee. And |
suspect, Mr. Director, that many of my Republican colleagues will take a similar approach in attempting
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to shift the conversation away from questions they have largely ignored, like obstruction of justice,
election security and the rise in hate crimes.

Indeed, | predict that these attacks on the FBI will grow louder and more brazen as the special counsel
does his work and the walls close in around the president and evidence of his obstruction and other
misdeeds becomes more apparent.

In this moment, Director Wray, your responsibility is not only to defend the bureau, but to push back
against the president when he is clearly wrong, both on the facts and as a matter of principle.

When he says, quote, "the FBI person really reports directly to the president of the United States,"
unquote, it is your job to tell him that the director of the FBI has reported to the attorney general since
the founding of the bureau, and the president should not comment on pending cases.

When he claims that you should focus on, quote, "crooked Hillary," unquote, instead of his closest
associates, or when my colleagues argue for a new special counsel to do the same, it is your
responsibility to remind us that, absent sufficient evidence of a crime, there is no investigation to which
a special counsel can be assigned.

And when he tells you that you need to, quote, "clean house;" that your agents are, quote, "phony and
dishonest;" and that your, quote, "reputation" -- or "the reputation of the bureau is in tatters" and,
guote, "the worst in history," you should do more than send a private e-mail to your employees. Your
job, then, is to stand up to the president of the United States.

As former Acting Attorney General Sally Yates has said, "The only thing in tatters is the president's
respect for the rule of law. The dedicated men and women of the FBI deserve better."

Or, as former Attorney General Eric Holder said, "You'll find integrity and honesty at FBI headquarters,
and not at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, right now."

Or, as Thomas O'Connor, president of the FBI Agents Association, said, "The FBI continues to be the
premier law enforcement agency in the world. FBIl agents are dedicated to their mission. Suggesting
otherwise is simply false," unquote.

I'm curious if you think their defense of the bureau is wrong or misplaced. And | hope you'll address the
matter in your testimony today. Your job requires you to have the courage, in these circumstances, to
stand up to the president. That responsibility is far more than a matter of politics.

There really -- there are real consequences for allowing the president to continue his attacks on the FBI
and to continue unchecked in this manner. For example, FBI statistics released last month show a
marked increase in the rise of hate crimes in the United States. Your data indicate 6,121 hate crimes
against seven -- against 7,615 victims last year alone.

Last week, about 70 of our colleagues wrote to me and to Chairman Goodlatte, asking us to, quote,
"convene immediate hearings to determine what can be done to stem the tide," unquote, of this
violence. | agree completely. This committee should address the matter without delay, and | ask that the
letter | have be made a part of the record.



GOODLATTE:
Without objection, it will be made a part of the record.

NADLER:
Thank you.

| am certain that more than one factor is to blame for this rise in violence, but | cannot help but look to a
president who has tacitly and sometimes explicitly created an environment that is more hostile to the
most vulnerable among us.

As a candidate, he denigrated women, characterized immigrants as rapists and openly mocked the
disabled. As president, he cracked a Pocahontas joke at a ceremony honoring the contributions of
Native Americans in combat defending this country, circulated unverified anti-Muslim videos produced
by far-right fascist extremists in Great Britain and asked us to remember the very -- the, quote, "very
fine people," unquote, among the racists and white nationalists at Charlottesville. According to reports,
he has even resurrected the question of President Obama's birthplace, a pernicious, racist lie from the
start.

We are looking for leaders who have the moral -- who can supply some moral authority to lead this
country. | hope you will be among them, Director Wray. | look forward to your testimony today.

| thank the chairman. | yield back.

GOODLATTE:
Chair thanks the gentleman.

We welcome our distinguished witness. And if you'll please rise, I'll begin by swearing you in.

Do you swear that the testimony that you are about to give shall be the truth, the whole truth and
nothing but the truth, so help you God?

WRAY:
(OFF-MIKE).

GOODLATTE:
Thank you very much. Let the record show that the witness answered in the affirmative.

Mr. Christopher Wray was sworn in as the eighth director of the FBI on August 2, 2017. A New York City
native, Mr. Wray graduated from Yale University and subsequently earned his law degree from Yale Law
School.

Mr. Wray began his Department of Justice career in 1997 as an assistant U.S. attorney for the Northern
District of Georgia, where he prosecuted cases ranging from public corruption to gun trafficking and
financial fraud.

In 2001, he joined the Office of the Deputy Attorney General, where he served as associate deputy
attorney general and then principal associate deputy attorney general.



In 2003, Mr. Wray was nominated by President George W. Bush to serve as assistant attorney general
for the Criminal Division. At the conclusion of his tenure, Mr. Wray was awarded the Edmond J.
Randolph Award, the Department of Justice's highest award for leadership and public service. Mr. Wray
went on to practice law before returning to the public sector as Director of the FBI.

Mr. Wray, your written statement will be entered into the record in its entirety, and we ask you
summarize your testimony in five minutes. Welcome.

WRAY:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, Ranking Member Nadler, members of the committee, thank you for having me here
today. This is my first opportunity to appear before this committee, and | look forward to our discussion.

Let me start by saying that it is, for me, the honor of a lifetime to be here representing the men and
women of the FBI. There is no finer institution than the FBI, and no finer people than the men and
women who work there and are its very beating heart: almost 37,000 men and women with a fierce
commitment to protecting the American people and upholding the rule of law in all 50 states and in
about 80 countries around the world, men and women who face the darkest that life has to offer with
unyielding integrity and honesty and dedication. And | am both humbled and inspired to be back in
public service working alongside them.

I'd like to take a step back to consider the serious challenges that we're facing and to remember the
millions of people that we're protecting. On the national security front, we confront individuals who
want to harm the United States in whatever way they can -- terrorists hell-bent on striking us with IEDs,
vehicles, guns and knives. For example, as we speak, the bureau has about 1,000 active ISIS
investigations in all 50 states.

We have nation-states actively seeking our technology, our military secrets, our research and
development to build their own economic process and prowess and to tear ours down; cyber criminals
who are using sophisticated means to infiltrate our systems and steal every piece of data that they can
get their hands on.

These threats are real, they are many and they are a grave threat to all Americans. But, for the people
we serve, these are not the threats that they encounter the most in their everyday lives. Threats like
violent crime and the national opioid epidemic impact everyday people trying to lead everyday lives.

They don't want to have to worry about a terrorist driving a truck down a busy walkway. They don't
want to worry about an active shooter opening fire on a crowded public gathering. And they certainly
don't want to worry about whether their kids are safe from gangs and drug dealers and predators.

WRAY:

We all need to be aware of the world around us and of the threats we face, but we in the FBI are trying
to do everything we can to make sure that the American people can go about living their lives while we
focus on trying to keep them safe.



I'd like to highlight just a couple recent investigations that illustrate just a small, small part of our work,
together with our law enforcement partners and our colleagues in the Justice Department.

In October, through Operation Cross Country, which the FBI conducted in 44 states and the District of
Columbia, we arrested 120 sex traffickers and recovered 84 sexually exploited juveniles, including a
three-month-old girl and her five-year-old sister, who were recovered from a family friend who was
trying to sell them for sex for $S600.

And, through our top 10 most wanted fugitives program, we have apprehended, just in the last couple
years, 10 of the most particularly dangerous offenders.

In August -- late August, we were able to work with our Mexican counterparts to capture Luis Macedo, a
gang member charged with first- degree murder for beating, then shooting, and then setting on fire a
15-year-old boy in lllinois who refused to show a gang sign.

And then, earlier this year, the pressure of being added to our top 10 list led fugitive Robert Van Wisse
to turn himself in to FBl agents in Texas for the 1983 murder of a young woman with a one-year- old
daughter. For 33 years, that little girl, now all grown up, had hoped and prayed for his arrest, and he was
finally captured on her birthday. Cold comfort, | suspect, but we hope that his capture provides some
measure of peace and justice to her.

The work that we do is not easy, to put it mildly. But the FBI is mission focused and passionate about the
work we do. We are determined to be the very best at protecting the American people and upholding
the rule of law. And I, for one, could not be more proud to be part of it.

| want to thank you, this committee, for your support. We could not do what we do without the funding
that you all help us secure, without the investigative tools and authorities that you granted us, including,
as you noted, Mr. Chairman, Section 702 of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act, which is at risk and
set to expire very soon.

We need every tool and every authority we've got to keep people safe and to pursue justice. And, as
always, we're committed to using those authorities lawfully and appropriately for the good and
protection of the American people.

So thank you for having me here today. | look forward to your questions.

GOODLATTE:
Thank you, Director Wray. I'll begin by recognizing myself for questions.

Mr. Director, I'm sure you're aware of the recent media reports indicating that Peter Strzok, who is a
special agent at the FBI changed the words "grossly negligent" to "extremely careless" in former Director
Comey's statement closing the Clinton investigation. Are you aware of that?

WRAY:
I've heard some of the same information you have.

GOODLATTE:



Great. Do you know, by chance, what the criminal intent standard is under the Espionage Act? In
particular, 18 USC 793(f).

WRAY:
| haven't studied the statute recently, but | believe it's gross negligence.

GOODLATTE:

That's right. It is gross negligence. So would it be accurate to say that a senior FBI official changed the
wording of the director's statement to ensure that Secretary Clinton was not liable under the Espionage
Act?

WRAY:

Well, Mr. Chairman, as you may know, the handling of the investigation into Secretary Clinton is
currently the subject of an outside, independent investigation by the inspector general, and | think it
would not be appropriate for me to speculate about what the inspector general will or will not find.

GOODLATTE:

That is probably appropriate, but it's still not at all inappropriate to ask you to draw a legal conclusion
about a standard in the law that was changed in a statement that the -- your predecessor put out as a
justification for closing the investigation of the former secretary of state.

WRAY:
As | said, Mr. Chairman, | believe the standard is gross negligence. | leave it to others to conclude
whether "extremely careless" and "gross negligence" are the same thing.

But | will say that the particulars of the investigation and the decisions that were made and whether or
not it was handled appropriately is, as | think it should be, the subject of an outside, independent
investigation by the inspector general, and | look forward to his findings, as I'm sure the committee
does, as well.

GOODLATTE:

In July of 2016, the State Department revealed that former Secretary of State Hillary Clinton exchanged
on her unsecured private server nearly two dozen top secret e-mails with three State Department
officials.

The classification Top Secret means, in part, the unauthorized disclosure of which reasonably could be
expected to cause exceptionally grave damage to national security.

Can you explain to the American people how the FBI could not be investigating actions taken by
individuals like those named in 2016 -- Jacob Sullivan, Cheryl Mills, William Burns -- that threatened
grave damage to the national security?

WRAY:

Well, as | said, Mr. Chairman, the handling of the investigation and whether or not -- in particular
whether or not decisions made in that investigation were the product of any improper considerations is
precisely what the outside, independent inspector general is investigating. And, when we get his
findings, | will look and see what appropriate action we can take at the FBI in response to that.



GOODLATTE:
Can anyone on this committee set up a private server now and conduct classified business on it, since
not a single person has been prosecuted or held accountable for the Clinton e-mail investigation?

WRAY:
No.

GOODLATTE:
Thank you.

Director Wray, what are you doing to ensure that the top ranks of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
are cleared of individuals who are tainted by bias or those who have exhibited indiscretion by failing to
demonstrate the integrity Americans expect from their top law enforcement officials?

WRAY:

Well, the first thing I'm doing is respecting the outside, independent investigations that are underway.
My preference is to be one of these people who is not a "act first and ask questions later" kind of guy,
but an "ask questions first and then act" kind of guy.

And so | think these matters are being looked at, as they should be, by somebody outside the FBI. And,
when those findings come to me, | will take appropriate action, if necessary.

In the meantime, | am emphasizing in every audience | can inside the bureau that our decisions need to
be made based on nothing other than the facts and the law and our rules and our processes and our
core values, and not based on any political considerations by any side of the aisle.

GOODLATTE:
Thank you.

Does the FBI obtain a warrant before accessing and reading Americans' e-mail?

WRAY:
It depends on the situation, but yes.

GOODLATTE:
So can you explain why you obtain a criminal search warrant before reading an e-mail of someone under
investigation for a crime?

WRAY:
I'm sorry, can you repeat the question?

GOODLATTE:
Can you explain why you obtain a criminal search warrant before reading an e-mail of someone under
investigation for a crime?

WRAY:
Well, in the situations where a search warrant is required, and, of course, under the Fourth Amendment,
there are plenty of situations where a search warrant is not required -- there are all sorts of aspects to
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the Fourth Amendment. But, in those situations where we seek a warrant, it's because the Fourth
Amendment requires it.

GOODLATTE:

Section 702, as you and | both noted, is up for renewal within a few weeks. It is a critical national
security tool that must be reauthorized. You and | agree on that, as well. But it is just that -- a national
security tool, not a criminal tool.

Is it reasonable, when accessing content that shows evidence of a routine crime and is located in the
FBI's 702 database, that agents should obtain some process, as is required in criminal cases?

WRAY:

Mr. Chairman, |'ve appreciated our discussions on Section 702. My own view is that Section 702, as
currently drafted, which is the view shared by the courts that have looked at the question, is fully
constitutional and lawful.

And | would say to you that our handling of querying of the information in the 702 database is querying
of information that is already lawfully and constitutionally in the FBI's possession and is most useful at
the earliest stages, when information is coming in in fragments and the bureau is trying to make
assessments of what do we have, is this a real threat, where is this going. And | would implore the
committee and the Congress not to begin rebuilding the wall that existed before 9/11.

GOODLATTE:
Well, thank you. My time's expired, but | will add that we share that concern, as well, and that's why we
have drawn a clear distinction between national security and solving domestic crimes.

And, when it comes to the query, we allow that to move forward. But, when you then find that there's
something related to the investigation of a domestic crime, then you should go ahead and get a search
warrant. And we've protected the FBI's ability to access that database for the purpose of a query, but
then, if you're going to take it further and actually read the contents of the e-mails -- if they're national
security, go right ahead, because you may be stopping a terrorist attack.

But if you're solving a domestic crime, whatever it might be, then | think you need to respect the civil
liberties of American citizens and get a warrant.

| now recognize the gentleman from New York, Mr. Nadler, for his questions.

NADLER:
Thank you.

Let me say prior to my statement that | totally agree with the chairman and his observations on 702 and
on the distinctions we made in our bill between national security and counterintelligence operations, on
the one hand, and investigations of domestic crimes, on the other, where we -- where you should get a
warrant, where you'd normally need a warrant.

Director Wray, I'd like to ask you for your help putting the events of the last few days into context. To
set the stage, over the summer, in an interview with The New York Times, President Trump stated,
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guote, "When Nixon came along, out of courtesy, the FBI started reporting to the Department of Justice,
but the FBI person really reports directly to the president of the United States," close quote.

Director Wray, you have one direct report to the executive branch. To whom do you directly report?

WRAY:
| directly report to the deputy attorney general, who then reports to the attorney general.

NADLER:
Thank you.

Has President Trump ever asked you to sidestep the chain of command and report directly to him?

WRAY:
No.

NADLER:
Also, over the summer, former Director Comey testified that, during a private dinner, President Trump
told him, quote, "I need loyalty. | expect loyalty." Has President Trump ever asked you for loyalty?

WRAY:
| have never been asked by the president to take any kind of loyalty oath. My loyalty is to the
Constitution, to the laws of this country and to the -- you know, the good men and people of America.

NADLER:
Thank you.

Last week, former National Security Adviser Michael Flynn pleaded guilty to one felony count of lying to
the FBI about conversations he had with the Russian ambassador.

| would like to put President Trump's initial Twitter reaction up on the screen. | won't read it, but | will
simply say he claims here to have known that General Flynn committed a crime at the time General
Flynn was fired.

There's come controversy as to whether the president actually wrote this Tweet. The White House later
claimed that it came from the president's private attorney. But I'm not sure that it matters who wrote it,
given the Department of Justice's litigating position that these tweets are, quote, "official statements of

the president of The United States," close quote.

A few clarifying questions, Mr. Director. In your experience at the Department of Justice, have you ever
prosecuted a case involving a charge of obstruction of justice?

WRAY:
Yes.

NADLER:

11



And Sections 1503, 1505 and 1512 of Title 18 make it a crime if someone corruptly, quote, "obstructs,
influences or impedes any official proceeding," close quote. What does it mean to corruptly obstruct,
influence or impede an official proceeding?

WRAY:
Well, Congressman, that would require me to get into kind of a legal discussion...

(CROSSTALK)

WRAY:

...and it's been a while since I've looked at the case law on this subject. | do know -- have (ph) somebody
who's been both a line prosecutor and a senior Justice Department official and a defense attorney --
that sometimes the language of that statute can be trickier than folks...

(CROSSTALK)

NADLER:
OK, fair enough -- fair enough. And I'm glad you're respecting the fact | only have five minutes.

Does obstruction of justice require specific intent? In other words, does a prosecutor have to establish
that a defendant had knowledge of the official proceeding and intended to obstruct it?

WRAY:
Sitting here right now, Congressman, | don't remember the specifics of exactly what the intent
requirement is.

NADLER:

OK. So you can't say if it matters that a suspect -- well, does it matter that a suspect has knowledge of a
crime when he attempts to wave off criminal investigators? In other words, if a suspect has knowledge
of a crime and he attempts to wave off criminal investigators, does that constitute obstruction of
justice?

WRAY:
Well, certainly, the defendant's knowledge and state of mind and intent is a critical element of the
offense.

NADLER:
OK.

Later that day, the president tweeted this claim -- this claim that we'll put up there. And, in effect, he
accuses former Director Comey of giving false testimony. Mr. Comey testified that President Trump
urged him to be lenient with Michael Flynn, producing a note in which he quoted the president saying, "
hope you can't -- | hope you can let this go."

In multiple appearances before Congress, Attorney General Sessions appears to have corroborated both
the fact of the meeting and the gist of the conversation between the president and Director Comey.
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Director Wray, do you have any reason to doubt the testimony of Director Comey or Attorney General
Sessions on this point?

WRAY:
Congressman, the questions you're asking go directly to what Special Counsel Mueller is investigating. |
don't think it would be appropriate for me to be weighing in on that in this setting.

NADLER:
You don't think you can say whether you have reason to doubt the veracity of a statement because that
might be under investigation?

WRAY:

Congressman, you're -- the question you're asking me -- and | appreciate the reasons for the question,
but the questions you're asking me are -- would be asking me to weigh in on witnesses in the course of
an investigation that's ongoing...

NADLER:
OK.

WRAY:
...and I don't think that's appropriate for me to do.

NADLER:
| -- fair enough. As -- at your confirmation hearing, you testified that you would, quote, "consider any
attempt" -- I'm sorry, "any effort to tamper with Director Mueller's investigation unacceptable and

inappropriate, and any such effort would need to be dealt with very sternly and appropriately, indeed."

Since your confirmation, has the president ever contacted you about the special counsel's investigation?
Has the Attorney General or anybody else at the White House?

WRAY:
No.

NADLER:
OK.

My final question is, the president's tirade ended with one final tweet, where he says your reputation is
in tatters. After years of -- well, Director Wray - and it's up there -- we have heard other veterans of the

FBI and the Department of Justice push back against this attack on the reputation of the FBI.

With the time | have -- we haven't heard from you. With the time | have left, will you respond to this
tweet by the president? Is the FBI's reputation in tatters?

WRAY:
Mr. Chairman, may | have time to answer this question? Because it's something that matters to me a
great deal.

GOODLATTE:
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Yes, go ahead, please.

WRAY:

Congressman, there is no shortage of opinions out there. What | can tell you is that the FBI that | see is
tens of thousands of agents and analysts and staff, working their tails off to keep Americans safe from
the next terrorist attack; gang violence; child predators; spies from Russia, China, North Korea and Iran.

The FBI that | see is tens of thousands of brave men and women who are working as hard as they can to
keep people that they will never know safe from harm. And the FBI that | see is reflected in folks like the
new class of agents that | swore in at Quantico two days ago: hard-charging, high-integrity people;
people like the hostage rescue team and SWAT teams that we send out into all sorts of danger with
almost no notice.

The FBI that | see is people -- decent people committed to the highest principles of integrity and
professionalism and respect. The FBI that | see is respected and appreciated by our partners in federal,
state and local law enforcement; in the intelligence community; by our foreign counterparts, both law
enforcement and national security, in something like 200 countries around the globe. That's the FBI that
| see.

Now, do we make mistakes? You bet we make mistakes, just like everybody who's human makes
mistakes. And, when we make mistakes, there are independent processes, like that of the outside,
independent inspector general, that will drive and dive deep into the facts surrounding those mistakes.
And, when that independent fact-finding is complete, we will hold our folks accountable, if that's
appropriate.

NADLER:
It's very fine. Thank you very much. | yield back.

GOODLATTE:
The chair recognizes the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Chabot, for five minutes.

CHABOT:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director Wray, you've mentioned that the I.G., the inspector general, is investigating matters related, for
example, to the Clinton e-mail server scandal, et cetera. But isn't it a fact that the I.G. does not have
prosecutorial powers?

WRAY:
Well, under certain circumstances, the inspector general works with prosecutors to bring criminal cases.

CHABOT:
Well, what about in this case?

WRAY:
Well, this is a matter that's under review, at the moment, looking into the facts surrounding all those
decisions.
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CHABOT:
So the bottom line is the I.G. is looking into the matter, investigating it, but has no prosecutorial powers
per se at this time?

WRAY:
The inspector general does not himself have prosecutorial power, yes.

CHABOT:
Thank you. Thank you. Thank you.

The president of the United States, as the chairman mentioned, recently expressed the opinion that the
FBI's reputation was, quote, "in tatters," unquote.

Now, someone who's sat on this committee, the judiciary committee that has oversight of the Justice
Department and the FBI, for over 20 years now, such a statement is, at least at first, shocking. But, when
you look at a few facts, it's understandable why the president might make such a statement.

A former head of the FBI, Robert Mueller, is put in charge of an important investigation, and who does
he pick to be on his team? Well, you'd want people who are experienced and smart and, most
importantly, unbiased, because, whatever you do, the result is going to be second-guessed. One side or
the other is going to be dissatisfied and critical.

So, above all things, they've got to at least appear to be fair and unbiased. So who does Mueller pick? He
picked 16 attorneys -- nine of the 16, more than half, have given money to the Obama campaign or the
Clinton campaign or both, and nobody has given a cent to Donald Trump or his campaign.

Does that show a lack of bias? Does that show fairness? | think the American people can decide that for
themselves.

And, perhaps even more shocking, we recently learned that one of those supposedly unbiased
investigators on the Mueller team was a guy named Peter Strzok. Turns out Strzok was sending out anti-
Trump, pro- Clinton messages, so he ultimately got canned from the investigation.

The question is, how did this guy get on your supposedly unbiased team in the first place, when you
consider that this is the same guy that had a key position investigating the Hillary Clinton e-mail server
scandal, and apparently had a hand in altering the FBI's conclusion that Clinton was grossly negligent,
down to "extremely careless," so she could escape prosecution and thus stay in the race against Donald
Trump.

And now we learn that the number two guy on Mueller's team, Andrew Weissmann, is just as biased as
Strzok. He made an anti-Trump communication to the since-fired Sally Yates, and the depths of this anti-
Trump bias on the Mueller team just goes on and on. It's absolutely shocking.

Director Wray, | know all this took place before you took the helm at the FBI, but none other than the

president of the United States has said that an organization that most Americans, including myself, hold
in the highest esteem, the FBI, is in tatters.
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What can you do -- what will you do to restore confidence in the premier law enforcement agency in the
world?

WRAY:

Congressman, | appreciate the question and the reason for the question. It goes to the heart of whether
or not the bureau is following its processes and the rules and the guidelines, and adhering to the
independence and objectivity and professionalism that we all come to expect and respect from the FBI.

And | think the best way that | can validate the trust of the American people in the FBI is to ensure that
we bring that same level of professionalism and integrity and objectivity and adherence to process in
everything we do. As | said at the beginning, | think it is important that we not jump firstand ask
guestions later.

So the second thing that | think can be done is, when there are fair questions to be asked about things
like whether or not some of the decisions made in the 2016 investigation were handled appropriately or
were subject or based on any kind of improper considerations, rather than have the FBI investigate
itself, having an outside inspector general do the investigation and report to all of us on the findings, |
think, is the -- one of the best things | can do. And then, based on that information, | won't hesitate to
take appropriate action based on what it is he finds.

CHABOT:
Thank you.

And I'm almost out of time, but let me ask you, would you as FBI director, for example, ever permit
associates of someone under investigation who themselves could also be under investigation to sitin an
interview with the accused?

WRAY:

Well, I will say this: Having been, as | said to Congressman Nadler, both a line prosecutor a Justice
Department official, but then also a defense attorney, that -- that's not my experience as the normal
practice.

I'm also, however, reluctant to ever answer questions, as you can appreciate, with a hypothetical about
whether | would ever do something, because every investigation is subject to its own unique
circumstances.

CHABOT:
| certainly understand it, because that's exactly what happened in the so-called investigation of Hillary
Clinton. And | yield back my time.

GOODLATTE:
The chair recognizes the gentlewoman from California, Ms. Lofgren, for five minutes.

LOFGREN:

Well, thank you, Mr. Chairman. And thank you, Mr. Director, for being here today. And thanks to you for
your leadership of this agency, and to the men and women who work so hard to protect our country and
to serve the United States. It's -- we all appreciate it, even though we might have a few questions.
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My question -- my first question has to do with cybersecurity. You know, the -- there's a rapidly growing
threat of cyber attacks at all levels, federal, state and local, business, personal level. And | was really
concerned to learn in November of a report highlighting the FBI's failure to notify multiple government
officials that they were the target of a Russian hacking campaign.

LOFGREN:

Now, at least according to this report, 500 people were targeted in the past year, including officials as
high-profile as the former head of the Defense Intelligence Agency, the former head of the -- Air Force
intelligence. Many of these people still had security clearances or worked for the government.

So I'd like to know -- the FBI was, as | understand it, correct me if I'm wrong - of these efforts for at least
a year, but, | am advised, informed only two of the targets. Can you explain why these individuals had to
learn from the Associated Press that they were targets of an aggressive Russian hacking effort?

And do we know if any classified information was stolen? Were any members of Congress or
congressional staff a target? And what mechanisms or additional resources need to be put in place so
that targeted officials know they're at risk when there's a foreign operation such as this?

WRAY:

Well, Congresswoman, | think I'm not comfortable trying to discuss this -- specific victim engagements in
a particular investigation, at least in this setting. But | think what | can tell you, which might be helpful,
in response is that we have very well- established criteria and policies and procedures for questions of
victim notification in cyber matters.

And the questions -- and | probably can't repeat them to you verbatim, but | can give you the gist of
them -- the questions go to things like, number one, can we identify the victim, which in a lot of cases is
harder than you might think; number two, is the information that we have at that point in the
investigation actionable for the victim -- is there something they can do with it, you know, can it -- could
sharing the information actually protect somebody, prevent a loss, et cetera?

We also look at whether or not sharing the information at the time that we -- you know, in question
would potentially compromise or jeopardize an existing investigation or reveal sources and methods,
which is often the case in these kinds of investigations.

LOFGREN:
But -- yeah.

WRAY:

And the last point | guess | would make is that, when you have a large number of people, it's much
easier for us to provide victim notification when we have official or government or corporate accounts,
where we can contact the chief information security officer and then they can communicate to all the
people who are on that server.

When you talk about Gmail accounts and things like that, it gets a lot harder, because a lot of people's
Gmail addresses don't have, you know, Wray -- C-W-R-A-Y, or, you know, Lofgren, or...

(CROSSTALK)
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LOFGREN:

Right. But, for example -- and | assume, if what you're describing is the current practice, when the
Democratic National Committee was hacked by the Russians, the FBI contacted an intern. They never
contacted the chairman of the DNC. She found out, you know, months later. So, hopefully, those types
of procedures have been revised. Do you know that?

WRAY:

| think the procedures themselves remain the same, and the procedures themselves, | think, are pretty
sound. The question of -- but if you think about what they are, they are questions that the investigators
have to ask in each victim notification context.

LOFGREN:

Well, let me go -- when we had the Attorney General here recently, we asked -- there's an ongoing
effort to hack into the election system. We know that from various reports. And the Attorney General
said he -- really, nothing was going on that he hadn't been able to pay -- I'm paraphrasing -- he would
say it's really important; we haven't spent enough time on it.

I'm getting the sense that that's true across the government. In fact, we've got systems that were
hacked within half an hour at DEF CON by -- state voting systems. What is the FBI doing, relative to
preserving the integrity of the voting structure itself for the next election?

WRAY:
Mr. Chairman, may -- | see my time -- may | answer that one?

(CROSSTALK)

GOODLATTE:
Yes (ph).

WRAY:
Thank you.

Well, | think the FBI is actually very focused on this subject. It's one of the things that I've tried to insist
on, upon arriving. We have a foreign influence task force that we stood up that brings together both our
counterintelligence division, our cyber division and our criminal division, as well as some other parts of
the bureau.

We are in coordination, through that task force, with DHS, which of course has responsibility for a lot of
the election infrastructure, along with states. We are in contact with our foreign partners, because, as
you know, efforts to interfere with elections are occurring in other countries, as well, and so, by doing
that with our close relationships with our foreign counterparts, we learn more about tradecraft methods
and things like that.

So we're acutely focused on looking out for signs of interference in the 2018 or 2020 election cycle.

LOFGREN:

18



If | may, Mr. Chair, | know my time is up, but | hope that there is an effort by the bureau to communicate
with state election officers, who oftentimes have been kept in the dark.

And | yield back.

GOODLATTE:
The chair recognizes the gentleman from California, Mr. Issa, for five minutes.

ISSA:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director Wray, a couple of questions, one is one that I'm sure you're aware of, and I'm just going to ask
itas a "Do you agree?" And it's not hypothetical, but it's nonspecific. Do you agree that persons should
not have their assets forfeited without due process and a provable link to criminal activity?

WRAY:
Well, Congressman, it's been a while since | looked at the law on asset forfeiture. So | want to be
careful...

(CROSSTALK)

ISSA:
Well, this is a -- this is a constitutional, not a statutory question.

WRAY:
Well, | believe that, in the context of asset forfeiture, we should respect the constitution.

ISSA:

OK. So it's fair to say that, if somebody has $10,000 in their van, they have it taken from them and they
have to sue to get it back, even though they're never charged with a crime, that would be wrong under
due process in the Constitution?

WRAY:
Well, again, I'm not trying to make this difficult, but | -- you know, to me, asset forfeiture questions raise
all kinds of complicated case law questions about due process, et cetera.

What | do believe -- due process and adherence to the Constitution are incredibly important in the asset
forfeiture context, as in elsewhere.

ISSA:
Thank you, Director.

Now, switching to the matter of Peter Strzok -- and | had a long time working with your folks on the
personnel side, over at Oversight, where -- where we oversee a lot of those things.

And | just want to make the record straight, now that you're, in addition to being the chief from a law
enforcement standpoint, you're also sort of the ultimate head of H.R. for those tens of thousands of
people who are working so hard for us: Is an FBl agent allowed to have a political opinion?
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WRAY:
Yes.

ISSA:
Is an FBIl agent allowed to communicate that political opinion to their wife or even their mistress?

WRAY:
Yes.

ISSA:
So nothing in a text simply communicating a political opinion would be cause for firing or any other
action under the ordinary rules of the FBIl or any federal person (ph), correct?

WRAY:
| think each question would have to be based on its own circumstances. Certainly, | can imagine
situations, as you're describing, where it wouldn't be, and | can imagine situations where it might be.

ISSA:

So that brings us to a situation, now, in which an individual is key to the question of whether or not
there should be a full de novo review of the FBI's actions as to Hillary Clinton and the decision not to
prosecute her, since he was -- he was actively involved in that.

So my question to you is, since it's clear that whatever Peter Strzok did was sufficient to have him
relieved -- something that, in the ordinary course of simply communicating a political opinion, would not
cause that, and would be inappropriate to relieve somebody simply for having a political opinion -- will
you make available to this committee, upon the chairman's obvious request, the ability to see any or all
of those 10,000 texts sufficient to understand why this individual was dismissed and how it might be
relevant to the question of the objectivity of Director Comey's investigation and conclusions?

WRAY:
Well, there's a couple parts to your question, if | might. First, | want to be clear that the individual in
guestion has not been dismissed or disciplined. What happened was -- what...

ISSA:
He has not been dismissed, but he's been relieved from the duties he had and he's now...

WRAY:
Well, he was...

ISSA:
... he'snow in H.R., which...

WRAY:

... he was reassigned -- he was reassigned away from the special counsel investigation, which is different
than disciplinary action.
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Second, as to the question of access to the text messages, we'd be happy to try to work with the
committee on that. | want to be sensitive to that fact that there is an active -- very active outside,
independent investigation by the inspector general, and the last thing | want to do and, | think, the last
thing this committee would want to do -- would somehow compromise or interfere with that.

So we'll have to go through a process to assess how we can be sensitive to those operational
considerations, while at the same time, as we should be, be responsive to Congress and this committee
in its oversight responsibility (ph).

GOODLATTE:
Would the gentleman yield on that?

ISSA:
Of course I'd yield to Chairman.

GOODLATTE:
| thank the gentleman for yielding.

We have been in communication with the Inspector General. We very much respect the investigation
that is taking place there. And we have asked the Department of Justice and, through them, the Federal
Bureau of Investigation for all of the 1.2 million documents that have been provided to the inspector
general, minus those that relate to any particular on-going grand jury investigation.

Now, | have received back from the assistant attorney general, Mr. Boyd, a letter indicating that they
will make a fulsome response to that request.

So | would like, in following up with Mr. Issa's question, to hear you tell us that you will also provide us
with that honoring of that fulsome request, because most of those documents that the department has
committed to provide are coming from the Federal Bureau of Investigation.

WRAY:

Sir, and | don't mean to suggest that we wouldn't be fully responsive and cooperative with the
committee -- I'm simply saying that we would work with the Justice Department in making sure that we
have considered all of the appropriate factors that we need to to make sure that we're not doing
something on the -- in terms of unintended consequences with ongoing investigations. But we have no
desire to frustrate the very legitimate oversight requests of this committee.

NADLER:
Would the chairman yield for a moment?

GOODLATTE:
Yes, | yield to the gentleman.

NADLER:
Thank you.
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| just want to ask the director, do the -- can this kind or does this kind of document requests of the
inspector general on an ongoing investigation -- could it interfere with that investigation? Is it proper to
respond fulsomely? | mean, what are the limitations here?

WRAY:
Well, | think a lot of that is -- requires, as the chairman referenced, us to make sure that we are touching
base with the inspector general, since it's his investigation and not ours.

If the inspector general is comfortable with the information being provided and that it's not going to
interfere with or impede his investigation, then that's one very, very significant consideration that can
be put to the side. So we'll...

NADLER:
But if he's not going to abide (ph)...

(CROSSTALK)

WRAY:

| can commit that our staff will work with the Justice Department staff and your staff to make sure that
we're doing everything we possibly can to be responsive, while at the same time making sure that we're
not in some way jeopardizing or compromising an ongoing investigation or revealing something about a
-- you know, a grand jury matter or anything like that.

NADLER:

We ask for it minus grand jury material. Obviously, it takes some time to do that. The -- Mr. Boyd
committed to a date of January 15, and he's going to require your cooperation. So we want to have your
assurance that that cooperation in meeting that date will be forthcoming.

We would tend to follow up with further letters on clarifying this. But it's very important that we have
this information very quickly. The inspector general is completely cooperative with us in his

investigation, but they're not his documents.

They are the FBI, the Department of Justice's documents. So the request is not directed at him; it's
directed to the department, and we need to have full response.

WRAY:
We intend to be fully cooperative with both this committee and the inspector general.

GOODLATTE:
| robbed the gentleman from California of a bit of his time. So I'm going to...

NADLER:
| have to say | yield back.

(LAUGHTER)
GOODLATTE:
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I will...

ISSA:
I'll be brief, Mr. Chairman.

(CROSSTALK)

GOODLATTE:
The gentleman is recognized for an additional minute.

ISSA:
Thank you.

Director, at this time, as far as you know, you're not asserting or believe there's any privilege as to those
documents. Is that correct?

WRAY:
Well, I haven't reviewed the however many million documents that...

ISSA:
I'm only saying that you -- at this time, you know of no privilege?

WRAY:
I'm not aware of it, but | really haven't asked the question yet, to be honest.

ISSA:
OK, | appreciate that.

And then, lastly, since -- in the case of Peter Strzok and other statements, because this information was
not made available to us at a time in which you predecessor, Mr. Comey, specifically said he was
breaking precedent and being open and transparent as to the investigation of Hillary Clinton's taking
from government possession documents under the Federal Records Act and classified documents, do
you agree that a de novo review, at some point, by someone, is clearly warranted as to whether or not
the decision not to prosecute was appropriate?

WRAY:

Well, Congressman, | think what | would say to that is there is a -- what | would consider a de novo
outside, independent review by the inspector general into whether or not decisions made, including
charging or not charging decisions in the matter that you're referring to, were based on any kind of
improper considerations or political considerations.

And, depending on what the inspector general finds, there could be any range of possible steps that we
or others would have to take in response to those findings.

ISSA:

So it's not a de novo review by the inspector general, but a review of whether or not impropriety
occurred. And, as such, a de novo review of that decision not to prosecute Hillary Clinton would be the
question?
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GOODLATTE:
The time of the gentleman has expired.

WRAY:
| think I...

GOODLATTE:
The director may answer the question.

WRAY:

... yeah, | think | can briefly respond, which is, | think of the inspector general's investigation as de novo
in one sense, which is that it's objective, arm's-length, no skin in the game, if you will. Butit's -- you're
right that the inspector general is not second-guessing prosecutorial decisions and things like that.

However, however, the inspector general is looking at the very important question of whether or not
improper political considerations factored into the decision-making. If he were to conclude that that's
what happened, then | think, at that point, we're in a situation we have to assess what else might need
to be done to un-ring that bell, if you will.

ISSA:
Thank you. | yield back.

GOODLATTE:
The chair recognizes the gentlewoman from Texas, Mrs. Jackson Lee, for five minutes.

JACKSON LEE:
| thank the chairman. | welcome you, Director, and | thank you for your service.

I'm holding in my hand right now the mission of the FBI, which reads, "The mission of the FBI is to
protect and defend the United States against terrorists and foreign intelligence threats, to uphold and
enforce the criminal laws of the United States, and to provide leadership and criminal justice services to
federal, state, municipal and international agencies and partners, and to perform these responsibilities
in a manner that is responsive to the needs of the public and is faithful to the Constitution of the United
States."

Do you adhere to that mission?

WRAY:
Yes, ma'am.

JACKSON LEE:
Does that mission include your responding to the political bias and comments of politicians?

WRAY:

| do not think it is part of my responsibility to respond to opinions and biases, if they are out there, by
politicians.
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JACKSON LEE:

If -- and forgive me for the time period that | have -- if Director Comey made a statement that there
would be no prosecution against the former secretary of state, would that statement have been
reviewed by the Department of Justice?

WRAY:
Well, Congresswoman, | think that -- how that all -- that whole decision-making was handled...

JACKSON LEE:
But is that -- let (ph)...

WRAY:
... is part of what the inspector general is looking at.

JACKSON LEE:

... no, is that the protocol? You indicated that you report to the deputy attorney general; he reports to
the attorney general. And so, in the normal protocol, a statement that you would've made, or any other
FBI director would've made -- Director Mueller, when he was the FBI director -- reviewed by that
protocol.

Is that the likely protocol?

WRAY:
Likely protocol, sure.

JACKSON LEE:

Let me move on to indicate that it was stated earlier that the FBI -- that the former secretary disclosed
top secrets into e-mails -- whether that -- and asked the question whether that should be investigated.
The present president disclosed Top Secret classified information to Russian ambassador and foreign
minister in the Oval Office.

Is the FBI investigating those disclosures?

WRAY:
Congresswoman, | wouldn't confirm or suggest the existence of any ongoing investigation.

JACKSON LEE:

Just a few years ago, this committee considered and eventually moved on a obstruction of justice
element in an impeachment proceeding. Do you believe -- yes or no: Can a sitting president commit
obstruction of justice?

WRAY:
Congresswoman, legal questions, especially legal questions regarding impeachment, are not something
that I'm equipped to answer in this setting...

JACKSON LEE:
This is separate and...
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WRAY:
...as an FBI director.

JACKSON LEE:
... this is separate and apart from impeachment. Do you believe that a sitting president can commit an
obstruction of justice?

WRAY:
That also is a legal question, and | would defer to the lawyers on that one. I'm a now-reformed lawyer as
an FBI director.

JACKSON LEE:
| understand. Is it your opinion that, if a sitting president commits a crime, then it becomes a non-crime?

WRAY:
I'm sorry. | couldn't hear you.

JACKSON LEE:
If a sitting president commits a crime, does it become a non-crime?

WRAY:
Same answer.

JACKSON LEE:
Let me move on to the idea of the quote from the president of the United States. And do you believe

that the FBI's reputation is in tatters? What impact did that have on the FBI?

And my -- if you would move quickly, | know you gave a long assessment, but what impact would that
have on the FBI, if that is a statement made nationally, and also to the world -- that the FBI is in tatters?

WRAY:
Congresswoman, the agents, analysts and staff of the FBI are big boys and girls. We understand that we
will take criticism from all corners, and we're accustomed to that.

| believe, personally, based on what I've seen, that our reputation with our counterparts in law
enforcement, federal, state and local; our counterparts in the intelligence community; our counterparts
around the world; the communities that we serve; the victims that we protect; the judges we appear
before; the scientists we interact with in the laboratory services space, for example...

JACKSON LEE:
| have another question.

WRAY:
... my experience has been that our reputation is quite good.

JACKSON LEE:
Thank you very much.
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| want it to (ph) be assured to the American people that Andrew Weissmann and Peter Strzok, who were
removed from their posts -- that that will not sabotage Bob Mueller's investigation to Trump campaign's
collusion with Russia -- their removal.

WRAY:
I'm sorry. I...

JACKSON LEE:
That their removal -- Peter Strzok and Mr. Weissmann -- will not sabotage Mueller's investigation into
Russian collusion -- their removal from the investigation.

WRAY:
I'm not aware of any effort by anyone to sabotage -- or less, even -- Special Counsel Mueller's
investigation.

JACKSON LEE:

Thank you. Let me ask the question on the black identity extremists. You indicated, or we have had
some conversations -- let me indicate to you that a report that was done August 14th, 2017 said that,
during the same period of this report, they found that right-wing extremists were behind nearly twice as
many incidents, 115, and just over a third of these incidents were foiled, than those who might be
considered Islamists or might be considered others.

There is a black extremist identity report. Again, | ask the question, would you see that that report be
clarified? And would you take note of the fact that the convictions dealing with violence are more for
the -- looking for my chart -- are more dealing with Islamists and left-wing and less for right-wing?

So right-wing extremists are not being prosecuted. Black identity extremists, as declared by the FBI, are
in fact subjected to a report. And in -- and, if | might say, a FBI that is not diverse, that | know that we
would like to work on to make diverse -- but they are not being prosecuted the way -- right-wing.

Right-wing has the lowest amount of prosecutions in the United States; percent of domestic terror
incidents involving federal prosecution, the right wing is the lowest. The left wing is prosecuted 100
percent. Can you explain that?

GOODLATTE:
The time of -- the time of the gentlewoman has expired. The director is permitted to answer the
question.

WRAY:

Congresswoman, I'd have -- I'd have to look at the statistics that you saw. | can tell you that we have our
-- in our domestic terrorism program, that the last time | looked, we have about 50 percent more white
supremacist -- what -- the category that we would call white supremacist investigations than we do in
the black identity extremist category.

The other point | would make is that, in all of these contexts in the domestic terrorism arena -- that we
only investigate if there are three things: one, federal criminal activity -- credible evidence of federal
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crime; two, credible information suggesting an attempt to use force or violence; and three, those things
in furtherance of a political or social goal.

If we don't have that, we don't investigate -- it doesn't matter whether they're right-wing, left-wing or
any other wing.

JACKSON LEE:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I'd like a report back on that question, please. Thank you very much.

GOODLATTE:
The gentleman from lowa, Mr. King, is recognized for five minutes.

KING:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And thank you, Director, for your testimony here today and your service to
our country.

| --a number of curiosities | come here with this morning, as all of us do. And one of them is that, in the
FBI interview and investigation of General Flynn -- are there -- are there notes from those interviews, do
you know?

WRAY:
Number one, | don't know. But, beyond that, | wouldn't want to comment on a ongoing investigation
being run by the special counsel.

KING:
And, in a normal circumstance like that, would you expect there to be notes in any other case?

WRAY:
Itis our normal practice to memorialize interviews.

KING:
And do so by notes?

WRAY:

Well, it usually gets reflected in an FBI -- what's called an FBI 302. How agents go from the process of the
spoken conversation to the 302 varies. And then there are other settings where it's a different kind of
format.

KING:
But, when an agent sits someone down for that kind of interview, notes would be normal. In most cases,
would there also be an audio tape recorded?

WRAY:
Actually, | think an audio tape would be unusual.

KING:
Or a videotape would fit that same category as unusual.
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WRAY:
Likewise, also unusual.

KING:
Thank you. And - but you don't know whether there are -- they are available for General Flynn? | bring
this up because of the interview of Hillary Clinton.

And, when we interviewed some of the members of the former administration that were familiar with
the interview -- the matter, we'll use their word and the -- let's call it now the investigation of Hillary
Clinton -- and we learned here in this room that there were no notes available to us, that there were no
audio and no video available to us, and in fact they had not been made available to the attorney general,
Loretta Lynch, and neither had they been made available, or at least reviewed, by former Director
Comey.

And it was curious to me that a heavy decision of the -- one of the highest investigations in the history of
this country -- the people who made the decision on it didn't review the materials. They just simply
received the briefing of the people that they had appointed to do the investigation.

| guess I'll ask you -- you're going to tell me you don't have an opinion on that. Would you conduct
similar investigations in a similar manner? Doesn't -- wouldn't that send off an alarm bell to you, if that
were going on within your department today?

WRAY:

Well, I think what | would say is that | think investigations are best conducted by taking appropriate
memorialization of an interview. What | will also say is that, in the particular investigation, | think your
guestion goes to whether or not the handling of the investigation was skewed or tainted in some way by
improper political considerations. And | think that's what the outside inspector general is looking at, and
I'm looking forward to seeing what he finds.

KING:

And | -- and | believe that the question's already been asked about the principals that were in the room
during that investigation, and (ph) one is counsel, and -- at the same time being a subject of the
investigation.

I'll pass that along and put some more information out here before this committee. In October of 2015,
President Obama referenced the lack of intent on the part of Hillary Clinton -- that she wouldn't
jeopardize national security, would never intend to do so.

That was October of 2015. April of 2016, he made a similar statement that Hillary Clinton was an
outstanding secretary of state; she would never intentionally put America in any kind of a jeopardy.

We also noticed that the language has been moved from "extreme carelessness" -- or, excuse me, from
"gross negligence" to "extreme carelessness." That "carelessness" was also language that President
Obama used in his public discussions of the matter.

Now, I'm going to make the point here that it looks to me that the "get out of jail free" card that Hillary
Clinton received is rooted clear back in Barack Obama, in his introduction of the word intent, or lack of
intent, as a requirement for 18 USC 793(f). And that's been brought up here.
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And so I'd ask you again -- surely you've examined the definition and the distinction between "extreme
carelessness" and also -- "extreme carelessness" and the "gross negligence" that's within the statute.
You're really going to tell us today that you don't have an opinion on that distinction?

WRAY:

"Gross negligence" is the language in the statute, | believe. But | believe, also, that almost anybody who
grabbed a thesaurus would say that "gross negligence" and "extremely careless" are pretty darn close to
each other.

| will also say that the -- whether or not the handling -- including the handling of the statement that
Director Comey issued -- is exactly what the inspector general is investigating, and, | think, as he should.
It's better that the FBI not -- FBI not investigate itself on this, and | think that's what the inspector
general is doing. So that would be my response to that question.

KING:
And | thank you. And it does do a clarification to your earlier response, and | appreciate that.

I'd like to follow up with this: that there's a report that there are investigations going on on 27 potential
leakers within the FBI. And | want to also ask if the unmasking that was ordered by the executive branch
of government that took place shortly before the election -- I'll say September, October of 2016, and on
throughout the transition period until the inauguration of -- and even beyond, perhaps -- of President
Trump -- has any investigative committee in Congress had access to the full list of those unmasking
requests? And how much of that is classified?

WRAY:

Congressman, | don't know what access committees have had to unmasking requests - specific
committees. I'd be happy to have my staff take a look at that. | will say that unmasking requests get
made not just by parts of the intelligence community, but by -- congressional committees themselves
often ask for unmasking, so that they can digest the information.

A lot of times, concerns -- legitimate concerns about unmasking are really almost more about, to me, a
problem that | take very seriously, which is leaks of information. And that's something that -- we have,
now, a dedicated unit, since I've taken over, that's focused specifically on that.

We've also recently reissued -- not reissued, issued -- a new media policy that clamps down and tightens
up the rules about interaction with the media inside the FBI. And that's something that | think we take
very, very, very seriously.

KING:

Well, I thank you. I'll just say, in conclusion, we know as much about the conversation on the Phoenix
tarmac between President Clinton and Loretta Lynch as we do about the interview of Hillary Rodham
Clinton within the FBI.

GOODLATTE:
Time of the gentleman has expired.

KING:
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Thank you. | yield back.

GOODLATTE:
The chair recognizes the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. Cohen, for five minutes.

COHEN:

Thank you, Mr. Chair. Director Wray, we in Memphis have been blessed with good FBI agents, and |
believe the FBI has an outstanding reputation, and has, probably, other than some flaws with J. Edgar
Hoover, historically had a great reputation.

In Memphis, | had a situation where there was a county employee named Mickey Wright, who was
murdered. The FBI worked on that case and saw to it that justice was found, and he got a life sentence.
And it was the FBI that did that.

They recently arrested a man named Castelo -- Lorenzo Castelo -- and found -- got him for 15 pounds of
meth, which is the drug you ought to be looking at -- drugs like opioids and meth and crack and heroin,
not so much cannabis -- and $400,000, and had 10 people arrested and convicted.

And they also got Larry Bates, who swindled a lot of people in church from -- out of millions and millions
-- $68 million, and got him 22 years in jail. So the FBI's done a great job.

After the president said, which | disagree with, that the FBI was in tatters, Director Comey tweeted, "I
must let the American people know the truth. The FBI's honest. The FBI's strong, and the FBI is and
always will be independent." Did you welcome his tweet, and do you agree with it?

WRAY:

Well, | believe that description of the FBI aligns with my own description. As my folks would tell you, I'm
not really a Twitter guy. I've never tweeted, don't have any plans to tweet and don't really engage in
tweeting.

COHEN:
You've been at the FBI long enough to know the reputation of previous directors. What was the
reputation of Director Comey within the agents of the FBI?

WRAY:

Well, my experience with Director Comey -- it was that, when | worked with him, which was back in the
early 2000s -- was that he was a smart lawyer, a dedicated public servant and somebody that | enjoyed
working with. We haven't stayed in as much touch over the last several years, and of course, there's
now the ongoing investigation, but my experiences have all been positive.

COHEN:
Do you know the reputation of Director Mueller within FBI agents, in FBI lore (ph)?

WRAY:
My experience has been that Director Mueller is very well- respected within the FBI.

COHEN:
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When you were interviewed by President Trump, and you were interviewed by President Trump before
you were appointed, was that -- is that not the case?

WRAY:
Yes. Not exclusively, but yes.

COHEN:
What questions did he ask you?

WRAY:

My recollection is the conversations were more about my background, and in particular, we talked a lot
about my desire to join the war on -- counter terror, as somebody who had been in the Justice
Department and in FBI headquarters on the day of 9/11 itself, and having met -- | talked a lot about my
interaction with the victims of 9/11 in my last law enforcement experience and my desire to return to
public service to keep people safe.

COHEN:
He didn't ask you any questions about Russia or about Mr. Comey or Mr. Mueller, or any other
questions like that at all?

WRAY:
No.

COHEN:
Good. Very good.

The FBI concentrates on situations that presently are a threat to United States, or to safety of the public.
Is that correct?

WRAY:
Yes.

COHEN:

So the issues concerning the current president would be more important to you than the issues
concerning the person who he defeated, who is now in -- not in office. Would that be an accurate
assessment?

WRAY:

Well, I'm reluctant to try to compare one matter to another in that way. What | would tell you is that we
take any effort to interfere with our election very seriously. | take any effort to mishandle classified
information very seriously.

COHEN:
Well, thank you.

Benjamin Franklin said that he gave the American people a republic, if you can keep it. You are the heir
to the legacy of Griffin Bell, having worked at King & Spalding. And you have an excellent reputation, if
you can keep it. You will be tested. | feel you will rise to the task, but you will be tested.
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| yield back the balance of my time.

GOODLATTE:
Chair thanks the gentleman.

Recognize the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Jordan, for five minutes.

JORDAN:
Thank you. Director, was Agent Peter Strzok the former deputy head of counterintelligence at the FBI?

WRAY:
| don't remember his exact title, but | believe that's correct.

JORDAN:

And he's the same Peter Strzok who was a key player in the Clinton investigation, the same Peter Strzok
who interviewed Cheryl Mills, Huma Abedin, participated in the Clinton -- Secretary Clinton's interview?
And he's also the same Peter Strzok who -- now we know -- changed Director Comey's exoneration
letter, changed the term "gross negligence," which is a crime, to "extreme carelessness"? Is that the
same guy?

WRAY:
Well, Congressman, | don't know every step that the individual you mentioned was involved in. But
certainly, | know that he was heavily involved in the Clinton e-mail investigation.

JORDAN:

And he -- thank you. And he -- and is it -- is this the same Peter Strzok who helped -- was a key player in
the Russian investigation, and the same Peter Strzok who was put on Mueller's team -- Special Counsel
Bob Mueller's team?

WRAY:
| certainly know that he was working on the special counsel's investigation. Whether or not he would be
characterized as...

JORDAN:
And the same...

WRAY:
... a key player on that investigation, that's really not for me to say.

JORDAN:

... OK -- and the same Peter Strzok that, we learned this past weekend, was removed from the special
counsel team because he exchanged text messages with a colleague at the FBI that were -- displayed a
pro-Clinton bias -- is that accurate?

WRAY:
Yes.

33



JORDAN:
Talking about the same guy? OK.

WRAY:
Yes.

JORDAN:

Well, here's what I'm not getting: Peter Strzok is selected to be on Mueller's team, after all this history,
put on Mueller's team, and then he's removed for some pro-Clinton text messages. | mean, there are all
kinds of people on Mueller's team who are pro-Clinton. There's been all kinds of stories -- PolitiFact
reported 96 percent of the top lawyers' contributions went to Clinton or Obama.

But Peter Strzok, the guy who ran the Clinton investigation; interviewed Mills, Abedin; interviewed
Secretary Clinton; changed "gross negligence," a crime, to the term "extreme carelessness;" who ran the
Russian investigation; who interviewed Mike Flynn gets put on Mueller's team, and then he gets kicked
off for a text message that's anti-Trump.

If you kicked everybody off Mueller's team who was anti-Trump, | don't think there'd be anybody left. So
here -- there's got to be something more here. It can't just be some text messages that show a pro-
Clinton, anti-Trump bias. There's got to be something more. And I'm trying to figure out what it is.

But my hunch is it has something to do with the dossier. Director, did Peter Strzok help produce and
present the application to the FISA court to secure a warrant to spy on Americans associated with the
Trump campaign?

WRAY:
Congressman, I'm not prepared to discuss anything about a FISA process in this setting.

JORDAN:
Not a -- we're not talking about what happened in the court. We're talking about what the FBI took to
the court, the application. Did Peter Strzok -- was he involved in taking that to the court?

WRAY:
I'm not going to discuss in this setting anything to do with the FISA court applications.

JORDAN:
Well, let's remember a couple of things, director, and | know you know this. We've all been made aware
of this in the last few weeks. Let's remember a couple of things about the dossier.

The Democratic National Committee and the Clinton campaign, which we now know were one and the
same, paid the law firm, who paid Fusion GPS, who paid Christopher Steele, who then paid Russians to
put together a report that we call a dossier, full of all kinds of fake news, National Enquirer garbage.

And it's been reported that this dossier was all dressed up by the FBI, taken to the FISA court and

presented as a legitimate intelligence document, that it became the basis for granting a warrant to spy
on Americans.
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And I'm wondering -- I'm wondering if that actually took place. It sure looks like it did, and the easiest
way to clear it up is for you guys to tell us what was in that application and who took it there.

WRAY:
Congressman, our staffs have been having extensive interaction with both intelligence committees on
our interaction with the FISA court, and | think that's the appropriate setting for those questions.

JORDAN:

Here's what | think, Director Wray. | think Peter Strzok, head of counterintelligence at the FBI; Peter
Strzok, the guy who ran the Clinton investigation, did all the interviews; Peter Strzok, the guy who was
running the Russian investigation at the FBI; Peter Strzok, Mr. Super Agent at the FBI -- | think he's the
guy who took the application to the FISA court.

And if that happened -- | mean, think -- if this happened, if you had the FBI working with a campaign, the
Democrats' campaign, taking opposition research, dressing it all up and turning it into an intelligence
document and taking it to the FISA court so they could spy on the other campaign -- if that happened,
that is as wrong as gets.

And you know what? Maybe I'm wrong. You could clear it all up. You could clear it all up for all of us
here -- all the Congress who wants to know, and frankly, all of America who wants to know -- you could
clear all up by releasing (ph) -- we sent you a letter two days ago -- just release the application.

Tell us what was in it. Tell us if I'm wrong. But | don't think I am. | think that's exactly what happened.
And, if it did, it is as wrong as it can be, and people who did that need to be held accountable.

WRAY:

Congressman, we will not hesitate to hold people accountable after there has been an approp riate
investigation, independent and objective, by the inspector general into the handling of the prior matter.
And, based on that, | will look at all available remedies, depending on what the facts are when they are
found.

As to the access to the dossier, that's something that is the subject of ongoing discussion between my
staff and the various intelligence committees.

JORDAN:

There's nothing prohibiting you, Director. Is there anything prohibiting you from showing this committee
the -- what was presented to the FISA court -- that -- the application you all put together at the FBI, that
was presented to the FISA court? Is there anything preventing you from showing us that?

GOODLATTE:
The time of the gentleman has expired. The director can respond.

WRAY:
| do not believe that | can legally and appropriately share a FISA court submission with this committee.

JORDAN:
I'm talking about what the FBI put together, not what the court had. What you took there -- what was --
the process put together, what you presented, what you took to the court.
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WRAY:

When | sign FISA applications, which | have to do almost every day of the week, they are all covered with
a "classified information" cover. So that's part of why we will not be discussing it here.

JORDAN:
Director, is it likely that Peter Strzok -- is it likely that Peter Strzok...

GOODLATTE:
The gentleman -- the gentleman -- the gentleman...

JORDAN:
... played a part in the application presented to the FISA court?

GOODLATTE:
... the gentleman's time has expired. However, | do want to follow up on your last response to the
gentleman.

This committee, the House Judiciary Committee, has primary jurisdiction over the Foreign Intelligence
Surveillance Court. So any request for documents coming to any part of the Congress should include the
House Judiciary Committee.

And if it is classified in any way, shape or form, it can be provided to us in a classified setting, but that is
information that we are very much interested in...

JORDAN:
Mr. Chairman...

GOODLATTE:
... and very much want to receive.

JORDAN:

... the discussion -- the chairman -- yeah, | don't think there's anything prohibiting the FBI from giving us
what they used to put together what was taken to the FISA court. That's what we're asking for, and
there is nothing prohibiting him from doing that.

GOODLATTE:
| don't think there is, either. The time the gentleman has expired, however. You care to respond to that,
Director Wray?

WRAY:
No, | think I've covered.

GOODLATTE:
The chair recognizes the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Johnson, for five minutes.

JOHNSON:
Thank you.
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Director Wray, you've led a distinguished career as an assistant U.S. attorney for the Northern District of
Georgia, Atlanta -- we're homeboys on that part -- Justice Department associate, deputy attorney
general, even serving as an assistant attorney general heading up the criminal division of the entire
Justice Department.

And then, as a litigation partner at the international and premier law firm of King & Spalding, you
headed up the special matters and government investigations practice group, which involved
sophisticated government investigatory matters, and -- involving your clients. And, also, you even
represented Governor Christie during the Bridgegate scandal -- successfully, | presume at this point.

So you've had a long career in criminal law and in matters involving government, and | find it hard to
believe that you have not pondered the question of whether or not a president can be guilty of
obstruction of justice. You have pondered that question, have you not?

WRAY:
To be honest, it's really not something I've pondered. That is a question that involves complicated
guestions of separation of powers, and | have...

JOHNSON:
Well, do you...

WRAY:
... this committee won't be shocked to learn, quite a lot on my plate as itis. So | don't have a whole lot
of time to do a lot of pondering.

JOHNSON:
... well, let me just -- let me just ask you the question. Is it your belief that a sitting president can be
guilty of obstructing justice?

WRAY:
That's a legal question that | haven't tried to evaluate.

JOHNSON:
All right. Thank you, sir.

Within the last few days, the House Intelligence Committee has requested documents from you and
other government officials from the so-called Steele dossier.

To date, you and other government officials have refused to comply with the production of these
documents. Why have you failed to produce these documents?

WRAY:

| -- we are having extensive interaction with multiple committees about these issues. They involve
complicated questions, not just of classification; they also affect ongoing investigations, in particular, the
special counsel's investigation.
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And, in particular, in many instances, we are dealing with very, very dicey questions of sources and
methods, which is the lifeblood of foreign intelligence and for our liaison relationships with our foreign
partners.

JOHNSON:
Thank you.

Director Wray, earlier this year, the FBl opened an investigation into the vulnerabilities of the state of
Georgia's election systems. Thereafter, Georgia citizens filed a lawsuit over the security, or lack thereof,
of Georgia's election systems, which were then outsourced by Georgia's secretary of state to the Center
for Election Systems.

Four days after that lawsuit was filed, Georgia election officials wiped clean or deleted the election data
on CES servers. One month later, two additional servers were wiped clean.

So evidence that is critical to the issues raised in the lawsuit and to the FBI investigation, perhaps -- that
information has been destroyed. Can you confirm that the FBI obtained copies of the data on Georgia's
election servers prior to the data being destroyed by Georgia election officials?

WRAY:

Congressman, | can't discuss what the FBI may or may not have obtained in the course of any particular
investigation in this setting.

JOHNSON:
Can you confirm that there is an ongoing investigation into this matter?

WRAY:
Again, | don't want to confirm or deny - it's important that | put both those words in there -- the
existence of a specific investigation.

JOHNSON:
Would you be willing, upon your investigation's completion, if there is an investigation -- would you be
willing to provide this committee with an update on this issue?

WRAY:
If there is information that we could appropriately share on the topic that you're answering (sic) about,
I'd be happy to see if there's something we can do to be helpful and responsive to the committee.

JOHNSON:
Thank you, sir.

The Department of Justice recently admitted in court that they are treating the president's disturbing
and combative tweets as, quote, "official statements of the president of the United States," end quote.

Considering the DOJ's position and the president repeatedly demanding that the FBI investigate his
political opponents, do you consider these tweets to be orders that the FBI must follow?

WRAY:
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That's a legal question, and I'll be guided by the lawyers on that one.

JOHNSON:
So have your lawyers given you an opinion as to whether or not the president's tweets are official
statements?

WRAY:
Well, without discussing, you know, attorney-client communications, I'm still following the ordinary
course of business in terms of what orders we follow.

JOHNSON:
Sir, you've given me every objection for not answering the questions that is in the books, and |
appreciate it. Thank you so much. | yield back.

GOODLATTE:
The time of the gentleman has expired.

The chair recognizes the gentleman from Texas, Mr. Poe, for five minutes.

POE:
Thank you, Chairman. Thank you, Mr. Wray, for being here.

My background -- | was a former prosecutor. | was a judge for 22 years. During that time in the criminal
courts, | had always thought that the FBI had a stellar reputation. In the last few years here in Congress,
| don't have that belief any longer, and | think your predecessor did a lot to damage the reputation of
the FBI. I don't think that the FBI has come back around with that stellar reputation, and that's
unfortunate.

You gave us lots of statistics in the opening statement that -- you made about what the FBI is doing. The
-- | want to talk about FISA, secret courts issuing secret warrants, supposedly to go after terrorists
overseas.

A recent Washington Post article made the comment, or stated that, when information is seized on bad
guys, there is the so-called seizure -- or the seizure of information that belongs to Americans --
inadvertent, as it's called by the legal community.

And in that database are Americans and non-Americans. And the Washington Post article quote (sic)
says, "Many of them in this database were Americans; 90 percent of the account holders whose
communications were collected under 702 were not the intended targets." And about half of the
surveillance files were on Americans.

So you had this database that's supposed to go after the bad guys, and you get that information. But,
inadvertently, you pick up all of this information on Americans who have nothing to do with terrorism.
How many times has this database been queried -- | call the word "searched" -- to find out if there are
identifiers on Americans? How many times has the FBI or the intelligence agency or government done
that?
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WRAY:

Congressman, | don't -- | don't have numbers for you here today. | will tell you that database that we're
talking about is not bulk collection on anyone, first. Number two, it is a database of foreigners
reasonably believed to be located overseas for foreign intelligence purposes. That's what's collected by
the NSA...

POE:
Let me interrupt you...

WRAY:
... the FBI...

POE:

... reclaiming my time. The -- but I'm talking about the inadvertent seizure of information based on this
idea we're going after terrorists. How many people have been queried, searched in that big database?
That's my question.

WRAY:

And, Congressman, | don't have the statistics for you. | can give you one number that may be helpful to
you in answering your question, which is that of what the NSA collects, that the FBI only receives --
much less queries against -- about 4.3 percent of what the NSA collects.

And the individuals that are incidentally collected -- the U.S. person information that's incidentally
collected are people who are in communication with foreigners who are the subject of foreign
intelligence investigations. So, like an ISIS recruiter - if there's a U.S. person picked up, that person
would've been in e-mail contact, for example, with an ISIS recruiter.

POE:

| understand. | understand that. I'm not talking about terrorism. I'm talking about the inadvertent --
where there's a communication with an American, and that American's information is seized and then
later searched by -- whether it's the intelligence community or the FBI. The Washington Post said 90
percent of those seizures were on non-terrorists. Do you agree or disagree with that statistic?

WRAY:
| haven't reviewed the Washington Post's article.

POE:

So you don't. We've asked -- this committee has asked, for a long time -- to give us that information,
because we are now coming up with FISA reauthorization. My opinion is that the FBI and intelligence
service is back-walking that information, because they know FISA comes up at the end of this year, and
then Congress should just reauthorize without knowing how many Americans are searched.

The right of privacy in the Fourth Amendment is guaranteed. I'm sure you believe this, but it is being
abused and stolen by government, in this situation on what's happening to Americans.

And the search of that database, whether it's the first query, which is a search, or a later specific search
of that communication, is being done in secret by our government, and Congress, Judiciary Committee,
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is entitled to that information. And | will disagree with what you said about, "Well, it's classified. | can't
tell you that." That's ridiculous.

Congress is entitled, members of Congress are entitled to every classified piece of information that is in
your possession. That is our position; that is our right as members of Congress. So government can't
have classified information and say, "We're not going to tell you because it's classified." We're entitled
to itin some type of setting.

So | totally disagree with you on that. | hope you can provide us that information before the -- we
reauthorize FISA; otherwise, I'm going to vote against FISA. And | yield back to the chairman.

WRAY:
Mr. Chairman, may | briefly respond?

GOODLATTE:
The director may respond.

WRAY:

First off, as to classified information, we are engaged with the intelligence committees, and we share
classified information with the intelligence committees all the time. And then, under certain
circumstances, as the chairman noted, we are also sharing classified information with the authorizing
committees, like the two judiciary committees.

As to the question of abuses, every court -- every court to have looked at the way in which Section 702 is
handled, including the querying, has concluded that it's being done consistent with the Fourth
Amendment, as has the Independent Privacy and Civil Liberties Oversight Board.

And there has been no abuse found in the 702 program, despite oversight by the inspector general,
multiple sections of oversight within the executive branch, oversight by the federal FISA court and
oversight by the intelligence committees.

POE:
And | disagree with the secret courts on their interpretation of the Fourth Amendment, as does many
other members of Congress.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

GOODLATTE:
Chair thanks the gentleman (ph). His time has expired.

| just want to reiterate, as with the other request, this is a reasonable request by the gentleman from
Texas. It has been made in varying forms by this committee in a bipartisan way, in the past, and we have
not yet received the answers to those questions.

So | would again point out that this committee has oversight responsibility over both the intelligence
unveiled (ph) in court and the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and we have a very nice SCIF where this
all can be discussed in a classified setting, where documents can be examined in a classified setting, and
we think you need to be forthcoming on this.
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So thank you, Director.
The chair recognizes the gentleman from Florida, Mr. Deutch, for five minutes.

DEUTCH:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director, | thank you for being here today and thank you for your service to our country.

Director, as you know, what separates the United States from oligarchies and despots around the world
is the American commitment to the rule of law. That means that powerful people don't get to write
their own rules, means that the president doesn't direct law enforcement to target political enemies or
to go easy on political friends. And it means that judges, police officers and the FBI agents are not
intimidated by demands or tweets or whispers coming out of the White House.

Director Wray, | would commend your commitment to the independence of the FBI and the rule of law.
As to the president's tweet over the weekend that the reputation of the FBl's in tatters, the worst in
history, which, sadly, seems to be shared by many of my colleagues on this committee, | would like to
just take a moment to thank the women and men of the FBI for their hard work, for the work they do
investigating threats of terrorism, public corruption, organized crime, cyber crime, white-collar crime. I'd
like to thank you and them for the work they do to combat violent crime. And I'd like to thank you for
the work they do to enforce our civil rights laws.

| also want to thank your agents that are working with the Mueller investigation, an inquiry that has
already delivered serious charges against the president's campaign manager and a guilty plea from the
president's national security adviser.

Back in September, you reviewed the classified reports compiled by U.S. intelligence agencies that
concluded that Russia interfered in the 2016 election and tried to tilt it in Donald Trump's favor. You said
at the time, "l have no reason to doubt the conclusions the hard- working people who put that together
came to." You still -- you still have that view?

WRAY:
| still believe fundamentally that the conclusions of the ICA are accurate.

DEUTCH:
And the FBI continues to focus on the threats posed by Russian interference in future elections?

WRAY:

Yes, as | was mentioning earlier, we are -- special counsel, of course, is looking backwards. We're looking
forward. We're focused on trying to make sure that any effort by any foreign power to interfere with
our elections is something that we can try to get in front of, investigate and prevent, as best we can.

DEUTCH:

When the special counsel looks backwards on what happens, it's important that the special counsel be
able to do his job. There is legislation -- bipartisan legislation that's been introduced that -- as |
understand, it codifies existing DOJ regulations that special counsel may only be removed for
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misconduct, dereliction of duty, incapacity, conflict of interest or other good cause. Is that how you
understand the DOJ regulations?

WRAY:
I'm not intimately familiar with the exact wording of the regulations, but | have no reason to doubt your
summary of them.

DEUTCH:

Which is why, Mr. Chairman, we ought to be doing exactly that. We have sat here for almost two hours,
and have heard nary a word from my Republican colleagues about Russian interference in our election,
or about the efforts of the Mueller investigation to get to the bottom of it.

And, based on the talking points that we've heard that sound so eerily familiar to those coming from the
president of the United States, it is more apparent than ever -- of this (ph) bipartisan legislation to
protect the special counsel, to ensure that the special counsel can do his job and can pursue, ultimately,
the truth wherever it takes him. It has to be brought up in this committee, must be.

| would urge my colleagues who are as concerned about the Russian interference in our last election and
the potential Russian intervention in future elections, who are as concerned as Director Wray and the
FBI and so many of us are, to let us protect the special counsel.

Director Wray, you also said in September, and | quote, that you said that you "saw no evidence of
White House interference in the probe," the Mueller probe. And you said, quote, "I can say very
confidently that | have not detected any whiff of interference with that investigation," close quote. |
want to make sure that that continues to be your position.

WRAY:

Certainly, Congressman. As | sit here today, | am not aware of -- since I've been on the job, there's been
no effort that I've seen going forward here -- any effort to interfere with Special Counsel Mueller's
investigation.

DEUTCH:
Director Wray, if the president of the United States fired Special Counsel Mueller, would that constitute
interference with Special Counsel Mueller's investigation?

WRAY:
You know, I'm not going to engage in a discussion of hypotheticals. It would absolutely depend on the
circumstances surrounding the firing.

DEUTCH:

If the -- if the president fired the special counsel without satisfying any of the requirements that
currently are in DOJ regulations, without doing it for a cause, but only because he was concerned about
the special counsel getting too close to him, or his closest advisers, or his family, | think the answer to
that is clear to anyone who is watching today, and that's exactly why at this moment, Mr. Chairman, we
have to protect the special counsel.
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There is legislation to do it. History is being written at this moment, and what it's seeing is efforts to
obscure the very reality that's taking place in this country, which is the president's efforts to try to avoid
the special counsel getting too close to him. We can do something about that, to protect this
investigational on behalf of the American people, and | do hope that we will.

And | yield back.

GOODLATTE:
Time of the gentleman has expired.

The chair recognizes the gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. Gowdy -- I'm sorry. I'm sorry -- the
gentleman from Texas, Mr. Gohmert, is recognized for five minutes.

GOHMERT:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And, Director, we appreciate you being here. | was so thrilled when | first got
to question Director Comey. | didn't realize what direction that would take. But you are taking an FBI
department that was weakened by Mueller's time, and I'm not asking for comment on that.

But | know, for his -- from his five-year "up or out" policy, as the Wall Street Journal pointed out, he got
rid of thousands and thousands of years of experience, | came to believe, because he wanted younger
people that were more yes-men.

And so he got rid of people that could've advised him against some of the poor decisions he made,
whether it's squandering millions of dollars on software that didn't work and wouldn't work -- and
people he got rid of knew that -- but all kinds of things.

And | came to understand, as a young prosecutor who knew the law better than some of the older
lawyers, that there is something to be gained from experience. And so we lost thousands of years of
experience, and Comey took over a weakened FBI because of what Mueller did, and Mueller made a lot
of mistakes he wouldn't have otherwise.

So that was rather sad. But | want to -- and I'll be glad to have my friend across the aisle know thatlam
outraged by the government's collusion with Russia.

| was outraged. | was -- | didn't think President Bush and our State Department went far enough in
condemning the invasion into Georgia by Putin and the Russians, but they did take some strong actions
to make known their discomfort and their upset over that.

And of course the response by the Obama administration was to send over a plastic reset button with
the wrong Russian word on it. But they made clear nonetheless that "We're not bothered by your
invasion of Georgia. You can invade anybody you want."

That was the message the Russians took, and | am really outraged at the allowing of Russia to buy our
uranium, even though the FBI and the Justice Department had already found out that they were trying
to get our uranium illegally with bribes and violating the law, and that has not been addressed. So yes, |
am outraged.
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But, as you're aware, Deputy Director McCabe was involved in highly charged political cases that have
been controversial due to his political leanings. So | want to ask you if you are aware of any other senior
FBI executives that are aligned with McCabe's political views.

Yes or no: are you aware of any other senior FBI executives?

WRAY:
I'm not aware of any senior FBI executives who are allowing improper political considerations to affect
their work with me right now.

GOHMERT:

OK. Let me ask you this -- I'm going to ask about specific executives, some of whom have been promoted
by McCabe within the last few years. So my question to you, Director, is, are you aware of any of the
following people openly aligning themselves with the political bias expressed by McCabe, or openly
speaking against this administration?

First, Carl Ghattas -- yes or no?

WRAY:
My experience with Executive Assistant Director Ghattas has been very positive, and he's been a
complete professional in all my interaction with him.

GOHMERT:
But have you -- are you aware of him openly aligning him -- selves with the political bias that McCabe
expressed?

WRAY:
Well, I'm going to quarrel a little bit with the premise of your question about Deputy Director McCabe.

GOHMERT:
All right.

WRAY:
As far as -- but as far as Executive Assistant Director Ghattas, as | said, he's been a complete
professional, and by that| mean to include apolitical...

GOHMERT:
Have you heard him open...

WRAY:
... in his interaction with me.

GOHMERT:
... align himself with political bias against the Trump administration?

WRAY:
No.
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GOHMERT:
Mike McGarrity?

WRAY:
No.

GOHMERT:
Same question, and I'll take McCabe out of it. Are you aware of him openly aligning him -- selves with
political bias against the Trump administration?

WRAY:
No.

GOHMERT:
Josh Skule?

WRAY:
No.

GOHMERT:
Larissa Mentzer?

WRAY:
| actually don't know who that is.

GOHMERT:
OK. All right. Thank you. Fair enough.

Brian Parman?

WRAY:
No.

GOHMERT:
Thank you.

And | know you appointed Brian Parman to the New York field office, counterterrorism division, so it is
important that we have fair-minded people.

And there's never been a requirement that anybody not be able to vote or have political beliefs, just
that they not let them affect their out -- their output. So | would encourage -- well, | got a lot more to
ask, but thank you for your work.

| want to be your best friend, as long as you stay on the straight and narrow. Thank you, Director.
WRAY:

Thank you, sir.
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GOODLATTE:
The chair recognizes the gentlewoman from California, Mrs. Bass, for five minutes.

BASS:

Thank you very much, Mr. Chair, and thank you, Mr. Director, for being here with us today. And | also
want to thank you for the time that you spent, a week or so ago, with representatives of the
Congressional Black Caucus, following up on the black identity extremists. And | would like to ask you
guestions following up from that meeting.

We raised a number of concerns, one of which the idea that that document was distributed to law
enforcement nationwide, and also the concern that the message that that sends to many local law
enforcement agencies -- and how you distinguish between what might be problematic behavior, and
also what is people just exercising their First Amendment rights.

And so one of the questions that we asked you that | wanted to follow up on is if you've learned any
more about what criteria, evidence, methodology that was used to even come up with that category of
black identity extremists?

WRAY:

Congresswoman, as | think | may have mentioned in our meeting, the analysis that occurred there
involved a -- which is our standard practice for one of these products, and we issue them across all of
our various program categories -- is to take both so-called open source information, which is what the
intelligence community would call it...

BASS:
Right.

WRAY:

... and our own ongoing investigations, of which there are many, and mesh them two (ph) together with
other information and try to make sure that the information that we're speaking on -- that those two
things align.

As to your concerns, and we discussed them, and | hope -- | found the conversation constructive,
hearing your concerns...

BASS:
Yes.

WRAY:

...and | hope you did, too -- we take respect for the First Amendment very seriously. And, in this
context, as in every other domestic terrorism context, we want to be very clear with people -- and all the
American people -- that we do not investigate rhetoric, ideology, opinion...

BASS:
Right.

WRAY:
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... no matter how -- who might consider it extremist. What we do investigate is when rhetoric, ideology,
opinion takes that next step into the category of federal crime, and in particular, violence.

BASS:

Yes, exactly. And | did find our conversation constructive. There did seem to be several things that |
know you were going to follow up on. And so you were clear about the three categories that led -- that
were reasons for investigation.

And one of the things that | mentioned to you is the difference -- and we talked about this -- the
difference between an investigation and surveillance. So you have the surveillance activity that may or
may not lead to an investigation.

And so what a number of activists are complaining about around the country is the increase of
surveillance, being visited by FBI agents, having FBI agents come to their house, leaving their business
cards. And so that, you know, was a concern. And what was that really based on?

So these are activists that are protesting because of community police relations, because of killings that
might have happened, a variety of reasons. Some of this is -- it might be the, you know, protests that
have taken place in Baltimore and several of the cities around the country.

And so | want to know if there's any additional information that you have found from that. What is
happening in your offices around the country, where activists are complaining of this?

WRAY:

| have -- after our meeting, | did farm out a whole number of follow-up questions to people. | will
confess that I've been fairly busy lately and have not yet gotten the results of those. But we will
continue to look into those questions.

BASS:

OK. We really need to do that, because -- let me just explain to you that one of the things that all of us
would like to take place in our communities is for our communities to cooperate with law enforcement.
But, at this point in time, to have FBI agents come by people's house after peaceful demonstrations -- |
know | can't recommend that they speak to the FBI.

| have to tell them that they can't speak to the FBI because, if you do say something and you innocently
say something that might not be true, then that person feels as though they might be entrapped,
because they could be -- they could be charged with lying to an FBI agent. And so to find the information
out as soon as possible, | think, is really important. | want our community to participate, but we can't
participate if it's not really clear where the FBI is coming from.

So many organizations have called for the withdrawal of the BIE designation, in particular, NOBLE, which
is the National Organization of Black Law Enforcement Executives. And so, in light of the public outcry,
including from law enforcement, | want to know if part of the follow-up from our meeting is if you are
considering retracting that category of Black Identity Extremists and then sending out clarification to law
enforcement around the country that that category really doesn't exist.

WRAY:
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| think what we're doing right now is what we would normally do with any intelligence assessment,
which is we continue to evaluate the data as it rolls in. The intelligence assessment in question was a
snapshot in time. And, as we get more information that comes in from all quarters, considering all sorts
of information, | expect that we will update that information in an appropriate way. And, depending on
what the information shows, it could be anything from a reaffirmance, to a retraction, to a clarification.
It just depends on what the information shows...

BASS:
OK.

WRAY:
But the one thing we will not do is withdraw intelligence assessments based on public outcry. I'm sure
you can understand why that's not an approach that, ultimately, will stand (ph)...

(CROSSTALK)

BASS:
OK. Well, I want to continue to be in contact with you for this, because | think one of the points that we
made to you, and | really hope you take it seriously, is the harm that that document is causing.

Because what that says -- it sends a chill to activists around the country. And my big concern is that local
law enforcement will misinterpret that and will clamp down on people exercising their First Amendment
right.

GOODLATTE:
Time of the gentlewoman has expired.

The chair recognizes the gentleman from South Carolina, the chairman of the Oversight and
Government Reform Committee, Mr. Gowdy, for five minutes.

GOWDY:
Thank you, Chairman Goodlatte.

Director Wray, somewhere today, a group of our fellow citizens will be asked if they can be fair,
impartial, free of bias before they sit in judgment of others on a jury, even in the smallest of courtrooms,
where there are nothing but empty seats and no television cameras.

Somewhere today, those selected to sit in judgment of their fellow citizens will be told that they must
wait until the very last witness testifies and the last piece of evidence has been introduced before they
can even begin to deliberate on an outcome.

So if our fellow citizens should be impartial and free of bias, and if our fellow citizens must wait until the
last piece of evidence is introduced, the last witness is called, before they can reach a verdict, a
conclusion, an outcome, then | don't think it's asking too much that the Department of Justice and the
FBI do the same thing.
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There is no member of Congress who holds the department and the bureau in higher esteem than | do.
There are others who hold you in high esteem, but | would take a second place to no one, and | have
defended the department and the bureau when, frankly, it was pretty damn lonely to do so.

When my Democrat friends were asking that Jim Comey be prosecuted for a Hatch Act violation, about
this time last year -- they now want him canonized, but this time last year, they wanted him prosecuted
for a Hatch Act violation -- when your predecessor sat right where you're sitting and was embroiled in a
fight with this little tiny startup company called Apple, | was on the side of the bureau.

When there are calls for special counsel, even today, | reject them, because | trust the women and men
of the Department of Justice and the bureau, the professionals that we hired, to do their job. And the
vast majority of line prosecutors and line agents are exactly what you described in your opening
statement. They are exactly what you described.

But, unfortunately, the last two years have not been good years for the bureau, and they have not been
good years for the department. We had an attorney general meet with the spouse of a target of an
investigation on the tarmac and ask that an investigation be called something other than an
investigation, but be called a "matter."

We've had an attorney general recuse himself from the largest, most significant investigation currently
in his office. We had the director of the FBI appropriate a major charging decision away from the
Department of Justice, because he was concerned that the public wouldn't have confidence if the
Department of Justice handled that decision themselves.

We had an FBI director write two politically volatile letters, weeks before an election. We had an FBI
director memorialize conversations he had with the president of the United States because he didn't
trust the president's recall of those conversations.

And | think what frustrates some folks is, when Director Comey wanted special counsel for President
Trump, he leaked one of those memos. When he didn't have confidence in Loretta Lynch, we didn't hear
a word about it. There were no leaks that prompted special counsel when he didn't trust Loretta Lynch.
There were leaks when he decided he didn't trust President Trump.

We've had an acting A.G. fired. We've had the director of the FBI fired. And we can't manage to find
prosecutors who haven't donated to presidential candidates. Out of all the universal prosecutors that
you used to work with and | used to work with and Johnny Ratcliffe used to work with, we can't find a
dozen that haven't donated to major political candidates.

And now we have Special Agent Strzok. It was the inspector general, not the Department of Justice, not
the bureau, who found these texts. It was the inspector general, and | share your confidence in his
objectivity. | share it.

But it shouldn't have been the inspector general that had to bring this to our attention, 12 months after

it happened. And that same agent is the one who reportedly interviewed Secretary Clinton in an
interview that you and | have never seen conducted that way before.
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To have potential witnesses and potential targets sit in on a witness interview -- | appreciate your
professionalism and your unwillingness to want to say how unprecedented that is, so I'm not going to
ask you -- I'll just tell you, it's unprecedented.

And that same agent is alleged to have been the one that changed the language. You're right, they are
synonyms -- "extremely careless" is a synonym for "grossly negligent," which begs the question, why
change it?

But you and | know why it was changed. It was changed because the statute says "grossly negligent,"
and if you're not going to charge someone, God knows you don't want to track the statute with the
language that you use. That would be stupid.

What's also stupid is to do that memo two months before you've interviewed the target. That memo
was drafted before the last witness was interviewed. Director, it was drafted before the target of the
investigation was even -- was even interviewed, which makes people wonder, was the decision made
before the interviews were finished?

And now, we believe that that same agent is also involved in the investigation into President Trump and
his campaign, and may have interviewed Michael Flynn. That hasn't been confirmed, and we don't know
what role, if any, he took in the preparation of documents for court filing.

So I'm going to say this, because I'm out of time, and | appreciate the chairman's patience with me: You
have a really important job. When all else fails in this country, we want to be able to look to the FBI. We
want to be able to look to the Department of Justice. When all the other institutions we trust, including
Congress, appear to be broken, we want to be able to look to you.

It's been a really bad two years. | am counting on you to help answer our questions in Congress, our

fellow citizens' questions. But | am, more than anything, counting on you to go back to work for that
blindfolded woman holding a set of scales that really doesn't give a whit about politics. That's the FBI
that | want.

GOODLATTE:
Time of the gentleman has expired...

(UNKNOWN)
Mr. Chairman -- Mr. Chairman, ...

GOODLATTE:
... the director is welcome to respond.

WRAY:
Just a 30-second response. First, let me say, Congressman Gowdy, I'm well aware of your longstanding
support for the bureau and the department, and | want you know we appreciate it.

And second, | want to assure you and every other member of this committee that there is no scenario
under which | would've taken the president's nomination if | were not committed to the kind of
independent, impartial, objective and professional pursuit of the facts -- | wouldn't be here if | weren't
committed to that, and | can give this committee that commitment.
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GOODLATTE:
The chair recognizes the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. Richmond, for five minutes.

RICHMOND:
Director Wray, let me thank you for being here, but also thank you for the meeting we had a couple
weeks ago.

Let me ask you a question, because, as | think about our approach to opioid addiction and how we
combat this awful crisis, | also have to think back to our response to the crack epidemic and how we
responded to the crack epidemic, which was mandatory minimum sentences, which led to mass
incarceration.

But one thing in -- specific example is that, when we found grandchildren in public housing that may
have had crack cocaine or cocaine, we filed eviction notices with housing authorities to remove them
from public housing. That is not what we're doing with opioid addiction and people that we find in
possession of opioids.

Do you see and are you concerned about a double standard in our approach to opioid and our approach
to -- our response to crack? And should we address that in criminal justice reform, so that we treat
substance abuse addiction as the mental health crisis that it is, and that the president declared with his
opioid crisis?

So the question is, should we go back and look at how we treated crack and reform our old drug laws to
better represent the mental health crisis?

WRAY:

Well, Congressman, | -- questions of sentencing reform -- criminal justice reform, | think, are better
directed to the other side of the street, of the Justice Department, than to the FBI, where we largely
focus on trying to do the investigations and the intelligence assessments.

But | will tell you that, in the context of the opioid epidemic which is upon us now -- that it has become a
sufficiently big scourge on all communities in the United States that it's clearly going to require a whole-
of-government type response that involves not just criminal justice steps, aggressive investigation and
prosecution, but all sorts of other outreach, mental health treatment.

It's -- there might have been a time when we could've investigated and prosecuted our way out of the
problem, and that's clearly going to be a major part of it. But it's become too big now. We're going to
have to do something that's much more holistic and multidisciplinary.

RICHMOND:

And, you know, life experiences mean a lot, and | heard my colleagues on the other side talk about how
great the FBI has been, and how it's held in high esteem, except for the past eight years under President
Obama and, for my friend Congressman Gowdy, he said the last two years.

It just amazes me how we just missed the whole COINTELPRO history of the FBI. And that has to be one
of its darkest moments, when it did illegal surveillance and initiated propaganda in the media to
discredit civil rights activists who were trying to make the country a better place.
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So let me just go there for second. First of all (ph) -- and | know that we just released a batch of
documents from the Church Committee on JFK's assassination, but have we released and made public,
in your knowledge, all of the documents and actions of the FBI during those COINTELPRO years?

WRAY:

Congressman, | don't actually know what information specifically has been provided on the COINTELPRO
era. | know that hearings were conducted, books have been written, lots and lots of discussion has been
had about it.

Certainly, | will tell you that | think | and everybody in the Bureau recognizes the COINTELPRO problems -
- and that means different things to different people -- as one of the darker moments in the FBI's
history. And it's something we're not proud of, but it also is something that we've learned from.

And, during some of the same time period, there is a lot that the FBI did that that we can all be proud of
in terms of aggressive investigation of various civil rights abuses, among other things.

So we're human. We make mistakes. We have things that we've done well. We have things we've done
badly. And, when we've done things badly, we try to learn from them.

RICHMOND:

And | would just hope that we expose as much as we can, so we can learn from it. But who was the
director of the FBI that initiated COINTELPRO and all of those programs that were the darker moments
of the FBI's history?

WRAY:
Well, | believe Director Hoover was in place at the time.

RICHMOND:
And who is your building named after?

WRAY:
Director Hoover.

RICHMOND:
And it's the darker -- or some of the darkest times of the FBI history, under Hoover, and the building is
named after him.

With that, Mr. Chairman, | yield back.

WRAY:
Well, Mr. Chairman...

GOODLATTE:
The director is permitted to respond.

WRAY:
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... well, I would just say that Director Hoover, like most of us mortals, did some things that he's probably
not proud of, wherever he is right now, and some things that we are all -- should be all very grateful to
him for, in terms of building the FBI into the organization it is today. So, like most people, he's
complicated.

GOODLATTE:
The chair recognizes the gentleman from Idaho, Mr. Labrador, for five minutes.

LABRADOR:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director Wray, | really appreciated your opening statement to this committee. You and the great men
and women of the FBI have an important and very difficult job. That is why, during the time of the
Clinton investigation, | actually refused to question the integrity of your predecessor.

In fact, | spent dozens of town hall meetings as a Republican defending the integrity of your predecessor
and disagreeing with some my constituents about the things that they were saying.

And -- but now it's become pretty clear to me that my belief in the integrity of your predecessor was
misplaced. Could you please tell us what the letters "FBI" stand for? We know it stands for Federal
Bureau of Investigation, but it also stands for something else.

WRAY:
We consider "FBI" to stand for the words "fidelity, bravery and integrity."

LABRADOR:

Mr. Director, | have begun to have serious doubts about some in the FBI, about -- serious doubts about
the integrity of some of the highest levels of the FBI, because of actions taken by your agency over the
past two years.

And that is so disappointing, because your agency does such important work, as you expressed in your
opening statement, and that is to make America safe and secure. And it depends upon most of the work
that you do.

It's a matter of public record that Hillary Clinton's aides, Cheryl Mills and Huma Abedin, blatantly lied to
the FBI investigators about the existence of Hillary Clinton's private e-mails. And we know that an FBI
agent, Strzok, investigated both Clinton and Trump. In fact, Strzok was present at many of these
interviews.

Director, were Sherry (ph) Mills -- Cheryl Mills, Huma Abedin or any other Clinton associates ever
charged by the FBI for lying to them?

WRAY:
Congressman, the handling of the Clinton e-mail investigation, including all the other participants in that
matter, is the subject of an outside, independent investigation...

LABRADOR:
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| understand. It's a simple question of...
(CROSSTALK)

WRAY:
... which is looking into that.

LABRADOR:
Was anybody charged for lying to the FBI?

WRAY:
No charges were filed against anybody in that investigation.

LABRADOR:
How many Clinton advisers were granted immunity during the e-mail server investigation?

WRAY:
| don't know the answer to that.

LABRADOR:
But there were several Clinton advisers who were granted immunity. Isn't that correct?

WRAY:
| believe that's true, but | don't know the answer to that, sitting here right now.

LABRADOR:

So we have recently heard that Strzok was the official who signed the documents that officially opened
the collusion inquiry into -- the Russia Trump collusion inquiry. How many Trump administration
advisers have been granted immunity during the Russia special counsel investigation?

WRAY:
For questions about the special counsel investigation, I'd refer you to the special counsel. | don't know
the answer to that question.

LABRADOR:

So, if we want to believe in the integrity of the FBI, explain to me, why the double standard? When you
have agents and people who work for the Clinton administration who were granted immunity, or who
lied to the FBI, and they're not charged, what about -- why is there a double standard today?

WRAY:
Congressman, we in the FBIl are committed to not having a double standard.

LABRADOR:
But you haven't been committed over the last two years. So are you doing something to correct that?

WRAY:
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As | think | said to one of your colleagues, in every meeting that | go to since taking over director -- as
director, | try to emphasize the importance of following the rules, following the process, following the
law, following the Constitution, being faithful to our core values...

LABRADOR:
0K, so...

WRAY:
... and not allowing political biases to affect our decision-making. And where there have been
situations...

(CROSSTALK)

LABRADOR:
OK. I only have -- | only have one minute...

WRAY:
... where there's a question, there's an Inspector General investigation.

LABRADOR:
Reclaim my time -- | only have one more minute left. So can you tell me definite -- definitively whether
Michael Flynn violated the Logan Act?

WRAY:
That's not a question | can answer.

LABRADOR:

| actually believe that the Logan Act is unconstitutional, by the way. But, if we're going to not have an
double standard, can you tell me whether the FBI is investigating former President Barack Obama for
violating the Logan Act?

He has been spending the last couple weeks traveling the whole United States -- | mean the whole
world, complaining about the foreign policy of the United States. Is the FBI currently investigating the
former president of the United States for violating the Logan Act?

WRAY:
Congressman, as you may know, we will not confirm or deny the existence of any ongoing investigation.

LABRADOR:
Do you think we should investigate Minority Leader Pelosi for meeting with Assad, despite objections
from then-sitting President Bush and Vice President Cheney in 2007?

WRAY:
Again, I'm not going to comment on -- speculate about whether or not there's an active investigation.

LABRADOR:
Let's not use an elected official. Should we investigate Dennis Rodman, who went to meet with the
North Koreans? Should we investigate him for that?
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WRAY:
Same answer.

LABRADOR:

All right. | want you to help me bring back the integrity of the FBI to the United States. | love the FBI. |
even considered, as a young attorney, to join the FBI. | grew up on the show, and | have great love for
the work that the men and women at the FBI do. And | hope that we can do something over the next

two years that will counteract what happened over the last two years of...

ROBY:
The gentleman's time has expired.

The gentleman from Rhode Island is recognized for five minutes.

CICILLINE:

Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Director, for your service and for the extraordinary service of the men and
women at the FBI, who are serving our country and who do important and dangerous work, and risk
their lives often in that work.

You hold, in particular, a very solemn responsibility to protect the integrity and the reputation of the
FBI, and you are clearly proud, as you should be, to lead this agency. And | think we are seeing an
administration which will continue to challenge the independence of the FBI, and in many ways, our
country is relying on your strength and your integrity to resist that. So | thank you.

| want to just begin with a couple of short questions. One is -- there's been a lot of question about
obstruction of justice. You are of course aware obstruction of justice is a criminal statute in our federal
law.

WRAY:
Yes.

CICILLINE:
And there is no exemption in it for the president or any other person in the United States; it applies to
every person in this country.

WRAY:
I'm not aware of any statutory cop-out (ph).

CICILLINE:

Exemption -- OK. And I'd next like to turn to the issue of hate crimes. There's a ProPublica report from
June of this year that identified at least 120 federal agencies that are not uploading information to the
FBI's national hate crimes database.

And I'm wondering whether or not the FBI has reached out to these agencies so far; if so, how many;

whether your plan is to reach out to all of them so that this information is being properly collected. And
I'd be delighted to work with you on ways that Congress can help support that work.
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WRAY:
Thank you, Congressman.

We do believe strongly that more and complete data is really essential to having an informed dialogue
on that topic, just like in other areas of law enforcement.

As you may know, providing that kind of information is generally voluntary on the part of the state or
locality. We do have all manner of outreach to various agencies to try to encourage them to provide
information.

CICILLINE:
This is actually 120 federal agencies. These are not local. These are federal agencies.

WRAY:
You're only asking about the federal agencies, right.

CICILLINE:
So it's not voluntary. | mean, they're required to do this reporting.

WRAY:
Well, we -- right, so we have interaction with all sorts of federal agencies to try to collect their
information.

CICILLINE:

Right. My question, really, is | hope you are putting together a plan now to reach out to those 120
agencies -- you be sure that they are complying with this reporting requirement -- and happy to work
with you in ways that we can help support that.

Next, I'd like to turn to the NICS system, the background check system. The Pentagon's Office of
Inspector General just released a report identifying serious deficiencies in the reporting system, with
officials in all four branches failing to submit final disposition reports in 31 of those cases.

And we've seen a recent incident where that allowed someone who should not have been able to buy a
gun to buy a gun and kill a great number of people. Has the bureau begun to coordinate with the
Department of Defense to fix this very serious problem?

WRAY:

Yes, Congressman, we've been in sort of active engagement with the Department of Defense, and
already a very significant amount of new records have come to the FBI, and a number of transactions
have already been denied as a result.

CICILLINE:
Thank you, Mr. Director.

Under federal law, Director Wray, fugitive from justice -- those individuals who are fugitives from justice
cannot lawfully possess a firearm. After a 2016 inspector general's report, the Obama administration
agreed that the FBI would use ATF's interpretation of the terms "fugitive from justice," any individual
with an outstanding warrant who has traveled across state lines.
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Since taking office, Attorney General Sessions has narrowed this definition to include only those who
have fled across state lines to avoid prosecution for a crime or to avoid giving testimony in a criminal
proceeding.

This change resulted in the removal of almost 500,000 entries from the NICS database, with only 758
fugitives remaining. Do you agree with the narrowing of his definition? And you think Congress should
take steps to define "fugitive from justice" to avoid this kind of action?

WRAY:

A couple things. First off, | actually think the change occurred before the change in administration. And
there was a letter written by the Justice Department under the prior administration to Congress,
notifying them of the change and essentially inviting legislative attention to the issue.

CICILLINE:
But do you -- do you agree with that?

WRAY:

Then the second -- as | said, the FBI's position for years and years had been that the "fugitive from
justice" interpretation didn't require crossing of state lines. | gather there's been a legal interpretation,
which I'll defer to the lawyers on.

| will tell you, though, that, as to the 500,000 point, that's -- there's been a little bit of confusion in the
reporting on that. That's -- it removed it from one part of the NICS database, but it's still in the states'
warrants database.

CICILLINE:

OK. My final question, Mr. Director -- last month, a Las Vegas shooter used a bump stock device to
accelerate the rate of the assault weapon discharge, killed 58 people and injured about 500. Do you
support the bipartisan effort in Congress to ban bump stocks?

WRAY:
| haven't reviewed the legislation, but obviously, we're deeply concerned about the bump stock issue.

CICILLINE:
And do you generally support a prohibition?

WRAY:
Well, the FBI doesn't normally take positions on that.

CICILLINE:
OK.

WRAY:
So we'd sort of provide operational assessment, and I've worked through the Justice Department on
that.

CICILLINE:
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Thank you. And, Madam Chair, | just -- before | yield back, | just want to say, Mr. Director, that the rule
of law is really the guardian of our democracy, and the president and this administration are going to
continue to test our commitment, as a nation, to this. And you're going to play a very critical role in
defending that.

And our country is really depending on you, and | trust that you will continue to uphold the integrity of
the FBI and the rule of law in this country, because the very foundations of our democracy depend on it.
And with that (OFF-MIKE).

ROBY:
The gentleman's time is expired.

The gentleman from Florida, Mr. DeSantis, is now recognized for five minutes.

DESANTIS:
Welcome, Director.

Secretary Clinton's e-mails were backed up on a cloud by Datto, Inc. And they're now subject to an order
by U.S. District Judge Moss in a case brought by Judicial Watch. My question is, why did the FBI not
search the data -- Datto device in its possession for Hillary's deleted e-mails?

WRAY:

| believe decisions made in the course of the Clinton e- mail investigation are all the subject of the
inspector general's review.

DESANTIS:
But why -- do you know why the FDA -- the FBI didn't disclose that such device was in its possession?

WRAY:
| don't know the answer to that.

DESANTIS:
OK.

Was Attorney General Lynch's airplane cabin monitored when she met with Bill Clinton on 27 June,
2016, on the tarmac in Phoenix?

WRAY:
| don't know the answer to that. And | think that -- the tarmac meeting, | think, is part of or related to
the inspector general's outside and independent investigation.

DESANTIS:
Do you know how the meeting came about, though? It's not like you just bump someone in the

shopping mall. They met on a private plane or a plane. Do you have any insight into that?

WRAY:
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| wouldn't say that | have any constructive insight to offer to that. I've read some of the same newspaper
covers that you have. But, as | said, that's -- that whole episode is wrapped up in the inspector general's
ongoing investigation.

DESANTIS:
How did the Russia investigation start? Did Peter Strzok -- was he -- did he start it?

WRAY:
I'm not aware of who started the investigation within the FBI.

DESANTIS:
Was it started because the dossier was presented to somebody in the FBI?

WRAY:
| don't have the answer to that question.

DESANTIS:
OK. Can you get the answer to that question for us?

WRAY:
Well, if there's information that we can provide that -- without compromising the ongoing special
counsel investigation, I'm happy to see what there is that we can do to be responsive.

DESANTIS:
Was Peter Strzok involved in coming up with the conclusion that the FBI reached about Russia --
whatever involvement they had -- when they issued a report after the election?

WRAY:
That's a question that goes right to the heart of the special counsel investigation, and | don't think it
would be appropriate for me to speculate or comment on that.

DESANTIS:

So here's the -- | think the problem that you have -- | think you're walking into a contempt of Congress. |
mean, the idea that we can't conduct oversight over how the FBI is handling things thatare very
sensitive, and then you're going to come to us and say we should reauthorize all these programs willy-
nilly -- I just think you're wrong on that.

And | don't think you're trying. | just -- | don't know what advice you've got, but we do have aright to
conduct oversight over this. We all can deal with classified information all the time.

So we have a question about how this dossier was generated for political purposes. It ended up in the
FBI's possession. What did the FBI do with it? And your answer to us is you will not give us any
information on that today.

WRAY:

My answer has a couple parts to it. There are certain -- of the various questions that have been asked
here today, there's some topics that | think it's not appropriate to discuss in open forum. There's some
topics that are classified...
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(CROSSTALK)

DESANTIS:
Whether you use it or not, though, is not classified. Go ahead.

WRAY:

There are some topics where, even though the information is classified, we can and do and will share it
with the committees in an appropriate setting. And then there are some topics that go straight to --
even -- it's not just a question of classification. They go straight to access to sensitive sources and
methods, which is something that all of us as Americans have to take very, very seriously.

DESANTIS:
You admit that (ph) the chairman of the Intelligence Committee has a right to that, and you still -- you
won't even produce it to the chairman of the Intelligence Committee.

So here's the problem. Whether Strzok was involved in this -- that needs to be disclosed to Congress.
Whether the dossier was used to generate surveillance with the FISA court on a Trump associate -- that
needs to be disclosed to Congress.

| don't care about the sources and methods beyond (ph) we know where -- the sources and methods. It
was the Democratic Party paying Fusion GPS to get the dossier. So we know that.

The question is, how did your organization use it? You weren't there during that time, but, if they were
getting this information from a political party and then using it for surveillance against an opposition
party candidate, that's a problem.

Do you agree that that would be a problem for the American people?

WRAY:
| do agree, Congressman, that any inappropriate use of the FISA process for political purposes is
something that we should all be very concerned about and take very seriously.

DESANTIS:
So we need the answers to that. It's very, very important. Let me ask you this. Independence from
politics, | agree, but the FBI, like all agencies, need to be accountable to someone.

So let me ask you this. Would it have been inappropriate if President Kennedy ordered Director Hoover
to stop surveilling Martin Luther King Jr. in, say, 1962, if he believed that surveillance was illegitimate?

WRAY:
No.

DESANTIS:
Right. So you would be accountable. Is it customary to draft an exoneration memo long before
interviewing all relevant witnesses, including the target of that investigation?

WRAY:
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Well, | do believe that, in any investigation, final decisions and conclusions should wait until, as
Congressman Gowdy said -- until the -- you know, until the last witness has been reached.

On the other hand, | also know, from having done investigations both for the government and on the
private side, that, as investigation develops, you start forming views about what you're finding, all
subject to revision and, in some cases, withdrawal, until you're done.

DESANTIS:
Fair enough. Is it acceptable practice for FBI agents to leak official work product to the media?

WRAY:
No.

DESANTIS:
Thank you. | yield back.

ROBY:
The gentleman's time is expired.

The gentleman from California, Mr. Swalwell, is now recognized for five minutes.

SWALWELL:
Welcome, Director Wray. Congratulations on your appointment, and thank you and your agents for their
service to our country.

| think there are fair questions, as you've pointed out, about prior investigations, and, if there's evidence
of any misconduct, they should be held to account.

But it is sickening to sit here and listen to the good names of people like Bob Mueller and James Comey
just be smeared, and that the work of your agents has become politicized, because | don't believe that is
the case and what I've observed on the Intelligence Committee and what I've observed just as a former
prosecutor who's had FBI agents on the stand.

But | would like to look forward. And our House Intelligence Committee investigation - it's early, but it
has yielded some key takeaways, which is that our social media was weaponized by the Russians, that
senior presidential campaign aides were approached by Russians in a variety of ways to offer dirt on a
political opponent, and that our government response, from the very top, to our intelligence officials,
was probably not sufficient in how Congress was notified or how the public was notified.

Knowing that we have an election coming up in November 2018, what does the FBI plan to do, whether
it's Russia or any of the other adversaries that you identified who would love to interfere, meddle or
influence an election?

WRAY:

Well, Congressman, any effort to interfere with our elections, whether it's by Russia or any other nation-
state or, really, by any non-state actor is something that we at the FBI take extremely seriously, and |
know our counterparts throughout the government do, as well.
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We are, as | think | may have mentioned, like you, focused on looking forward. We have created, a few
months ago, a foreign influence task force to ensure that we're bringing the right kind of focus and
discipline to the process. It combines -- because we think this is a multidisciplinary problem, it combines
both the counterintelligence division and the cyber division and the criminal division and some other
parts of the FBI, as well.

Our focus is on trying to look for, sniff out, determine whether or not there are any efforts to interfere
with the upcoming elections. We are, in that effort, coordinating closely with Department of Homeland
Security, which has a similar type of body on its end.

SWALWELL:

Would you be open to working with Congress on a "duty to report" law, whether it's social media
companies who observe interference on their platforms before the FBI does, or whether it's individuals
who are contacted by foreign nationals offering ill-gotten evidence against another campaign -- that
there would be a duty to report that to law enforcement? Would that be helpful for the FBI?

WRAY:
I'd be happy to have our staff coordinate with yours to review any legislative proposal and to give you
sort of an operational assessment of how that might or might not be helpful.

SWALWELL:

Director, again, looking forward, but being informed by prior conduct, in uncontradicted sworn
testimony to Congress, former Director James Comey described multiple efforts by President Trump to
influence the FBI's Russia investigation. Again, that's the only sworn testimony the record has.

Director Comey memorialized President Trump's inappropriate conduct a series of memos. A couple
guestions for you. Since being sworn in, have you met one on one with President Trump?

WRAY:
No.

SWALWELL:
Has he called you, where just the two of you have talked?

WRAY:
I've gotten maybe one congratulatory phone call, you know, for example, the day of my installation
ceremony.

SWALWELL:
But haven't had to break a date with your wife?

(CROSSTALK)

WRAY:
...not a-- I haven't had sort of substantive engagement that way.

SWALWELL:
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Now, knowing the prior efforts by the president to influence a past investigation, going forward, how
will you memorialize or report to Congress or the public any improper effort by any president to
influence an ongoing investigation? Have you thought about procedures or methods that you would
take?

WRAY:

| would evaluate each situation on its own merits. I'm acutely aware of the importance of trying to keep
careful track of conversations, especially important, sensitive conversations. Exactly what | would
memorialize and how and whether -- again, it would depend on the circumstances of the particular
situation.

But you can be confident that, in all of those situations, | would, as | said to the committee earlier, be
guided by my unwavering commitment to following my duty and my adherence to the Constitution and
the rule of law. And there isn't a person on this planet that can get me to drop a properly predicated
investigation or start an investigation that's not properly predicated.

SWALWELL:
Do you believe that president Trump is above the law?

WRAY:
| don't believe anybody's above the law.

SWALWELL:
Thank you. | yield back.

ROBY:
The gentleman yields back.

The gentleman from Colorado is recognized for five minutes.

BUCK:
Thank you. And thank you, Director Wray, for your testimony today.

You've heard a lot about the appearance of impropriety or possible conflict of interest or the perception
that there are some that are tainted in their views. There is a statute that was enacted years ago that
the deals with this in part, and it's the Hatch Act.

And, as the former Assistant Attorney General for the Criminal Division and now the FBI director, | am
assuming that you are familiar with the Hatch Act.

WRAY:
Generally familiar, sure.

BUCK:

And, as a former federal prosecutor, | was also -- before you started in the department, the Hatch Act
was amended, and it allowed assistant U.S. attorneys and others to participate more fully in the political
process.
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But it specifically prohibited, or specifically did not allow, that enhanced participation to apply to
prosecutors in the criminal division and FBI agents. At least that's my memory. Is that -- are you familiar
with that?

WRAY:

| would say I'm generally aware that -- as you say -- that there were some changes, some loosening
under the Hatch Act, at some point. | can't remember exactly when that was, relative to my time as a
baby prosecutor. And so the particulars of exactly when it applies and when it doesn't, and to whom --
unfortunately, | just don't have that committed to memory here.

BUCK:
So | think it was '93. But | think, again, the criminal division and the FBI were not -- the rules were not
loosened as to those two organizations.

And one of the -- one of the prohibitions is against individuals contributing to the -- a partisan political
candidate. And I'm -- again, I'm asking you, are you are you familiar with that prohibition? And is that a
prohibition that applies to FBI agents today?

WRAY:

| don't know that | can recall, right off the top of my head, exactly what the restrictions are on political
participation under the Hatch Act for FBI agents and criminal division prosecutors. So, unfortunately, |
would have to look at that and see if | can get back to you, if you would like me to.

BUCK:
| -- or a member of your staff would be -- would be great. I'd be interested in that.

There is at least one prosecutor on the Mueller team that was at the criminal division and donated to
Hillary for America, according to a record that | am looking at right now, and there are a number of the
prosecutors on the Mueller team now that have prosecuted in the past.

And I'm not sure that they were criminal division employees at the time they prosecuted, but my
guestion really is whether we need to amend the Hatch Act and make it more clear, in light of the
perception by members of the public that there are individuals that are investigating President Trump,
and they have an agenda -- an unfair agenda in their investigation.

There -- a spouse of an FBI -- a senior FBI employee received a large amount of money from the
Democrat Party to run for office in Virginia. And, again, the appearance of -- and my understanding is
the Hatch Act does not apply to spouses, and hasn't applied to spouses and was never intended to apply
to spouses.

But it does raise the issue of whether we should have further restrictions to make sure that the public
has faith and trust in the process that you and | hold dear. I'm just wondering if you'd be willing to

comment on that.

WRAY:
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Well, any specific legislative reform would be something I'd have to look at more closely. | think the
fundamental underlying principle of your point is one that you and | share, which is that investigations
need to be conducted in a way that political bias doesn't taint.

Whether that -- how much of that is done through the Hatch Act, how much of that is done through
policies and procedures and staffing, how much that is done through recruiting the right people, training
and promoting the right people -- | think it's all of the above.

BUCK:

And | think that's a great point. In order to staff a case in a way that would assure the public that there
wasn't a bias going into the case, you would need to know who had donated to who, who had
participated in some political activity.

Should there be, at least internally -- maybe not as a matter of public record, but internally within the
FBI -- a process where, if someone complies with the Hatch Act, but is still involved in some activity --
that they disclose that, so that, if there is a staffing decision to be made, that the staffing decision can be
made with the assurance of supervisors that people are not tainted in some way, or at least the
perception is that they aren't tainted?

WRAY:

I'd have -- I'd have to think about the First Amendment implications of that. | certainly take the point.
You know, my guess, though, is that you could encounter similar concerns when you look at individuals'
charitable contributions too, right -- you know, contributions to particular organizations -- 501(c)(3)
organizations that have a particular social view, for example.

So | think questions of bias and objectivity back and forth, and questions of appearance of bias and
objectivity back and forth, have to be taken very seriously. And | think you and | share that view. But |
also want to make sure that, whatever I'm doing, I'm doing it in a way that's consistent with respecting
the fact that FBI employees, just like all Americans, have a right to have views and -- both about politics,
and about social issues.

BUCK:
Thank you for your...

ROBY:
The gentleman's time is expired.

BUCK:
... thank you.

ROBY:
Now recognize the gentleman from California, Mr. Lieu, for five minutes.

LIEU:
Thank you, Madam Chair.

Thank you, Director Wray, for being here. | want the American people to know that, when you served in
the administration of President George W. Bush, you received the Edmund J. Randolph Award, the
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highest award that the Department of Justice gives for leadership and public service. So not only have
you served the American people; you have served us well. Thank you.

Earlier today you stated that Donald Trump has not asked you to take a loyalty oath. If Donald Trump
were to ask you, later today or sometime in the future, to take a loyalty oath to him, would you do so?

WRAY:
The only loyalty oath | take is the one that | took when | was sworn into this job, which is of loyalty to
the Constitution and the laws of the United States.

LIEU:

Thank you. That is the right answer. | asked that same exact question Attorney General Sessions last
month. He did not give that answer. | commend you for understanding that your loyalty is to the
Constitution, the laws and the American people, not to whoever happens to be president at the time. So
thank you for recognizing that.

I'd like to ask you about intelligence community assessment. | have a document here called "Assessing
Russian Activities and Intentions in Recent U.S. Elections." Madam Chair, I'd like to enter it for the record
-- or Mr. Chair, I'd like to enter the document for the record.

Chairman Goodlatte, I'd like to enter a document for the record.

GOODLATTE:
Without objection.

LIEU:

Thank you I'm going to ask you about three specific findings. This report was released earlier this year. It
states -- and this is the FBI, CIA, NSA, and others -- "We assess Russian President Vladimir Putin ordered
an influence campaign in 2016 aimed at the U.S. presidential election.

"Russia's goals were to undermine public faith in the U.S. democratic process, denigrate Secretary
Clinton and harm her electability and potential presidency. We further assess Putin and the Russian
government developed a clear preference for President- Elect Trump."

Does the FBI stand by that assessment?
WRAY:
As we sit here right now, Congressman, | have not seen any information that would cause me to

question the basic conclusions of the intelligence community assessment, including that one.

LIEU:

Thank you. Thank you. I'm going to ask you about two more. "We also assess Putin and the Russian
government aspired to help President-Elect Trump's election chances, when possible, by discrediting
Secretary Clinton and publicly contrasting her unfavorably to him."

Report notes that the FBI has high confidence in this judgment. Does that remain true today?

WRAY:
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Again, sitting here right now, the information that I've seen to up to this point would not cause me to
question the basic conclusions of the intelligence community assessment.

LIEU:
Thank you. And then one more: "Russian intelligence obtained and maintained access to elements of
multiple U.S. state or local electoral boards." Does the FBI stand by that assessment?

WRAY:
Same answer.

LIEU:
Great, thank you.

Earlier this week, the president of the United States attacked the dedication and integrity of 37,000 FBI
employees. | believe that's outrageous. It's also factually false.

I'd like to go through with you the extremely high caliber of the personnel in your department. As you
know, there are a number of disqualifiers that keep the FBI from even considering to hire you. So, first
off, you've got to be a U.S. citizen to be an FBI employee, correct?

WRAY:
Yes.

LIEU:
If you are convicted of a felony, if you violate the FBI's drug policy or fail the FBI's urinalysis test, you
cannot be hired as an FBI employee, correct?

WRAY:
That's my understanding.

LIEU:
If you fail to pay court-ordered child support, if you fail to file your taxes, if you even just default on a
student loan insured by the U.S. government, you can't be hired as an FBI employee, correct?

WRAY:
| believe that's right.

LIEU:
And all FBI employees, in addition to passing credit record checks, have to also pass a polygraph
examination, correct?

WRAY:
| believe polygraphs are applied to almost everybody in the FBI, yes.

LIEU:
Thank you.
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To be an FBI special agent, there's even more qualifications. You have to pass a phase one test that
assesses reasoning and judgment, meet in person with FBI officials, pass a phase two test that includes a
writing exercise interview with FBI special agents and pass a physical fitness test, correct?

WRAY:
Again, | believe that's correct.

LIEU:
And then you have to pass a 21-week course at the FBI Academy in Quantico, correct?

WRAY:
I'm sorry, what was the length?

LIEU:
You have to pass a 21-week course at the FBI Academy in Quantico.

WRAY:

Right, 21 weeks, exactly. That's a subject of some -- sometimes, the instructors will tell the new agents
that it's only 20 weeks, and the agents will quickly point out, "No, no, no; it's 21 weeks. We know the
difference."

LIEU:
Thank you. | served on active duty in the military. They've been known to say that, too.

Now, that's why, of all these enormous qualifications people have to go through -- that, of the 12,000
applications the FBI had last year, you only hired approximately the top 6.3 percent to be special agents.
Correct?

WRAY:
Well, | don't have the numbers, but that sounds generally right.

LIEU:
So two more questions. The FBI's reputation is not in tatters, right?

GOODLATTE:
The time of the gentleman has expired. The director may answer the question.

WRAY:
As | said to the committee earlier, my experience with the FBI has been positive. | have enormous faith
and confidence in the people who work there.

| see example after example of fidelity and bravery and integrity everywhere | go inside the organization,
and | could not be more proud to be sitting here as one of their colleagues.

LIEU:
Thank you. | yield back.
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GOODLATTE:
The chair recognizes the gentleman from Texas, Mr. Ratcliffe, for five minutes.

RATCLIFFE:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Director Wray, good to see you again.

Let me start off where my colleague from California just left off, about the tweet, FBI in tatters. As
you've pointed out, the | in FBI stands for integrity. | never misunderstood President Trump's tweet to
be anything other than questioning the integrity of senior leadership at the FBI, not the rank-and-file
agents within the FBI. And much of that swirls around the senior leadership of former FBI Director James
Comey.

Congressman Gowdy well highlighted a series of anomalies involving Director Comey -- former Director
Comey, as well as former Attorney General Lynch. Director Comey's gone. But now, we have new
guestions raised this week about integrity of other senior FBI officials -- FBI Agent Peter Strzok.

Agent Strzok was, until recently, the FBI's number two counterintelligence official. Correct?

WRAY:
Well, | think he was number two -- one of the number twos in the counterintelligence division.

RATCLIFFE:
All right. And then, after some -- approximately 10,000 texts, some of which included anti-Trump or pro-
Clinton sentiments, he was reassigned to the human resources division at the FBI, correct?

WRAY:
Correct.

RATCLIFFE:
And so here's what we've learned about Agent Strzok before that reassignment: That he headed up the
Clinton e-mail investigation for Director Comey. Correct?

WRAY:
Well, | know he was actively involved in the investigation. Who headed it up -- | think I'd have to defer
on that.

RATCLIFFE:
But we know that he was present for -- from the FBI's own 302s, we know he was present for the
interview of Hillary Clinton.

WRAY:
I've heard that, as well.

RATCLIFFE:

Well, | have seen the actual redacted 302, so I'll represent to you that he was present. It was reflected
that he was present in the room.
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We also know that, months before that interview of former Secretary Clinton, that Mr. Strzok was part
of the team that wrote an exoneration memo and changed, as you have been questioned about,
language in there, changing "gross negligence" to "extremely careless," a legally significant change.
Correct?

WRAY:

Well, Congressman, as you probably recall from your own prior life, you can probably guess what I'm
about to say, which is that there is a very active -- and | can assure you it's very active -- outside,
independent investigation by the inspector general into the matters that you're asking about.

RATCLIFFE:

| appreciate that. But I'm just trying to highlight all of the things where Agent Strzok was involved. And
we know that, after President Trump's victory in November, it's believed that he may have signed off on
various documents initiating the FBI's Russia election probe.

But we know, at a minimum, that he interviewed Trump campaign -- or was involved in the interview of
Trump campaign adviser Michael Flynn. Correct?

WRAY:
Again, I'm not going to discuss the facts of the ongoing investigation.

RATCLIFFE:

And then we know that, upon the appoint of special counsel to look into possible Trump Russia
collusion, Strzok was detailed to Mueller's investigative team. Some reports have him as the lead
investigator. Correct?

WRAY:
| don't know whether he was the lead investigator.

RATCLIFFE:

All right. Well, as has been pointed out, every FBl employee has and is entitled to have political opinions.
And now, we know that there are some 10,000 texts, which apparently very much highlight agent
Strzok's political opinions -- anti-Trump and pro- Clinton.

I'm not making accusations here. I'm not making conclusions here. But you remember from law school
that legal doctrine, the fruit of the poisonous tree -- it's really a legal metaphor that says that, if the
source, or tree, is contaminated, biased or prejudiced, that everything that it yields and that it -- arises
from that may also be -- | eat a fruit, it's contaminated -- prejudiced or biased.

And so | think you can see where | have concerns about the appearance of impropriety here, because
what we've learned about FBI agent Strzok is that this is the one FBI agent that is literally at the
epicenter of every -- virtually every major decision the FBI has been involved in, action and inaction,
about Candidate Trump, about President Trump and about Candidate Clinton.

And, if that one agent at the center or source is decidedly anti- Trump and decidedly pro-Clinton, that

raises real questions about all of the conclusions that the FBI has reached on any and all of these
matters.

72



Now, to his credit, it is being reported that Special Counsel Mueller is the one who demoted agent
Strzok upon learning about these anti-Trump, pro-Clinton texts. | want to give him credit for that, if in
fact those reports are true. Are they true?

WRAY:

Congressman, | would not say that the individual in question was demoted. | would say he was removed
from the investigation, and that was something that we did from the FBI end in coordination with the
Office of Special Counsel.

RATCLIFFE:

Well, | want to give credit where credit is due, and if Special Counsel Mueller is entitled to that, | will
certainly want to give that to him. But what | am troubled about is that we fund out these facts months
later, not from Special Counsel Mueller, but from Inspector General Michael Horowitz.

Two weeks ago, Attorney General Sessions was in this room, and | asked him a question, because I'm
part of an investigative team -- joint committee from Judiciary and the Oversight and Government
Reform Committee that are looking into these irregularities in the 2016 election -- decisions that were
made by the FBI and the Department of Justice.

And | asked Attorney General Sessions, will you allow us to go where the facts and evidence lead us in
that investigation, in our oversight capacity? He assured me that he would.

I'm asking you, and giving you the opportunity to represent to us as this oversight body, and to the
American people, that you will allow us to go where the facts and evidence lead us.

GOODLATTE:
The time of the gentleman has expired.

The director can answer the question.

WRAY:
We -- | would want the FBI to cooperate with the committee's oversight and investigation in every way
we appropriately and legally can.

RATCLIFFE:

Well, Director, my time's expired. | just want to tell you that, as you know, we work together at the
Department of Justice. The FBI is an organization that | have revered for my entire life. Help me help you
restore the FBI's reputation with every American. Thank you, and | yield back.

GOODLATTE:
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. Raskin, for five minutes.

RASKIN:

Thank you very much. Director Wray, welcome, and thank you for your commitment to the rule of law in
face of these continuing efforts to defame your department and its employees. When the White House
says that your office is in tatters, | think it's a case of what the psychiatrists call projection.
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But | want to ask you about the crisis of gun violence in America. You said that you would not rule out, in
any way, common- sense gun reform legislation. Unfortunately, we haven't been able to have hearings
on any common-sense gun reform legislation, like a criminal background check in the case of all gun
sales which are supported by more than 90 percent of the people. But yesterday, the House passed
something called the Concealed Carry Reciprocity Act which would, theoretically, if it passes the Senate,
allow for millions more guns in interstate traffic because it would wipe out the laws of the states with
respect to concealed carry.

Have you done any study or analysis as to what it would mean for federal and state and local law
enforcement if this legislation were to pass?

WRAY:
I'm not aware of any such study, Congressman.

RASKIN:
Do you have any thoughts on this legislation?

WRAY:
| haven't reviewed this legislation, I'd be happy to take a look at it, but | think we would have to make an
operational assessment depending on where the legislation goes.

RASKIN:
Do you support universal criminal background check, the kind that's supported by more than 90 percent
of the American people? Is that in the interest of public safety in the country?

WRAY:
Any legislative change to the current gun laws is something that | would evaluate from the standpoint of
all the operational impacts for the FBI.

RASKIN:

Mr. Director, some of my colleagues have asked questions about the possible politically-based targeting
by the FBI of African- American political activists denominated as black identity extremists. Other
colleagues across the aisle are asking questions about the possible politically-based targeting by the FBI
of Republican presidents.

There's a lot more in the FBI's history with J. Edgar Hoover and the campaign to smear and disrupt
Martin Luther King and the civil rights movement and the COINTELPRO program to justify
Congresswoman Bass' fears or Congressman Richmond's fears than the odd fears being expressed by
our colleagues that there is a conspiracy to target Republican presidents.

But let me just ask you some basic questions that might help to clear up some of the confusion. Does the
FBI target people for criminal investigation or prosecution based on their political party?

WRAY:
No.

RASKIN:
Would you accept any prosecutors doing that?
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WRAY:
| would not accept any prosecution -- well, first off, prosecuting is not what we do...

RASKIN:
Investigate or (ph) prosecute?

WRAY:

...what we do, what we do is investigate. And that's important, that we keep straight who the
investigators are and who the prosecutors are. We open investigations, as | said earlier, only when
they're properly predicated, which in this context means, credible evidence of a federal crime, credible
evidence of a threat of force or violence and those things being -- both of those things being used to sort
of further a political or social goal, that's what we investigate.

We do not investigate opinion, ideology, political persuasion, rhetoric. Those are not things -- we've got
enough on our plate and we don't investigate those.

RASKIN:

But we know that President Trump tried to get Director Comey to drop the Flynn investigation and then
fired Director Comey after he refused to go along with that. Other than the heckling and hectoring that
you've experienced today by our colleagues, has anyone from the Trump White House tried to interfere
with any investigations you're involved in right now?

WRAY:

First off, | don't take any of the questions from any of your colleagues as heckling or hectoring. As | said
to my team earlier in the week, Congress has an important role and | welcome the tough questions. |
may not always be able to answer your questions, as you've seen here today, but you can count on me
to do my best and that -- that's what | will do as long as | sit in this chair. As for the, any effort to
interfere with our investigations, to my knowledge, to my experience, since | started in my job, nobody
has tried to interfere improperly with any investigation that's under my supervision.

RASKIN:
And in the face of political complaints that this group or that group doesn't like an investigation you're
doing, what is the proper response of the FBI?

WRAY:

| say to all of our folks as often as | can, because | think that's what's so important and it goes, frankly,
right to some of the concerns that members on both sides have expressed, that our job is to follow the
facts independently and objectively wherever they may lead, no matter to whom it may lead, and no
matter who doesn't like it. And one of the points that | try to make over and over again to our audiences
is that there is always going to be someone who doesn't like what we do.

You think about the most basic investigations that we have. If it -- it leads to an arrest, | guarantee you,
the guy we arrest, he didn't like it. And in those situations where we bring an investigation and we can't
arrest somebody, more often than not, the victim is frustrated and disappointed and they don't like it.
And our safe space is to follow the rules, follow the guidelines, follow the Constitution, follow the facts
objectively and independently and then let the critics go where they may because there will always be
lots of critics of everything we do.
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RASKIN:
Thank you. And...

GOODLATTE:
Time of the gentleman has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Florida, Mr. Gates for five minutes.

GATES:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

You said that your safe space is to follow the rules. Were the rules followed in the Hillary Clinton
investigation?

WRAY:

That's something that's being investigated right now by the outside Inspector General. I'm very much
looking forward to seeing what he finds on that.

GATES:
Yes, you and me both. Did she get special treatment?

WRAY:

Well, again, | think when you ask about special treatment, | -- | interpret that, and | may not be correctly
interpreting your question, in which case I'm sure you'll tell me, but | take that to be a question about
whether or not the handling of that investigation was tainted in some way by improper political
considerations. And that's exactly what the Inspector General's going to tell us.

GATES:

So | sent you a letter asking you to tell us whether or not Hillary Clinton got special treatment and your
answers, your office's answer was that you would provide it in a classified setting. Why don't the
American people deserve to know whether or not Hillary Clinton got special treatment?

WRAY:

Well, | think the reference to classified information went to the other part of your letter which has to do
with the dossier issues. But the -- but the -- but so on -- but on the first part on this question of special
treatment, what | would tell you, because | think this is one of the questions in your letter, is that we do
not have at the FBI some double standard of special, not special. It's not a -- there's no formal term
special. Special, as best as | can tell...

GATES:
It's an informal term.

WRAY:
It's an informal term.

GATES:
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Yes, you could see how that informally designating something as special signifies a double standard,
right?

WRAY:
| can see how the term special could be misunderstood, but | will tell you that in my experience...

GATES:
Well, let me go to the dossier because | have limited time, Mr. Director. So on the dossier, did the FBI
pay for a dossier on the president?

WRAY:
Questions about the dossier are something that are better taken up in separate settings.

GATES:
Well, don't the American people deserve to know whether taxpayer money was used to buy a dossier
that was curated by a political party to discredit the President of the United States before and after his
election.

WRAY:

As | said, l understand the basis for the question, but | would tell you that questions on that subject are
something they we're having lots and lots of interaction with multiple congressional committees and
their staffs on in the classified setting.

GATES:
Did Bob Mueller recruit people to his probe that had a bias against the president?

WRAY:
| can't speak to how Director Mueller staffed or recruited for his team.

GATES:

It seems like a hell of a coincidence. | mean, we've got Mr. Strzok, who's clearly got a bias, that's why he
was reassigned. He's at the center of a lot of the development of facts. You've got Mr. Weissmann who's
praising people who are defying the president and then you have law firms that are overwhelmingly
donating to the Obama campaign and the Clinton campaign that serve up the humans that are in that
investigation. So you can't say with certainty that bias against the president wasn't a factor that brought
people into the Mueller probe, can you?

WRAY:
As | said, I'm not going to weigh in on Director Mueller's staffing of his own team.

GATES:

So we don't know whether Mr. Mueller recruited people as a consequence of their bias. We don't know
whether Hillary Clinton was treated as special. We don't know whether the FBI used taxpayer money to
buy a dossier to discredit the president.

Now, what we do know is that you said you are and ask questions first, than act, kind of guy, which |
believe and appreciate. So you would never -- as and ask questions first kind of guy, draft and
exoneration statement before interviewing key witnesses in an investigation, would you?
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WRAY:

Well, | certainly wouldn't finalize one. | -- | -- | will say as | said, | think -- | can't remember if it was to
Congressman Gowdy or are one of your other colleagues, in my experience in an investigation, you do
start to form a view, but keyword...

GATES:
But do you start drafting...

WRAY:
Keyword start...

GATES:
Do you start drafting an exoneration statement before conducting witness interviews?

WRAY:
We sometimes would draft reports before the investigation was...

GATES:
Exonerating someone?

WRAY:

Exonerating or incriminating, but in all cases -- in all cases, as Congressman Gowdy alluded to in his own
comments, in my view, you would not make any kind of final decision about anything exoneration or
otherwise, until you had all the evidence.

GATES:

So, we've got exoneration statement drafted before the interviews are done, you've got a meeting on
the tarmac with the spouse of someone that is being investigated. You've got the former FBI director
holding a press conference to make a determination about the outcome of an investigation. You've got
James Clapper, when he's confronted with information from an intelligence Inspector General saying
that he doesn't want anything to be a headache for the Clinton campaign. We don't know if these
taxpayer funds were used for opposition research.

My question is, what's it going to take? Why do we have to wait for Inspector General. If | walk outside
and it's raining, | don't need an Inspector General to tell me to get an umbrella. With these highly
aberrational circumstances, which almost anyone would acknowledge depart from the standard
procedures of the FBI, why wait for an Inspector General -- why not do what we know to be right and
institute reforms that bring transparency and oversight and redundancy, so that in the future, you won't
have some egomaniac rogue FBI director that departs from the normal procedures so that outcomes can
be predetermined before the investigation?

WRAY:

As | said before, and as Congressman Gowdy said in his question to me, | think it's appropriate that we
wait, in this instance, until we have all the facts, until the last witness, as he said, has been interviewed.
And then based on the facts we have take appropriate action. | completely understand the reasons
you're asking the question. | sympathize...
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GATES:
Do you see...

WRAY:
But | do not think...

GOODLATTE:
The time of the gentleman has expired. The Director may answer the question.

WRAY:

Your concerns, which | completely sympathize with and understand, go to the question of whether or
not proper process, investigative and otherwise were followed. And | think the best way to get to the
bottom of that is not to bypass proper investigative process now into those things.

We should wait, let the fact-finding finish the Inspector General, as somebody who seen the Inspector
General in action, from the Justice Department side, as a line prosecutor, as a defense attorney, is nota
rubberstamp. This is somebody who puts people through their paces, and | look forward to hearing what
itis he finds. This is not the FBI investigating itself, it's an outside watch dog. And | look forward to
seeing what that report is. And then, at that time -- but at that time, that's when we should look at what
appropriate steps should be taken in response.

GOODLATTE:
The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from Washington, Ms. Jayapal, for five minutes.

JAYAPAL:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director Wray, thank you for being with us today. And thank you to your service to this country. | have a
guestion about the FBI's 2016 crime in the United States report. It surprised many of us to see a drastic
decrease in the amount of data available in the report. The report only contains 29 tables as opposed to
the 80 plus tables, that's almost a 70 percent decrease in the tables of previous years. And when
questioned, the Bureau explained that this plan had been in place since 2010.

However, state program mangers were only informed of the change recently. Are you aware of the shift
to dramatically decrease the amount of crime data available to the public?

WRAY:

Congressman, | recently learned of this issue. | guess | could say a couple things. The first is that the
decision to remove those particular tables was based on information that CGIS, which is part of our FBI
had, that spoke to how often those tables were even being reviewed by anybody.

Second, the information in those particular tables was largely just alternative views of data that was still
in the report. But third, and probably most importantly to your question, we recently made a decision
internally to go ahead and republish the information with the tables. It's going to take a few weeks for

that to happen, however.

JAYAPAL:
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That's great, we really appreciate that very much. And | did want to submit this letter for -- for the
record, from the crime and justice research alliance about why those tables are so important. But we
very much appreciate you doing that. Let me move to some questions about hate crimes and various
ethnic religious and minority groups.

California State University's center for the study of hate and extremism found that biased crimes against
various minorities and religious groups were up 20 percent since the election of Donald Trump. The
majority of the crimes were against individuals in the Islamic or LGBT communities. Director Wray, the
president has repeatedly posted tweets insulting various ethnic religious and minority groups. Most
recently, he retweeted three videos by a discredited United Kingdom white separatist ultra nationalist
political group. Videos which allegedly showed Muslims committing crimes.

In the tense environment and climate that we operate under and with the frequent vilification of
minorities and the public's fear, do you believe that the president's rhetoric and actions such as these
tweets have an impact on the rising hate crimes that we are seeing?

WRAY:

Congresswoman, | -- | try to stay out of commenting on the business of what's being said in social media.
What | guess | would say is that as to the question of hate crimes statics and the apparent rise in hate
crimes. As | think was noted in one of the earlier exchanges, in trying to collect that information,
especially from state and local law enforcement, it's voluntary.

And so, we have challenges because it's sporadic as to which agencies will provide information and
which ones won't and how accurate and what resources they have to collect the information. So its hard
for us to get an accurate take on the rise, we do the best we can with the information we have.

JAYAPAL:
Director Wray...

WRAY:

| will say that my experience in dealing with communities as we do our investigation, is that it's very
important that we have the trust and confidence of all the communities we serve throughout the United
States and all the communities we serve and protect, especially not just because it's the right thing to
do, but because it's the smart thing to do. We need to be able to encourage sources, which are the life
blood of investigations. And we need people to come forward and speak up and tell us when they see
something that is concerning so that if an investigation's appropriate, we can conduct one.

So | think the folks in the Bureau are acutely sensitive to that and intend to continue that practice and
approach.

JAYAPAL:

| appreciate that. | -- | -- | feel like you're taking my questions right out of my mouth because | do think
that it's important for you, as the director of the FBI, to be concerned about anything that hurts the
trust that we have with our communities across the country that are helping in the FBI's efforts.

President Trump has previously warned that immigration from Muslim majority nations threatens the
United States security. Do you share that view?
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WRAY:
| am deeply concerned about global jihadist terrorism, which is a very real problem in this country...

JAYAPAL:

But do you -- but do you believe that Muslim majority countries and the immigrants that come from
those countries are a threat to our security? And let me -- before you answer that, let me ask you if you
know who said this quote. "Islam, as practiced by the vast majority of people is a peaceful religion, a
religion that respects others. Ours is a country based upon tolerance and we welcome people of all
faiths in America."

Do you know who said that, Director Wray?

WRAY:
Well, I'm not a hundred percent certain about the quote, but | -- if memory serves, it may be President
George W. Bush shortly after 9/11.

JAYAPAL:
Very good. That's right. That's right. And so | would just ask, Director Wray, again, do you share the view
that immigration from Muslim majority nations threatens the United States security?

GOODLATTE:
Time of the gentlewoman has expired.

The Director may answer the question.

WRAY:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. What | would say is that an awful lot of our terrorism investigations do also
involve immigration violations. So there is a -- a close nexus between immigration violations and
counterterrorism investigations and an awful lot of the terrorist investigations we have involve global
jihadist rhetoric, which is disproportionately concentrated in certain countries.

GOODLATTE:
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. Johnson, for five minutes.

JOHNSON:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director Wray, thank you for being here today. | have a number of questions on a variety of topics and
we have limited time so let me get right into it. First, | have always found it interesting that Director
Comey never sought to obtain the hacked DNC servers to -- to review any digital evidence or trails that
can definitively prove or disprove the Russian hacking allegation.

Have you -- have you sought those servers and if not, why not?
WRAY:

The handling of that investigation, including access to servers or anything like that, those are
investigative decisions made in the course of the Clinton e-mail investigation, which is now the subject
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of a rigorous outside independent investigation by the Inspector General and I'm waiting to see what he
finds in order to decide what appropriate action might ensue from that.

JOHNSON:
Do you know if the Inspector General is seeking the servers or do you have any information on it?

WRAY:
| don't have any information on that.

JOHNSON:

The number two official on Mr. Mueller's team, former FBI General Counsel Andrew Weissmann, as you
know, was just shown to have made biased comments against President Trump in e-mails sent to the
since fired Acting-Attorney General Sally Yates. As a matter of general policy, what happens when
employees at the FBIl are shown to make biased comments, in the midst of an investigation on which
they serve?

WRAY:

Well, it's -- it's -- really, it's hard to generalize. It depends on the situation, depends on how severe the
bias, depends on lots and lots of different circumstances. So it's hard for me to make one sweeping
statement. Certainly, in some instances, we would, as has been alluded to earlier, remove somebody
from an investigation.

JOHNSON:
Who makes that decision? | mean, what's the criteria, is that ultimately your unilateral authority, or?

WRAY:
It wouldn't have to rise to my level. It would depend on the investigation, | would suppose.

JOHNSON:

With regard to terrorism, the Department of Homeland Security has recently indicated the threat
environment in the U.S. is perhaps the most serious since the 9/11 attacks. And in your opening
statement today, of course, you noted that the FBI's currently investigating about 1,000 ISIS-related
threats in all 50 states. Is the threat evolving now that ISIS is losing ground in Iraq and Syria and has the
threat grown as that organization has become more decentralized?

WRAY:

That's a very good question. | think what | would say is the threat is different. Some people would say is
it better or worse. The good news is, you know, the Caliphate is crumbling and that's positive for all of
us. The bad news is, ISIS is encouraging some of its recruits and potential recruits to stay where they are
and commit attacks right in the homeland.

So in addition to the thousand or thereabouts ISIS investigations, which | would define as sort of ISIS-
directed investigations, we have a lot of what we would call homegrown violent extremist
investigations. Which are individuals more kind of lone wolf types who are motivated and inspired by
ISIS to commit attacks and that's, | think, the threat that in our view is growing and not just in the U.S.,
butin a lot of our allied countries as well.

JOHNSON:
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| wish we had time to unpack that further. But let me, let me ask you specifically regarding ISIS and
current investigations, can you confirm for us today, that the Las Vegas killer, Steven Paddock didn't
have any ties to international terrorism despite the fact that ISIS is claiming responsibility?

WRAY:
Well, I've -- I've seen the same claims of responsibility that you have Congressman. | would tell you that
so far in our investigation we haven't seen any evidence to support those claims of responsibility.

JOHNSON:

Thanks for that. In September, | led a letter with 17 members of Congress from Texas and Louisiana to
Attorney General Sessions to request a thorough investigation into Planned Parenthood Gulf Coasts'
actions of selling aborted fetal tissue for financial gain. If indeed that activity is shown to have taken
place, is that a crime?

WRAY:

| don't know the legal answer, as | said before, | consider myself now a reformed lawyer. But | will tell
you that we are aware of the request and we have farmed it out to the appropriate field offices and
parts of the Bureau to take a look at the information provided.

JOHNSON:

Last month we -- we got information the FBI requested from Senate Judiciary Committee, documents
that were obtained from those abortion providers regarding that probe and so, on behalf of all of our
delegations and those in the region, | want to thank you for that and we'll look forward to the outcome
of it. | appreciate your being here and your service to the country sir. And | yield back.

WRAY:
Thank you, sir.

GOODLATTE:
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from New York, Mr. Jeffries for five minutes.

JEFFRIES:
Thank, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you, Director Wray for your service to the country. WikiLeaks has repeatedly published
information designed to damage the United States. Is that correct?

WRAY:
| think that's correct.

JEFFRIES:
And there's reason to believe that WikiLeaks works closely with Russian intelligence agents and spies. Is
that right?

WRAY:
I've seen some of the same information. Certainly, we're concerned about WikiLeaks.

JEFFRIES:
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Donald Trump, Jr. had multiple conversations with WikiLeaks between September 2016 and July 2017. Is
that correct?

WRAY:
That one I don't know, but | think now you're getting into territory that | believe is right in the heart of
what the Special Counsel has on his plate.

JEFFRIES:
OK, for example | think on October 3rd, Donald Trump, Jr. asked WikiLeaks, "What's behind this
Wednesday leak | keep reading about?" Are you familiar with that?

WRAY:
I'm not going to comment on anything that might be part of the Special Counsel's investigation.

JEFFRIES:
OK, and on October 12th WikiLeaks contacted Donald Trump Jr. saying, "Great to see you and your dad
talking about our publications. And by the way, we just released Podesta e-mails part four."

Let me ask you this question, Donald Trump, Jr. never informed the FBI or other law enforcement
agencies that a known Russian collaborator had been in communication with him about matters related
to the United States presidential election. Is that right?

WRAY:
Again, Congressman, I'm not going to comment on anything that might be part of the special counsel's
ongoing investigation.

JEFFRIES:

OK, well the apparent existence of a triangular relationship between the Trump campaign, Russian spies
and WikiLeaks seems, to me, to be something we should all be deeply troubled about. Now, in 1974, the
House Judiciary Committee adopted articles of impeachment against President Richard Nixon, correct?

WRAY:
That sounds right.

JEFFRIES:
One of those articles of impeachment related to obstruction of justice, correct?

WRAY:
That | don't remember specifically. It's been a while since | studied that episode.

JEFFRIES:
OK, 1998, more recently, the House of Representatives adopted articles of impeachment against
President Bill Clinton, true?

WRAY:
Yes.

JEFFRIES:
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And one of those articles of impeachment related to obstruction of justice, correct?

WRAY:
| believe that's correct.

JEFFRIES:
So, the president of the United States can commit obstruction of justice, isn't that correct?

WRAY:
Well, again, that gets into a legal question that I'm not going to try to take on here.

JEFFRIES:
OK. Sally Yates served as acting-attorney general in January prior to the confirmation of Jeff Sessions,
true?

WRAY:
Yes

JEFFRIES:
And while serving as acting-attorney general, she warned the White House that national security adviser
Michael Flynn could be a Russian asset, is that correct?

WRAY:
Again that's -- now you're into something that | think is part of the special counsel's investigation.

JEFFRIES:
OK. In four days after informing the White House that the Department of Justice was aware of Michael
Flynn's indiscretions related to Russia, Donald Trump fired Sally Yates. Is that a fact?

WRAY:
Again, | don't want talk with something that might be wrapped up in the special counsel's investigation.

JEFFRIES:
OK, but she was fired on January 30th, by Donald Trump, true?

WRAY:
Yes, she was fired by the president, and | can't remember the exact date, but | don't have any reason to
question your understanding of what the date is.

JEFFRIES:

OK, thank you. Preet Bharara served as a U.S. attorney for the sub district of New York when Donald
Trump was first elected, correct?

WRAY:
Yes.

JEFFRIES:
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And Donald Trump met with Preet Bharara on November 30th and told Mr. Bharara he could keep his
job, is that true?

WRAY:
That 1 don't know.

JEFFRIES:
OK. Now, Preet Bharara's prosecutorial office in the Southern District of New York has jurisdiction over
Trump Towers, correct?

WRAY:
Yes.

JEFFRIES:
And at some point this year, it became clear that Preet Bharara office was investigating close allies of
the Trump administration, correct?

WRAY:
That | don't know.

JEFFRIES:
It has been publicly reported that the president's lawyer, Marc Kasowitz warned Donald Trump this guy
is going to get you. Is that true?

WRAY:
| have no idea whether that's true.

JEFFRIES:
Donald Trump fired Preet Bharara on March 11th, correct?

WRAY:
| know that he was, along with the other U.S. attorneys in place that were holdover U.S. attorneys, let go
and -- but that date may be right, | don't know.

JEFFRIES:
James Comey was your predecessor as FBI director, is that right?

WRAY:
Well, he was my Senate-confirmed predecessor. Acting Director McCabe was in between.

JEFFRIES:
And he's a first rate -- widely regarded as a first rate talented law enforcement professional, true?

WRAY:
As | said earlier in response to a question, during my interaction with him, especially during the early
2000s, that was my experience.

JEFFRIES:
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And in February, Donald Trump asked James Comey to drop the investigation into Michael Flynn, is that
correct?

WRAY:
| don't know whether that's correct. | believe that's something that's part of the special counsel's
investigation.

JEFFRIES:
Donald Trump also asked James Comey to bow down and take a loyalty pledge to the president,
correct?

WRAY:
| have no idea whether that's true, and again, | don't want to comment anything that's subject to special
counsel's investigation.

JEFFRIES:
And on March 20th, James Comey testified before Congress in publicly stated that the Trump campaign
was under criminal investigation, is that right?

WRAY:
| don't know whether that's correct.

JEFFRIES:
FBI director James Comey led that criminal investigation into the Trump campaign, true?

WRAY:
Again, I'm not sure | can comment on that.

JEFFRIES:
Donald Trump fired James Comey on March 9th, is that correct?

WRAY:
| don't actually think -- | don't think it was March 9th.

JEFFRIES:
I'm sorry, May 9th.

WRAY:
May 9th.

JEFFRIES:
Is that correct?

WRAY:
| believe he was fired on May 9th.

GOODLATTE:
Time of the gentleman has expired.
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JEFFRIES:

So Donald Trump fired Sally Yates without justification, fired Donald Trump (sic) -- fired Preet Bharara
without justification, fired James Comey without justification. Feels like obstruction of justice, sounds
like obstruction of justice, looks like obstruction of justice.

| think the American people, Mr. Chairman, can reasonably conclude it's obstruction of justice.

GOODLATTE:
One thing to conclude is the gentleman's time has expired.

And the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Arizona, Mr. Biggs, for five minutes.

BIGGS:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman and thank you, Director Wray for being here with us today.

| want to just ask some questions to follow up on some things that you have previously testified to
today, particularly when Mr. Issa was talking talking to you and then several of the people got in on that
exchange just a little bit.

One of the things you said, and I'm going to paraphrase part of it and then I'll quote part of it, you said, if
there's undo political considerations -- if you find - if the |.G. finds that there's undue political
considerations at play in the original Clinton investigations, then the FBI would have to determine -- and
then you said, "How to un-ring the bell." And | guess my question is -- multiple there. What did you
mean when you said, "un-ring the bell?" And let's just start there.

WRAY:

It's hard for me to speculate about what | would do at that point. | think it would depend a lot on the
particulars of what the Inspector General found. | would not rule out anything appropriate that would
be in response to the Inspector General's findings. Sometimes there may be recommendations that
come with the Inspector General's report, in my experience, so that's something we would take into
account.

It could range from anything from changes to our policies, our structures. It could be personnel
decisions that come out of it. There could be follow up that we need to engage in, as a result of things
that we learn from the Inspector General's report. So there's -- it's hard for me to give kind of an
exhaustive list, but those are a few of the kinds of things that | can imagine.

BIGGS:

Well, the first two things that you mentioned there were really kind of internal processes, personnel,
maybe somebody needs to be corrected, maybe they need to be disciplined. Beyond that, though, I'm
wondering if there's additional options that might include even re-opening the investigation, taking a
harder look, and is that a potential option?

WRAY:
Well, | think what | would say to you there, Congressman, is something that | believe is true, really, in
any situation, which is, if we find, for example, new information or new evidence that would cause us to
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want to reopen an investigation, assuming we don't have a statute of limitations problem or something,
that's something we would consider.

And likewise, if the information we receive from the Inspector General suggested that that's something
that would be appropriate, then that's something we would consider.

BIGGS:
And you also indicated that -- and is his name Mr. Strzok? | want to get the pronunciation right. I've
heard it about five different ways today. Strzok, is that?

WRAY:
Strzok.

BIGGS:
OK, so, Mr. Strzok was reassigned and you said that wasn't a disciplinary move. It just seems like an odd
lateral move. Are you telling me that's -- telling us all that that was a lateral move for him?

WRAY:

The individual in question was reassigned away from the special counsel investigation to the human
resources department. | understand that that may sound, to some of you, like a demotion, but | can
assure you that in a 37,000 person organization with a $9 billion budget, and offices all around the
country and -- and in 80 countries around the world, that | think our human resources department is
extremely important and a lot of what they do is cutting-edge best practice stuff. So, it's a very different
kind of assignment, certainly, but that's why | don't consider it disciplinary or a demotion.

BIGGS:
OK, and so with regard to the attorneys that are on the Mueller team, did the FBI vet them atall and if
so, what was the vetting process?

WRAY:

| am not aware of what vetting may or may not have been done in the staffing of Director Mueller's
team. Of course, all FBI agents when they join, are subject to an excruciatingly detailed background
investigation, and then over the course of their trajectories but should because of their access to
classified information, there are follow-ups, sort of, re-up investigations that occur over the life of an
agent's career. But as far as specific vetting, not sure exactly what you mean by that for purposes.

BIGGS:

Well, let's -- let's -- let's get to the heart of it. | won't mince words. So what we've talked about today is
appearance of conflict or bias and everything from donating rather large sums of money to candidates,
some of which have been, perhaps, even under investigation by the FBI at some point or another,
communication widely critical of this administration, or highly supportive of another administration or
candidates that, again, may have may have been under investigation at some point. What it -- what is
the process there?

What -- is there an official process that that goes into determining whether someone is -- is
compromised or has a bias in their investigation? Or is this -- like in the Department of Justice, when we
had Attorney General Sessions here, he said, "Well, we don't have a process, it's up to each attorney to
basically decide whether they have conflict of interest”, which isn't the way it is in private sector, just so
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you know. So I'm wondering what -- what would be your process in determining whether was the bias
was too great, because you said earlier...

GOODLATTE:
Time of the gentleman has expired.

Director can answer the question.

WRAY:

We don't do political scrubbing of our agents. And of course, a lot of the questions today have gone to
prosecutors, which again, that's not a part -- we devote agents and staff to the special counsel
investigation, but not to the prosecutor side.

GOODLATTE:
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from lllinois, Mr. Schneider for five minutes.

SCHNEIDER:

Thank you, and Director Wray, thank you for your time, your patience here in answering all of our
questions and your service to our country. It is all very, very much appreciated. You started today -- you
gave us a testimony this morning, a summary, 15 pages describing the programs and priorities of the
FBI, of the bureau.

You don't mention in this at all some of the work you've talked about later, which is, protecting our
elections. | think -- | don't know want to put exact words, but you talked about protecting the integrity
of our elections and it's critical to the foundations of our democracy. In fact, election security is national
security.

However, two months ago, Attorney General Sessions testifying before the Senate Judiciary Committee
said the Department of Justice has not yet taken any actions towards protecting our elections from
foreign interference. It would be a gross understatement to say that | was deeply concerned about his
remarks when he came a few weeks later to this committee. | asked him what had been done and | was
astounded at his answer to say, we hadn't done anything, but | was grateful that he said he would take
action and work with us.

| understand that the FBI is making this a priority, that you have created a taskforce within the FBI. What
was it that prompted the development of the taskforce? What void does that fill? What's its mission and
who are its members?

WRAY:

Well, first off, | think, if | might, | think the fact that the Attorney General didn't mention the efforts that
we have underway is simply a reflection of the fact that there's lots and lots and lots of things that
happen in a gigantic Justice Department and some of them may not have been briefed to him as
promptly as we should have.

The Attorney General, | know, is -- cares deeply about this issue and in my view, is a great man and a

great public servant. | will say that on the -- in the context of foreign influence in our elections, that was
prompted in part by our concerns growing out of all of the dust up with the ICA that we knew from that
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combined with what we saw from talking with some of our foreign partners that efforts to interfere, not
just with our elections, but other countries elections, is a real thing.

We know that that was true not just in the last election, but that that's something the Russians have
tried to do in prior elections, even before the last election.

SCHNEIDER:
They've done it before. We have to expect they'll do it again.

WRAY:

| think we all expect that and so, our foreign influence task force is a blend of people from the counter-
intelligence division, the cyber division, the criminal division, and other parts of the Department. A lot of
it is work that we were already doing, but | think putting them together in a single taskforce provides a --
it's a time-honored way to increase the focus, the discipline, the prioritization, the coordination, and it
allows us to pursue those concerns with greater vigor and focus.

SCHNEIDER:
If | may -- you talk about doing that within the Bureau.

WRAY:
Right.

SCHNEIDER:

You've mentioned coordinating with DHS, but this is a complex issue that cuts across many agencies.
How is the taskforce working with the other departments, the other agencies to make sure that we're
prepared to protect the integrity of our elections next year?

WRAY:

We have a -- our taskforce has a variety of contacts with, not just DHS. | mentioned them because
they're so critical to the election infrastructure in the country, but | didn't mean to leave out, in
particular, other members of the intelligence community. There's regular contact there and | want to
make sure | don't overlook our contact with our foreign counterparts where we're comparing notes
there as well.

The state elections bodies which of course are important part of it as well, that happens really more
indirectly through DHS and our coordination with DHS. And then, of course, as Congresswoman Handel
knows well from her prior life, there are private companies that are an important part of the election
infrastructure and we have some interaction with the private sector as part of this, as well.

SCHNEIDER:

What gives you the confidence that -- we're 11 months away from our next national election, primaries
are starting in the couple months ahead. What gives you the confidence that we'll be able to protect our
elections next year?

WRAY:
Well, what | can tell you is that I'm confident that we're working very hard on the issue. We're going to
continue working very hard on the issue. We're going to be continually looking at how we can get even
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better at working on the issue, but | long ago gave up the idea of making predictions about whether or
not we're going to bat 1,000, but that's our goal.

SCHNEIDER:

So let me close with the question | asked the Attorney General when he was here. Are you willing to
work with the members of this committee? Will you commit to briefing us whether in public or in
classified briefings? And can you give us a point of contact with who we should be communicating with
in your department?

WRAY:
I'd be happy to follow up with your staff on that.

SCHNEIDER:
Thank you very much. | yield back.

GOODLATTE:
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Florida, Mr. Rutherford, for five minutes.

RUTHERFORD:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Director Wray, first let me say thank you for coming and appear before the committee today for quite a
while. Thank you very much. Listen, your appearance here is -- is critical to us doing our job and holding
the Federal Bureau of Investigations accountable for the people and -- and | know that's something that
-- that you, as the newly appointed director, are also very interested in. And | have to tell you as one
member of Congress, I'm very encouraged by the fact that you are now sitting in that chair.

So | want to start with the fact that, you know, as -- as a former law enforcement officer myself, | often
thought about and still think about the perceived or actual politicization of law enforcement agencies by
the acts of officers within our agencies. And -- and | share my colleagues' concerns regarding the private
communications by FBI personnel who were tasked with conducting the Clinton investigation, and -- and
certainly those types of biases and other forms of biases go against the ethics of the FBI and other law-
enforcement agencies if and when they begin to affect the fear and influence the fear and enforcement
of the law through political consideration.

And | know to earlier it -- it was -- it was mentioned. So, rather than repeat what my colleagues have all
gone through, | want to ask the question, what is it -- how does the FBI fight against the partisan --
partisan bias that can naturally exist in agents -- we all know that. But specifically, how does the Bureau
monitor your agents and whether that be over social media or other private messaging, does the FBI
have a formal guidance or policy on how this is conducted -- just answer that one first, please.

WRAY:

Well, | think an in-depth answer would require more of a follow-on briefing of some sort, but | what |
would say is that we try to address the kinds of concerns that you're highlighting, which are important to
me too. | think we share that. We do it through everything from making sure that we recruit the right
people, from making sure we train them in the 21 week training that | described earlier, we make sure
that we have policies that remind them about the importance of playing it straight, going by the book...
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RUTHERFORD:

Are there policies then that specifically address contacts that they can put out publicly, understanding
their First Amendment rights, but also understanding the influence that it can have on -- on the
reputation of the agency? And -- and -- and | understand until it begins to effective an investigation,
which -- which | think in the in the case of Special Agent Strzok, it certainly did.

| mean, when we're looking at what was previously called the unprecedented actions, of not only giving
immunity, but not recording potential criminal investigation -- depositions, that's -- that's -- that is
unprecedented, | -- | think that that you would combine the two of those. To give immunity is - is -- is
not unusual, and so, if | were to ask you, did anyone lie during the Clinton e-mail deposition would --
how would you answer that?

WRAY:

I'm not sure what deposition you're referring to, but | would say that questions about the handling of
the Clinton e-mail investigation, and in particular, whether or not certain decisions made over the life of
that investigation were in any way tainted or influenced, as you say, by improper considerations is
something that has been referred to and is very deeply under investigation by the outside independent
Inspector General.

RUTHERFORD:

Let me ask very quickly because my time is about to run out. So, the Inspector General has his
investigation going, but does the FBI -- do you conduct your own internal investigation as well? | mean,
surely it doesn't take an I.G. investigation to terminate an employee. That's certainly within your
purview, correct, as a director?

WRAY:
Well, we have a process -- you know, these are career civil servants. We have a process that, and | said
earlier, | prefer to ask questions first and then act later.

RUTHERFORD:
Exactly.

WRAY:

And in this situation, we would not normally be conducting a parallel internal investigation while the
Inspector General is doing his and the reason for that is because, and this is something that is a best
practice across investigations, we want to be sure that we're not doing something that would be viewed
as interfering with his.

RUTHERFORD:
| understand.

My time is expired, sir.
GOODLATTE:
The committee is advised that we have votes on the floor. We have Director Wray, a great appreciation

for the three hours and forty-five minutes you put in so far. We do have about a half dozen more
members that will come back immediately after these votes, so you can get a bite to eat or whatever. |
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expect it will be 35, 40 minutes and we'll be back again to complete the hearing. And the committee will
stand in recess.

(RECESS)

GOODLATTE:

The committee will reconvene. When the committee reccessed we were in the questioning period with
the director of the FBI, and the chair recognizes the gentlewoman from Georgia, Mrs. Handel, for five
minutes..

HANDEL:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman and Director Wray. Thank you so much for being here. It's wonderful to see
you. And | would just like to say that given your distinguished and exemplary record of service, | am on
the optimistic side that under your leadership we really will see a heightened degree of integrity going
forward in the agency, so | look forward to that.

| wanted to ask a couple of questions around terrorism and ISIS. You mentioned that in your opening
testimony that the agency has some 1,000 active terrorism related investigations. How is that volume of
terrorism investigative cases continuing or not continuing to strain the agency in terms of resources and
your breadth of being able to cover other investigations?

WRAY:

It's a good question. We -- in addition to those thousand ISIS-related investigations, we have, you know,
probably a closely similar number of what we would classify as homegrown violent extremists, which we
would define as not so much ISIS directed, but ISIS inspired. You know, people -- lone wolves here who
see sermons and videos and things like that, and decide they want to act.

And then of course we have quite a fair number still even now in 2017 of Al Qaeda-related
investigations, Hezbollah-related investigations and a number of other terrorist groups. And then that's
not even talking about the domestic terrorism investigations.

So our counterterrorism division and our JTTS, our joint terrorism task forces around the country are
extremely busy. We have, | think, matured to a point where we're not having to redivert agents from the
more traditional criminal programs, except in rare situations where there's a sudden attack or
something, and then we'll surge.

But there's no question we are spread very thin and we're doing the best we can with what we have.

| said to somebody recently, everywhere | turn in the country | find people who want the FBI to do more
of something, and | have yet to find the person who has identified something they want the FBI to do
less of, but I'd love to some day.

HANDEL:

There you go. You brought up homegrown terrorists and ISIS-inspired terrorists. What ability does the
FBI have to actually investigate publicly available information that's posted online, specifically on various
social media sites, and Facebook, et cetera, about individuals who would be terrorist sympathizers?

WRAY:
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We do not, as a matter of course, just sit and sort of monitor social media. We do, however, in the
context of specific properly-predicated investigations, look at all available sources, including publicly
available information, which could include the kinds of information that you're describing.

So it -- it's definitely true that social media becomes a major part of a lot of our terrorism investigations.
But we don't really have the means or, really, the authority to just kind of sit and troll...

HANDEL:
Right.

WRAY:
... social media, looking for problems.

HANDEL:
But if you have a case that you're working, do you have the authority to further those investigations...

(CROSSTALK)

WRAY:
Yes, yes.

HANDEL:

OK. Good, good. All right. You mentioned also, earlier in one of the -- your responses, about many
terrorist investigations are linked, also, to immigration violations. | wanted to talk about the diversity
visa.

As you know, it has been reported that the suspect in New York City, attack on Halloween, entered the
U.S. on a diversity visa. In the course of the investigations, can you just talk a little bit more about the
abuse of the immigration system, in particular visa security issues that are being exploited by subjects
who are -- or individuals who are the subjects of investigations, and are there changes to that process --
that vetting -- that you could recommend to us?

WRAY:

Well, I -- | think most changes to the immigration or visa program are, really, better directed to the
Department of Homeland Security and the Department of State, which have the responsibility for those
two aspects...

HANDEL:
(OFF-MIKE)

WRAY:
... of enforcement.

In the -- | think | can say this because it's public record in the charging documents. That, in the New York
attack, the individual in question, although he did come in through the diversity visa program, he
radicalized -- at least according to him -- radicalized a little bit after he got here. In other words, he
wasn't already radicalized when he came in, it -- it would appear.
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Some of the visa concerns that we have, going forward, are as -- as the caliphate collapses and as
fighters from overseas fan out to other countries, they could well end up in countries, for example -- visa
waiver countries. And then -- and then end up in the U.S., right?

So a lot of people worry, "Well, are they gonna, when the caliphate falls, all come, you know, to the
U.S.?" You know, another scenario that's a little more worrisome, and maybe a little more likely, is that
they flee Syria or Iraq and go to some other country, some third country, and are there for a while, and
then come into the U.S., maybe a year from now, 18 months from now, two years from now. And that's
something that -- that concerns us.

HANDEL:
OK, great. Thank you. And my time is out, thank you.

| yield back, Mr. Chairman.

GOODLATTE:
Thank you.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Texas, Mr. Farenthold, for five minutes.

FARENTHOLD:
Thank you very much.

Director, thank you for being here. And | know this has been touched on a couple of times, and | just
want to reiterate something that | hear regularly from my constituents in South Texas. And that's a
concern, we have a special counsel investigating the Trump administration, but it seems like no one is
addressing the Clinton administration.

| know the chairman touched on this, as do -- did some of the other questions. And | really don't have a
guestion here, other than to reiterate that it is a pretty strong concern of a lot of the folks that |
represent. And | know y'all don't comment on whether or not there is an ongoing investigation or is not.

But as we start seeing the results of the special counsel's investigations coming to fruition, with publicly-
announced indictments in the light, if there are investigations going on with the FBI -- and | hope they
are -- the time is - is getting ripe to see some results for that.

And | think the other piece of that is, a lot of my constituents say it's not fair, we have a special counsel
investigating one side and -- and not the other. So | just put that out there.

Now -- now that I'm finished on my soap box, | -- 1 do want to talk a little bit about Section 702. During
our DOJ Oversight hearing a couple weeks ago with the attorney general, he indicated the DOJ finds it
problematic to require a warrant from the FISC (ph) court before accessing or disseminating contents of
communications that aren't related to foreign intelligence.

And | have a - listen, | have a great deal of respect for Attorney General Sessions. But | have to say, |
wasn't totally satisfied with the answer to this question.
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So | want to ask you, again: Is it fair to say that requiring a court order to view content in limited
circumstances -- after a 702 database was queried specifically to return evidence of a crime --
dismantles the 702 program? A national security tool designed to protect us from terrorists, not
common criminals?

WRAY:

Congressman, the "dismantles" language, | think, comes from the Office of the Director of National
Intelligence response to the bill. And that is the intelligence community's view about the bill in its
totality. You know, all the different changes. Not just the querying part of it that you referred to, but
some of the others.

We do believe, very strongly, that we are using the tool lawfully and appropriately, that -- that has been
consistently found by the courts that have looked at the issue, and by the Privacy and Civil Liberties
Oversight Board, and by all the different oversight mechanisms that have existed.

We do believe that starting to, when there is no constitutional requirement to do so -- and that s, in my
mind, quite clear -- that adding additional burdens and hoops for agents to jump through at that really
early stage, that's when 702 is so important. Is at the very early stage, when tips are coming in, we are
getting flooded with leads and we're trying to evaluate, "Is this a lead that is something that is
important?"

It may come in, it may turn out to be foreign intelligence information, it may turn out to be some other
kind of crime. At that point, we don't know and all we want to be able to do is query, which is running a
database check of information that we have already, constitutionally, in our possession.

FARENTHOLD:
Again, my concern is, | understand the need to protect us from crime. But the Fourth Amendment is in
the Constitution for a reason, and | have a great deal of respect for that.

On a -- on a similar note, I've introduced legislation criminalizing improper unmasking. It's actually called
the Wrongful Unmasking Prevention Act, which establishes a penalty of 10 years' imprisonment for
anyone who knowingly makes an unmasking request for any reason other than to understand foreign
intelligence information, to assess the importance of foreign intelligence information or to determine
whether classified information is evidence of a crime which has been, is being, or is about to be
committed.

The idea behind this is, you don't want folks unmasking stuff for political purposes, or to check up on
their girlfriend or -- or their neighbor, or for some other improper reason. Now, obviously, this is just a
bill. But from an agency perspective, does the FBI now investigate unmasking claims that might be
improper?

WRAY:

There are situations where the request could lead to an investigation. Merely somebody making a
request -- an unmasking request -- and having it denied, for example, is not -- would not be enough. But
if we have evidence that somebody obtained -- which would, in that case, for example, be classified
information -- for an improper purpose, you know, that is something that we would investigate.
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A lot of times, the unmasking concerns are linked to, and less about, the unmasking itself and more
about a -- in my mind, a very serious issue, which is leaks of the information, whether it's through
unmasking or something else. And that's something that we're trying to be very aggressive on.

The -- you know, my -- | think the department, the intelligence community, the FBIl are open to working
with you and the committee on the unmasking issue. | think, ideally, it would be separated from 702,
which we think is an incredibly important tool...

FARENTHOLD:
That's fine. It's a separate piece of legislation.

WRAY:
... that (ph) we (ph) need (ph) to (ph) renew (ph). Yeah.

FARENTHOLD:
| see my time has expired. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

GOODLATTE:
The Chair recognized the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Collins, for five minutes.

COLLINS:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Thanks for being, thanks for staying. As for the -- sometimes we get here a little bit later and (ph) we go
earlier, many have left. But sometimes you get to stay to the end.

| think it's been good today because there was something that you had said earlier. The chairman
brought it up, and | just -- with (ph) one from northeast Georgia, it's good to, you know, be back. | know
you traveled to Gainesville and Judge Kelly's court, and everybody else up there for a while.

But | think the interesting thing, here, is something that was said earlier, especially about when asking
for stuff -- and it was a determination I'm not going to share that here. And | think the question is, |
would just have a -- a general question to start with. What is your belief -- personal belief -- in (ph) how
much you have to cooperate with this committee?

WRAY:
My own view is that we should be trying to do everything to cooperate with this committee that we
legally and appropriately can.

COLLINS:

OK. And -- and because you're -- when you come here, you're under oath, you're still under oath. It is
something we take very seriously. But I've also been here five years. And there -- and some of the
guestions today -- and | (ph) want (ph) to put it in perspective because there's some things, | just want
to putit for the record.

Is (ph) we have a good relationship, starting forward, because | think you bring a -- a great breath of
fresh air, hopefully to this, you know, agency, as - as | believe. My dad was a state trooper. | come from
a law enforcement background. We've got to have this trust.
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But just as a few years ago, right before | got here, in July 6th of 2011, in a draft letter that was
circulated within the Department of Justice, a department official, a Faith Burton (ph), wrote, "I'd stay
away from the representation that we'll fully cooperate in the future." This was in dealing with Fastand
Furious.

So you've got to understand. The members up here, doing our constitutional job, are sometimes
skeptical of what has been said here. And | have had an interested tete-a (ph), you know, back-and-
forth with the former attorney general, with your former -- the former FBI director.

So | just have a few questions, if we could. One, is it possibly -- and recently, there's been some
problems -- and | want to hear it (ph) from you -- of unprecedented leak of information about FISA
wiretaps. We got into FISA a little bit ago. Specifically, there was a leak of information related to the FISA
wiretap of Paul Manafort.

Leaking information about FISA warrants is a felony, is it not?

WRAY:
I'm sorry. Leaking information about FISA warrants...

COLLINS:
(inaudible) FISA warrants is a felony. Is it not?

WRAY:
Yes. | would think it would be.

COLLINS:
What is the FBI currently doing to identify the leakers of that information?

WRAY:

Well, I'm not gonna comment on or confirm or deny the existence of any specific investigation. | will say
that, when we -- we have, at the moment, quite a number of active investigations into unauthorized
disclosures of classified information.

COLLINS:
Is it something you would say that you would put a high priority on? Finding out who leaks, and holding
them accountable.

WRAY:

| believe that finding out -- | -- | will say that | believe that finding out who has leaked classified
information is something that's extremely important. | will say, also, having been somebody who has
had responsibility for a lot of leak investigations -- not just now, but when | was assistant attorney
general and head (ph) of (ph) both Criminal Division and what's now the National Security Division, leak
investigations are breathtakingly difficult to pursue.

COLLINS:
Well, | think maybe...
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(CROSSTALK)

WRAY:

And so that doesn't mean we shouldn't -- does not mean we shouldn't pursue them. and, in fact, | am a
big believer in the idea that we should, even if we may be pessimistic about our ability, ultimately, to be
able to find somebody to charge.

Because the mere fact of bringing -- of conducting those investigations sends a strong signal that -- that
we will not tolerate people leaking classified information.

COLLINS:

And -- and | agree with that. And | think that's -- that (ph) needs (ph) time (ph) because | think it's got to
start with you. And if it doesn't start with you -- and | think, frankly, there's not been that leadership in
that department for a while.

But let's go back to FISA. Because, earlier on, there was a discussion that you wouldn't -- it came across
as, you're -- "We're not going to provide that," or "provide that in this setting," or we didn't have a right
to that.

So | just have a few questions. So what information or documents related to FISA do you think the FBI
can withhold from the committee?

WRAY:
What...

COLLINS:
Can it withhold FISA warrants?

WRAY:
Well, | think there's a couple different stages of -- of cooperation here, right? So one is the question of
what we can provide in an open setting. And then one is what we can provide...

COLLINS:
Well, let me -- let me help you out...

WRAY:
Right.

COLLINS:
... because | just want to -- | want to get down -- because your time's valuable (ph), and mine. We'll just
assume it's in the proper setting, proper format. But what | was concerned about was the way it was

actually said earlier, was there may be some issues (ph).

So if properly asked for, a FISA warrant. Is there any reason why you withhold that information? Legally,
that you can?

WRAY:
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There are situations where information related to a FISA application involves sensitive sources and
methods that, in my experience, are not shared with committees of Congress.

COLLINS:
Any (ph) information that has formed the basis for a FISA warrant? Or legal memorandum regarding
FBI's interpretation of FISA?

WRAY:
Well, the -- the FBI's legal interpretation of FISA, unless it's asking for attorney-client privileged
information, | would think it's something we could discuss with the committee.

COLLINS:

Again, | think that's the concern that | have. And look at this is, as the chairman said earlier -- and (ph)
backing up the chairman, the jurisdiction of this committee on both sides -- this has become one of the
biggest issues that we have here. And I've been here on different committees, asking different agencies,
under a Republican administration, now, and a Democrat administration, is, there's a belief that you can
withhold from this oversight -- and this is the primary, especially on FISA, it's (ph) the primary.

So I'll clear up the uncertainty you might have. The committee has the authority to demand any
document or piece of information related to the FISA program, and there are many things that we would
like to see and be a part of. And | think you've indicated your willingness to do that.

We need to continue that openness in this thing. Otherwise you're gonna continue to have the
discussions and innuendo and everything else. Because, at the end of the day, this is a problem.

But my last question has one concern. You made a mention earlier, and | thought it was sort of
interesting. You said that Mr. Strzok was not demoted or (inaudible) -- I'm not sure, frankly -- and this is
just a good North (ph) Order (ph) boy (ph) looking at this -- how do you take the number two
counterintelligence person, who is on one of the highest-profile and special investigative committees,
that's been in a long time in this town, and take him and put him in a random slot at Human Resources.

It's not offensive to Human Resources. They've got a big job. But| don't think there was a pressing need
for your number-two person, here, in counterintelligence -- who was on the highest-profile investigation
going on this Hill -- to all of a sudden say, "You know, there's a big need in Human Resources. Let's move
him over here."

| have a bigger concern that if it's (ph) some of the issues that have fallen out (ph) with Mr. Strzok, why
would you put him in Human Resources, where he would have an oversight -- or even teach
responsibilities of what other agents would be a part of? | think you need to be careful, maybe just from

an example part, of how we say that that wasn'ta demotion or a transfer or something that did not
have proper - at least on the appearance of what happened in this case.

And with that, Mr. Chairman, | yield back.

GOODLATTE:
The chair recognizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Marino, for five minutes.

MARINO:
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Thank you, Chairman.
Director, it's good to see you again. It's always a pleasure.

I've got to tell you a little something, when | got out of high school, | didn't go right to college, but | was -
- wanted to be an FBI agent. So | got a job many, many years ago as a clerk at the Department of Justice.
| was there for a short period of time until we found out that | was colorblind, and would not make a
very good agent if | couldn't tell the color of a car or the color of clothing.

So | came back home and worked in a factory for a while. When | was a district attorney and U.S.
attorney, | was threatened a couple of times. And the FBI and the U.S. Marshals were right there to
watch my back. But what was more important, they were there to watch my family during these threats.
And | will never forget that, and | greatly appreciate it.

And | have the utmost faith in you and the bureau. We are part of the same honorable profession. You
and Jim Comey and | worked very well together. We got a lot of good work done. And the agents and
the staff of the Middle District of Pennsylvania, that would be Harrisburg, Scranton, and Williamsport,
they made me look good. And | appreciate that.

| know how proffers work. I've used them many times. | know how immunity works. | know what a 302
report is, and how that works. I'm not -- let's put it this way, rarely, in my humble opinion, should we be
using special or independent counsel. We know there is a strict criteria for that, if there is a conflict. And
the reason is because | trust the 99.9 percent of our agents, the scientists, and staff a bit more than |
trust Congress.

And | know you will follow the FBI and DoJ procedures, regardless of what happened in the past. If you
ever need anything from me, don't hesitate to call upon me. Thank you very much for your service, and |
yield back.

WRAY:
Thank you, Congressman Marino, | really enjoyed our time working in the department together. And |
know you're committed to supporting law enforcement and it's very much appreciated.

GOODLATTE:
The chair thanks the gentlemen, and recognizes the gentlewoman from Alabama, Ms. Roby, for five
minutes.

ROBY:
| thought | heard the chairman say since | was last | could go as long as | wanted to. But | won't. | will
stick to the five-minute rule.

Thank you for your time spent with us today and | appreciate you staying through the last series.

Have you read the USA Liberty Act, which was our bill to renew Section 702 of the FISA Amendments
Act, which this committee approved 27-8, last month?

WRAY:
| have -- | wouldn't say | reviewed it word for word, but | have read through it.
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ROBY:
OK. And will you commit to working with this committee to reauthorize Section 782 in a way that
protects Americans' civil liberties, as well as our national security?

WRAY:

I'm absolutely committed, in fact, eager to work with the committee to try to make sure that we get 702
reauthorized in a way that's not only constitutional, but that also protects our national security.
Obviously, as you've gathered from some of my responses, | have very clear and very specific views
about what that is. And | have tried very hard in order to be responsive to this committee to really get
into the weeds with the agents about how we actually use 702.

I've actually sat at terminals with both kinds of agents, national security agents and criminal agents, in
this role as director, rolling up my sleeves, looking at the screen, watching what happens when they tap
the keyboard. So | feel like | have a pretty good handle on it. And | just implore the Congress to be really
careful here, and | just -- | worry that we're heading down a road that we will all regret. And | just hope
lives aren't put at risk as a result.

ROBY:
Well, | can -- | mean, | agree with you, as well. But | just want to make sure that we can continue to work
together. And I've heard you say that, so thank you.

WRAY:
Yes, thank you.

ROBY:

As you well know, we have an epidemic of human trafficking in this country, including the trafficking of
children. And the internet plays a huge role in that. Section 230 of the Communications Decency Act
shields some websites from legal liability regarding content posted by their users.

| have serious concerns about this. Under existing law, do you believe that legal action can be taken
against websites that enable -- that's a key word -- enable this horrible behavior?

WRAY:

Well, as | mentioned in some of the earlier questions in different contexts, | now consider myself a
reformed lawyer, former lawyer, almost. So | would have to look closely at the law to study the law in
this area. | will say that there are situations where we have been able to bring cases against what |
would call third parties for aiding and abetting some of the issues that we're talking about here,
payment processors, things like that.

So maybe there's a scenario where that kind of approach would work. Certainly, | am deeply concerned,
as | know you are, about human trafficking, especially with respect to kids, but not only kids. And as |
mentioned in my opening, that's something that we are very aggressively pursuing. So | would be happy
to look at -- and then have somebody sit down with you.

ROBY:
Yes, and | mean, we would welcome any of your thoughts or your recommendations on improving our
laws. Of course, we have several bills in front of the Senate and the House today, where we are, again,

103



trying to balance making sure that those that are enabling this type of horrific behavior are held liable,
but at the same time, protecting innovation in the -- in the -- on the internet, and the use of the
internet.

And so -- but | think at the end of the day, what we all can agree on is that we've got to come up with a
solution that works so that we can protect these precious young people and adults from being subjected
to this type of abuse.

So real quickly, given the decision by General Services Administration to scrap plans for the new FBI
headquarters, | would be interested in your thoughts as to where we go from here. While the Obama
administration requested $1.4 billion for the construction, Congress appropriated $523 million, leaving
an $882 million funding gap.

So the total cost of the proposed headquarters was a hefty $2.5 billion. And | understand that the
existing building is in a state of disrepair. However, | would be interested in your ideas about how to
reduce costs.

WRAY:

Well, we are actively -- when | say went back to the drawing board, we're considering all options. We are
working very hard with GSA, and | think there's a report due to another committee in late January about
some of our progress. We're looking not just at different building permutations and locations, but also
at funding permutations, which | think could be a change maybe in the way we go about getting to a
good answer to try to look at how we might pay for it first, and then see what flows from that as
opposed to the other way around.

I will tell you that as somebody who has now spent four months back in the building, | remember the
last time | was in the building in 2005, the place seemed like it was not in good shape then, and | can
assure you, it has not gotten better in the years that pass. So we do need to find a solution. | think the
men and women of the FBI deserve a building that's in better shape than this one is.

But I'm not ruling out any particular approach to that. But | do want to make sure we get an upgrade.

GOODLATTE:
If the gentlewoman would yield, | completely agree with the director on that. And we have some
excellent real estate in Virginia that would...

(LAUGHTER)

GOODLATTE:
... purpose exceedingly well, just across the river.

ROBY:

Well, my time has expired. But | just want to take the opportunity to tell you and your family, thank you
for your service to our country. But also all of the men and women who serve at the FBI. We really
appreciate all the hard work that is done. So thank you for being here.

WRAY:
Thank you, and on behalf of the men and women of the bureau and their families, we appreciate it.
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GOODLATTE:
Thank you, Ms. Roby.

Director Wray, thank you very much. | do have one additional question. Have you personally seen any of
the struck texts that we have been talking about here at length today?

WRAY:
Yes.

GOODLATTE:
Can you characterize for us your impression of whether those do indeed constitute the kind of political -
- going beyond just expressing opinion, but political activism that does not befit an FBI agent?

WRAY:

Mr. Chairman, | really would prefer not to do that at this point. There is -- because of the investigation
that's ongoing and it's also because of whatever might come out of that, | don't think it would be
responsible for me to be offering an opinion at this stage.

GOODLATTE:
| respect that.

Let me just close by saying that | very much appreciate your testimony here today, not just that you're
here for five hours, but that you have answered questions with a great deal of candor when you can.
And | respect the fact that you can't answer all of our questions, particularly in a public setting,
regarding some ongoing investigations.

However, | think that members of the committee have made it very clear that there are deep concerns
about what has been happening at the FBI, not under your watch, but now under your responsibility to
repair that reputation of what | think -- truly think is the world's finest law enforcement organization.
And that's going to take your testifying before committees and responding to various inquiries. But it's
also going to take more than that.

It's going to take some action. There are going to need to be some personnel changes. We have had a
number of names in high-ranking positions at the bureau mentioned in passing here, without getting
into tremendous details. Again, the inspector general's investigation and the investigation being
conducted by this committee will probably reveal more that needs to be done there.

| also think that a renewed effort to be fully responsive and timely responsive to the inquiries of this
committee and other committees, but particularly this committee, which has oversight responsibility,
and in lieu of a second special counsel, is conducting an investigation that if there were a special
counsel, we would not feel the need to engage in that.

We need to have the information that we're requesting, and we need it promptly. And we have no

intention of interfering with the investigation being conducted by the inspector general. In fact, we think
his investigation is very important and very helpful, and we have been working with him in that regard.
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So those sorts of actions, and probably some changes in protocol regarding how agents conduct
themselves and how they view some of the actions that have been revealed in the media and in during
the hearing today do not reflect well on the department and create in the minds of many Americans a
mis-impression of how the overwhelming majority of FBI line agents and others conduct themselves.
But because these people are in positions of great responsibility at the highest levels of the agency, |
think that those who stay need to get some new protocols on how to represent the agency. Some need
to go. And all of this needs to be made available to the appropriate committees that are investigating.

| thank you very much, sir. If there is anything you would like to add, we welcome it.

With that, the hearing is concluded. And -- oh, one more thing. We will be submitting additional
questions in writing, based upon some of the questions that members submitted, and some issues that
have come up that we think may be more suited to submitting questions to you in writing. We hope that

you will answer those promptly, as well.

Again, | thank you for your participation. Without objection, all members will have five legislative days to
submit additional written questions for the witness or additional materials for the record.

And this hearing is adjourned.
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December 5, 2017
VIA ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION

The Honorable Christopher Wray
Director

Federal Bureau of Investigation
935 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20535

Dear Director Wray:

Over the summer, media outlets reported that Peter Strzok was removed from his position
in the FBI’s counterintelligence division and from Special Counsel Robert Mueller’s team and
had been reassigned to work in the FBI’s human resources department. According to recent
media reports, Mr. Mueller removed Mr. Strzok from the team after discovering that he and FBI
lawyer Lisa Page, his alleged mistress, “had exchanged politically charged texts disparaging
President Trump and supporting Hillary Clinton.”! It appears the Special Counsel may have
learned this information from the Office of Inspector General’s ongoing review of the handling
of controversial pre-election activities of the Justice Department and FBI related to the
campaign.?

Reportedly, Mr. Strzok and Ms. Page exchanged these text messages while working on
the Clinton investigation. Mr. Strzok has been described as “a key player in the investigation
into [Hillary] Clinton’s use of a private email server to do government work as secretary of
state.”® Ms. Page reportedly “was a regular participant when Comey would hold ‘skinny group’
meetings on the case a small collection of advisers who gathered to address sensitive cases.”*
Additionally, Mr. Strzok reportedly was one of two FBI agents who interviewed former National

! Karoun Demirjian & Devlin Barrett, Top FBI Official Assigned to Mueller’s Russia Probe Said To Have Been
Removed After Sending Anti Trump Texts, THE WASHINGTON POST (Dec. 2, 2017),
https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/national security/two senior fbi officials on clinton trump probes
exchanged politically charged texts disparaging trump/2017/12/02/9846421c d707 11e7 a986

d0a9770d9a3e story.html?utm term=.5628b4762af1.

2 Press Release, Office of Inspector General, Department of Justice (Dec. 2, 2017), available at
https://oig.justice.gov/press/2017/2017 12 02.pdf.

3 Dmirjian & Barrett, Top FBI Official Assigned to Mueller’s Russia Probe Said To Have Been Removed.
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Security Advisor Michael Flynn.> The communications between members of the Clinton email
investigation team raise questions about the integrity of that investigation, and about the
objectivity of Mr. Strzok’s work for the Special Counsel and in the FBI’s investigation of Mr.
Flynn.

The Committee has previously written to Mr. Strzok requesting an interview to discuss
his knowledge of improper political influence or bias in Justice Department or FBI activities
during either the previous or current administration, the removal of James Comey from his
position as Director of the FBI, the DOJ’s and FBI’s activities related to Hillary Clinton, the
DOJ’s and FBI’s activities related to Donald J. Trump and his associates, and the DOJ’s and
FBI’s activities related to Russian interference in the 2016 election. To date, the Committee has
received no letter in reply to that request. In advance of Mr. Strzok’s interview, please provide
the following communications, in the form of text messages or otherwise, to the Committee no
later than December 11, 2017:

1. All communications sent to, received by, or copying Mr. Strzok related to then-
Director Comey’s draft or final statement closing the Clinton investigation, including
all records related to the change in the portion of the draft language describing
Secretary Clinton’s and her associates’ conduct regarding classified information from

“grossly negligent” to “extremely careless”;®

2. All communications sent to, received by, or copying Mr. Strzok regarding the
decision to close the Clinton investigation without recommending any charges;

3. All communications sent to, received by, or copying Mr. Strzok related to opening the
investigation into potential collusion by the Trump campaign with the Russian
government, including any FBI electronic communication (EC) authored or
authorized by Mr. Strzok and all records forming the basis for that EC;

4. All communications sent to, received by, or copying Mr. Strzok related to the FBI’s
interactions with Christopher Steele relating to the investigation into potential
collusion by the Trump campaign with the Russian government, including any
communications regarding potential or realized financial arrangements with Mr.
Steele;

5. All communications sent to, received by, or copying Mr. Strzok related to any
instance of the FBI relying on, or referring to, information in Mr. Steele’s memoranda
in the course of seeking any FISA warrants, other search warrants, or any other
judicial process;

3 Nicole Darrah, FBI Agent Fired From Russia Probe Oversaw Flynn Interviews, Softened Comey Language on
Clinton Email Actions, FOX NEWS (Dec. 4, 2017), http://www.foxnews.com/politics/2017/12/04/fbi agent fired
from russia probe oversaw flynn interviews changed comey memos on clinton charges.html.

¢ Laura Jarrett & Evan Perez, FBI Agent Dismissed from Mueller Probe Changed Comey’s Description of Clinton to
‘Extremely Careless’, CNN (Dec. 4, 2017, 4:57 PM), http://www.cnn.com/2017/12/04/politics/peter strzok james
comey/index.html.
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