
182

I

2

J

4

5

6

7

8

9

l0

ll

l2

l3

t4

l5

l6

t7

l8

l9

20

2t

22

.(.)

24

25

l'lS. SPEIER: Thank you f or your 1i f etime of service on

behalf of the country. Secretary, as the Deputy Assistant

Secretary of State for Eastern Europe and the Caucasus, jt

woutd seem to me that you would be familiar with the efforts

by the administration to engage with Ukraine. Is that

MR. KENT: Correct.

MS. SPEIER: So i n that ci rcumstance, you were read i nto

that July 25th phone conversation by the Lieutenant Colonel

but were not actually on the call?

MR. KENT: Correct. I've never in 27 years been on a

call made by a President of the United States.

MS. SPEIER: So that is not consistent with your role

then. Okay.

MR. KENT: i have never served at the National Security

Council, I've only served at the State Department and at

embassi es overseas.

MS. SPEIER: All right. You said earlier that you

provided all of your documents to the State Department for

them to make available to us. Forgive me if I don't think

they're re going to be forthcoming. But if you were to

identify certain documents in particular, you mentioned a few

already today, but if you were to mention certain documents

that you think are particularly important for us to have

access to, what would they be?

MR. KENT: The, if you wi11, I guess, the unique records
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that I generated in the course of my work would include notes

to the file and conversations that I took down in my

handwri tten notes.

M5. SPEIER: Anythi ng else that comes to mi nd?

I'4R. KENT: Li kely the WhatsApp exchange between me and

Ambassador, or sorry, Charge Taylor.

I'4S. SPEIER: So is it typical for you to use WhatsApp in

communi cati ng wi th your colleagues?

MR. KENT: In parts of the world, WhatsApp has become a

very active method of communjcation for a variety of reasons,

j t's consi dered encrypted, although I don' t thj nk text

messages are secure. I believe the voice encryption i s sti 11

secure. And jn countries like Ukraine there's actually no

data charge for use WhatsApp, and that's what drives the use

of social media, so they pay for text messages, but when they

use soc"ial medja apps they don't actually pay for that data.

So that has altered communjcations in parts of world by rate

setti ng and how people communicate.

So in Latin American, for instance, and in parts of

Europe and Asia, applications ljke WhatsApp have become the

dom'inate f orm of communi cati on.

M5. SPEIER: There has been a lot of conversation

earlier today from our colleagues on the other side of the

aisle about Burisma as being a company that lacked some

ethical commitments and moral compass of sorts. Are there
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other companies in Ukraine that would fa11 in that same

category?

MR. KENT: There are many companies in Ukraine that

might fa11 into that categorY, Yes.

MS. SPEIER: Could you g'ive us some examples?

MR. KENT: If you took the roster of the richest

Ukrainians, they didn't build value, they largely stole it.

So we could go down the richest 20 Ukrainians and have a long

conversation about the structure of the Ukrainian economy,

and certainly most of the b'illionaires in the country became

billionaires because they acquired state assets for largely

under valued prices and engaged in predatory competition.

MS. SPEIER: Buri sma doesn't stand out as bei ng

djfferent from any number of companies?

MR. KENT: I would say that Mr. Zlochevsky's actions

stood out in one way that he was the actual minister who

awarded himself the licenses to explore for gas exploration.

MS. SPEIER: 0kay.

MR. KENT: Other people may have just had the minister

on thei r payro1l.

MS. SPEIER: Okay. Going back to that July 25th ca11,

there was a 1ot of exchangeS between Ambassador Sondland, Mr.

Volker, and also the Charge Taylor about whether or not the

aid would be forthcoming, whether or not the statement would

be written. Were you privy to any of that?



185

I

2

)

4

5

6

7

8

9

MR. KENT: I did not participate in those exchanges by

virtue of the fact that, to the best of my knowledge, you

don't have me as a participant in those exchanges, and none

of those have been released.

I did have my own dialogue with Charge Taylor in the

course of our work, in the same way that I had a d'ialogue

with Ambassador Yovanovitch and with our ambassadors in

Moldova, Azerbai j an, Armeni a, and our Charges i n Georgi a and

Belarus.

THE CHAIRI'IAN: And I would 1i ke to address my colleague

we're going to get to that through the timeline.

MS. SPEIER: I'm particularly interested in 20L7. Are

you go'ing to take care of that?

THE CHAIRMAN: We are. Can I suggest that we have the

counsel continue with the t'ime1ine, and then as we get

through it members can add jn wjth questions. Thank you.

Mr. Goldman.

MR. G0LDI'IAN: Thank you, Mr. Chai rman.

BY I,IR. GOLDMAN:

a Focusing your attention on May of this year when I

beli eve you sa'id that Rudy Gi uli ani met i n Pari s w j th Nazar

Kholodnytsky, who was the prosecutor of the anti-corruption.

A The special anti corruption prosecutor, yes.

a Anti corruption, okay. And he had already been

removed by that point, right?
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A No, he had been under pressure for over a year. We

stopped cooperating with them approximately in March of 201-8

when the so-ca11ed fjsh tank scandal emerged.

a 0kay. J ust to summari ze. You have testi f i ed today

that Mr. Giuliani met with Yuriy Lutsenko in January, that he

advocated to get the former Prosecutor General Shokin a visa

jn January. And then he met with a special prosecutor in

May, who the U. S. had ceased all f ormer relat'ions wi th. And

Lutsenko and Shokin are generally, the general consensus

beljef is that they either are or, at this point, or were

corrupt prosecutor generals. Is that an accurate summary of

Mr. Gi uf i ani 's meeti ngs wi th prosecutors i n Ukrai ne?

A Yes.

Okay. And indicated that by May ofa

poi nt, Mr.

advocati ng

you al so

had been

fou r

thi s

media

you summarized fromstory lines that

Is that ri ght?

Gi u1 i ani

for the

on television and in the

those I'4arch arti c1es.

A Correct.

a Okay. And then in May you went to Ukraine and you

had meeti ngs wi th Ukrai ni an offi ci aIs, two of whom menti oned

to you that Mr. Giuliani wanted to meet with them. Is that

right?

A Mr. Avakov mentioned Giuliani. I can't recall if

Mr. Bakanov mentioned Giuliani when we first talked, the one

name that I wrote down jn my notes was that he mentioned
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Fruman, he said he didn't remember the other name, and later

he sent me the business card of Fruman and Parnas.

a Thank you for clarifying that. But he knew that

Fruman and Parnas were assoc j ates of Gi uli an'i , ri ght?

A Cor rect.

a Now, you would agree, right, that high-1eve1

Ukrainian officials don't meet wIth every private Amerjcan

ci ti zen who travels to Ukrai ne. Correct?

A Correct.

a So the Ukrajnians certainly understood that Mr.

Giuliani was not a regular private citizen. Is that right?

A Correct.

a And woutd you assess that they understood that he

represented President Trump?

A They understood that Mr. Giulianj asserted he

represented Mr. Trump i n hi s pri vate capaci ty. Yes.

a Did they understand what that meant? Private

capaci ty versus offi ci a1 capaci ty?

A Ukra'ini ans such as Arsen Avakov are experi enced

players willing to meet with anybody. The team of the

incoming president at that time, President-elect Zelenskyy,

had spent thei r enti re careers as a ti ght-kn'it group of

entertainment company executives who had no experience in

politics. So they were looking to try to figure out to

understand how to navigate political networks.

I

2

aJ

4

5

6

7

8

9

t0

ll
12

l3

t4

l5

l6

t7

l8

t9

20

2l

22

23

24

25



1BB

I

2

J

4

5

6

7

8

9

l0

ll

l2

13

t4

l5

t6

t7

l8

t9

20

2t

22

23

24

25

a And did you speak to any of the incoming officials

about Mr. Gi uf ian'i i n thi s May, June timef rame?

A My conversati on w1th Mr. Bakanov, as I recounted

part of it before when he gave the names of the associates,

one of whom he knew, the other he couldn't remember, when he

asked for my counsel, I had suggested, as I said, someone

like you who's an associate could meet and hear somebody out

without making commitments. But at this time it would be my

best counsel to you to shietd your President-elect from

private ci tizens.

a And to your knowledge was Mr. Giuliani promoting

official U.5. policy in Ukraine at this point?

A Mr. Gi u1i ani i s a private ci ti zen who was not a

U. S. Government offi ci a1.

a But I understand that, but is what he was pushing

consistent with official U.S. policy?

A Mr. Giuliani was not consulting with the State

Department about what he was do'ing 'in the f j rst half of 2019.

And to the best of my knowledge, he's never suggested that he

was promoting U.S. policy.

a And the actual efforts that he was making, just to

be very c1ear, were they consistent with what official State

Department policy was?

A The U.S. has a lot of policy interests in Ukraine.

It involved promoting the rule of law, energy independence,
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who

defense sector reform, and the ability
As a general rule, we don't want other

our own domestjc political process, no

a So around this at the end

i nauguration of Pres'ident Zelenskyy.

A Correct. I believe it may

be

to stand up to Russia.

countri es i nvolved i n

of May,

I s that

have been

there was the

r i ght?

May 20th, to

prec'i se

a

would

A

a

was and

Yes.

Can you

what those

Were you involved at

represent the United

all i n the d'iscussi ons about

States at that i nauguration?

just summarize for us what your involvement

di scussions entai led?

A The starting point was the conversation between

Presidents Trump and President-elect Zelenskyy on election

day. President Zelenskyy asked if jt would be possible for

President Trump to come to inaugural. There was no date at

that point. President Trump suggested that he would talk to

Vice President Pence, and schedules wil1ing, that he hoped it
could work out, but in any case, the U.5. would have

representati on at the i naugu ra1 . That was Apr i 1 2 Lst .

By the time we got close to when the inauguration date

was set, which was on very short notice, the outgoing

Ukrainian parliament voted on May l-6th, which was a Thursday,

to have the inauguration on May 20th, whjch was a Monday,

leaving almost no tjme for either proper preparations or
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forei gn delegati ons to vi si t.

5o we scrambled on Friday the L7th to try to figure out

who was available. Vice President Pence was not available.

Secretary of State Pompeo was traveling. And so we were

looking for an anchor, someone who was a person of stature

and whose job had relevance to our agenda.

I suggested to Lieutenant Colonel Vindman, since there

oftentimes is th'is dialogue between the State Department and

the NSC for inaugural delegations, to having the NSC ask

Secretary of Energy Perry. Because he had traveled to

Ukraine, understood the issues, and energy was one of the top

three issues that we were working with Ukraine. So that was

the start of that conversation, and then it was a matter of

bui 1di ng out possi bi 1 i ti es.

Inaugural delegations are determined by the White House.

So whatever the NSC and the State Department worked together

as opti ons, ul ti mately the dec'i si on i s made elsewhere. As an

example, when Pres'ident Yushchenko was inaugurated in Ukraine

in 2005, and I was the control officer on the ground at the

time, the delegation was Secretary Coli n Powe11 i n hi s last

act as State of State, and five Ukrainian Americans. That's

1t.

In this case, we proposed a group of officials that we

thought were relevant, those included a number of Senators

and as well as Marcy Kaptur, the head of the Ukrainian



191

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

American Caucus in the House. It included some Ukrainian

American leaders here in the United States, as well as

of f i c'ia1s. That was about L5 i n total to play wi th.

Former National Security Advisor Bolten weighed in at

some point 'in the process, and eventualty the White House

settled on a list, which was, in the end, Secretary Perry,

Lieutenant Colonel Vjndman representing the NSC, Ambassador

Sondland, Ambassador Volker, and then our Charge in country

at the time, Acting Joseph Pennington.

a Was Ambassador Sondland on the State Department's

original list?
A He was not somebody that we i ni t'ial1y proposed, but

Ambassador Sondland has his own networks of influence,

including chief of staff l'lulvaney. 5o it did not surprise us

when he weighed in, his name emerged.

a Why di d i t not surpri se you. What di d you

understand Ambassador Sondland's role in Ukrajne to be by

March LTth of this

A Ambassador Sondland had started cultivating a

relati onshi p wi th the previ ous Ukrai ni an Presi dent

Poroshenko. He vi si ted, as I recal1, a shi p vi si t to Odesa,

which may have been where he first met Poroshenko and other

leaders. And so in the same way that he had expressed an

'interest j n our relati onshi p wi th Georgi a starti ng late i n

2018, early this year he expressed an interest in playing a

l0

n

t2

l3

t4

l5

t6

t7

l8

l9

20

2l

22

23

24

25



192

I

2

J

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

ll

t2

l3

t4

l5

l6

t7

l8

l9

20

2t

22

23

24

25

role i n managi ng our relati onshi p wi th Ukrai ne.
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13 24 p.m. l

BY MR. GOLDMAN:

a And you descri bed an i ndependent relati onshi p that

he had with the chief of staff. What do you know about that?

A We11, I think the proof jn the pudding is, after

the delegation went to the inauguratjon on May 20th and had a

meeti ng wi th President Zelenskyy and that j ncluded Senator

Ron Johnson, who was there not as part of the Presidential

delegation but separately. But he sat in the meeting with

Zelenskyy, and then he joined a briefing to the President in

the 0va1 Office on May 23rd.

It was Ambassador Sondland's connections with Mulvaney

that got them the meeting with the President. It was not

done through the NSC staff, through Lieutenant Colonel

Vindman and Ambassador Bolton.

a I don't understand what you mean.

A We11, normally for international jssues, meetings

would appear on the President's calendar because they were

proposed by the National Security staff and pushed through

the National Security Advisor. In this case, the out-brief

to the Presjdent of the inaugural happened because of

Ambassador Sondland's connections through Chief of Staff

Mulvaney, to the best of my knowledge.

a So you' re talki ng about Presj dent Trump's

debriefing after the inauguration on l"lay 23rd.

193
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A The i naugurati on on May 20th. The 0va1 Offi ce

meeting to talk about that and the way forward occurred in

the 0va1 0ffice on May 23rd.

a Before the inauguration, you just mentioned that

you were not surprised that Ambassador Sondland was added to

the list because of his relationship with the chief of staff .

Were you aware of Ambassador Sondland having any significant

role in Ukrainian policy for the State Department by mid-May?

A Again, I don't remember when the ship visit was to

0desa, but I think Sondland's visit to Ukraine to 0desa for

the U.S. port visit was the start of his involvement.

a I understand that. I'm asking way ahead. If that

was during the time that President Poroshenko was the

Presi dent, that was earl i er.

A But it was the last month of his presidency. 5o he

did call President Poroshenko in March for instance after the

attack started on Ambassador Yovanovi tch to suggest the

Porosheno back off. So his acceleration of his involvement

in Ukraine and in our relationship was in one phase, just

starting the last month or two of Poroshenko's presidency,

and it accelerated after President Zelenskyy's assumption of

office on May 2Lst.

a Did it also accelerate after Ambassador Yovanovitch

was recatled?

A Ambassador Yovanovitch was recalled on the 26th of
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April, and she was out of the country

Zetenskyy was inaugurated on May 20th

She essentially ceased serving as

of Ambassador, on April 25th.

a Ri ght. And after that,

role increase in Ukraine?

A Yes.

Ambassador, the

Presi dent

cotermi nus.

func t i ons

did Ambassador Sondland's

a Were you aware of whether that went through

of f i c'ial channels or how that came to be?

A The way that came to be was the main three U.S.

offi ci als, executi ve branch offi ci a1s, Secretary Perry,

Ambassador Sondland, and Special Representative Volker, were

part of that briefing of the President. And they came out of

that meeting asserting that going forward they would be the

drivers of the relat jonship w'i th Ukraine.

a Bef ore the i naugurat'ion di d you have any

conversations w'ith the Ambassador Sondland about Ukraine

gene ral 1y?

A To the best of my knowledge, before May, likely
during the chief of mission conference where all ambassadors

come back f or several days 'in mi d-J anuary, Ambassador

Sondland came through the office suite where my office is to

see my colteague who works wi th Western Europe. Jutie Fi sher

(ph) i s her name. And she i ntroduced h'im to the other people

in the office. So I shook his hand. There was no

by the time

So it was
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conversation, but that was the first time I had met him,

wi thout a substantive conversation, in January.

a So you did not speak to him again after January?

A To the best of my recollection, we had no direct

conversation and were not in each other's presence until the

U.N. General Assembly week, the last week in September.

O So you did not attend that 0val 0ffice meeting on

May 23rd, right?

A I did not.

a Okay. Did you get a readout of what occurred?

A There were several readouts. That particular week

I was my eldest daughter graduated from Boston University

and I then took my k j ds and my wi f e up to Acadi a Natlonal

Park we were hiking on Cadillac Mountain so I was not jn

Washington those days where the readout occurred May 23rd.

a So did you subsequently learn what occurred?

A 5o there were several readouts provided secondhand

from representatives who had been 'in that meeting and

presumably those will be part of the documents that were

collected as part of your requested documents and

a So you're sorry. You're referring to written

readouts?

A Written readouts. I believe there were three

separate readouts. Again not from anyone that I got that was

forwarded by emai1. Specifically Fiona Hj11 whom I'm
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gathering that the committee talked to yesterday. She gave a

readout to my office director who was probably acting for me

that week, , normally office director of Eastern

Europe. Kurt Volker gave a readout to his then-special

assistant, Chris Anderson (ph), who is currently a language

student. And Gordon Sondland would have given a readout to

somebody that would have been forwarded to us.

So when I came back from my New England vacation, I had

three different versions of that conversation in my inbox.

a And so what did you just quickly, what did you

understand to have occurred at that meeting?

A I shoutd say that in addition to those secondhand

accounts I eventually heard Kurt Volker's account d'irectly

from him, the way he characterized it to a number of

interlocutors when we were together in Toronto on the 1st and

2nd of July for the Ukraine Reform Conference and the

interlocutors included President Zelenskyy hjmself. He said

that President Trump had been very angry about Ukraine, he

said that they were corrupt, and they had wished him itl in

2015. So that was one part of the discussion.

0n the other hand, by the end of the meeti ng there was

agreement that they would work moving forward to work towards

an 0val 0f f ice vi si t, a v'isi t to the Whi te House whi ch

Presidents Zelenskyy and Trump had talked about in that

initial call on April 21st. And that energy issues would be



198

I

2

J

4

5

6

7

8

9

l0

ll

t2

t3

t4

l5

t6

t7

l8

t9

20

2l

22

23

24

25

of importance going forward, keeping in mind not only

Secretary' Perry's presence, but the concern that the

Russians were going to cut all gas transit through Ukraine on

New Year's day the way they had done three times since 2005.

a You

A And finatly sorry. The last point that I recal1

from the readouts was that there would be an accelerated

search for a political nominee for Ambassador, as opposed to

having a career Foreign Service officer proposed from the

State Department.

a Were you aware of any evidence that Ukraine was

involved in any way, Ukrainian officials were involved in any

way i n i nterf eri ng wi th the 201.6 electi on?

A I'm not aware of any evidence to that effect, no.

a And you ' re f aml 1i a r wi th the I nte11i gence Commun i ty

assessment about Russi a's i nterference?

A I have read the documents that have been made

available to me as part of my read. The Office of

Intelligence and Research briefs me twice a week, but that

does not mean that I'Ve read every document about Russia, no.

a No, I understand, there is specific document that

the Intelligence Community assessment about Russian

interference in the 2016 election. Are you familiar with the

conclusion?

A I know that it exists. I can't say I don't
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reca11 reading any special confidential version of it. And

to the extent that it has been discussed in general in the

medja I'm aware of those findings.

a And you' re aware that the Intell i gence Communi ty

uni f ormly determi ned that Russi a 'interf ered i n the electi on?

A I'm aware of that general conclusion, yes.

a And are you aware that Special Counsel Mueller

indicted I believe L2 Russians and laid out an ind'ictment

A Yes.

a how

A Yes.

a Do you

ei ther the

have any reason to

indictment or the

believe that both of

Intelli gence Communi ty

Russi a 'interf ered. Ri ght?

t hose

assessment

A

a

haven't

call

A

is wrong in any way?

I have no reason to believe that, no.

Okay. You mentj oned thi s Apri 1 2Lst call . And we

on thetouched upon it touch.

Did you get a readout of

I did.

And what d'id you learn

you

AS

that was d'iscussed on that

You sai d

that call

were not

well?

a

call?

A Again, I received that readout from Lieutenant

Colonel Vindman. It was a very short and nonsubstantive

ca11, as you m'ight expect. As I recall April 2Lst was Easter

Sunday i n the Uni ted States. Agai n, Ukrai ni ans are 0rthodox.
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Different calendar. And we were very pleased that the

President agreed to call on election day on a Sunday. We had

presumed that it might happen the next workday, which was a

Monday. And as you might expect on a Sunday call when it was

probabty past mi dni ght i n Ukra'ine on electi on ni ght,

President Zelenskyy was in a good mood, Presjdent Trump was

very posi t'ive and congratulated hi m on a great w'in

And President Zelenskyy, as I reca1l what Alex told fie,

said that he had studied President Trump's win in 2016

runnjng as an outsider and had adopted some of the same

tact'ics. And 'inv j ted Presi dent Trump to hi s i naugural, the

date to be determined. And Pres'ident Trump, as I said,

acknowledged he would try to find somebody appropriate to

attend. And sald, we'11 try to work on getti ng you to

Washi ngton.

And that was more or less the extent that probabty was

somethi ng more sa1d , but you know on an electi on day the

poi nt 'is what Alex summed up was, Li eutenant Colonel Vi ndman,

those types of calls are designed to build rapport and he

thought it was successful doing so.

O Following the May 23rd 0val 0ffice meeting, where

there was a -- you testi f ied there was a dec'ision to try to

arrange a White House meeting. You know, what if any actions

did you take or were djd other Ukrajne-focused government

officials take to try to set that up?
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A

To the

othe r

be supportive but that's that's

they ask for input from

obviously stand ready to

thei r functi on. That's

not our function

a Were you supportive of a White House meeting?

A I was, the State Department was. Ukraine is an

important country that Congress appropriates roughly in the

ballpark $700 miltjon a year in assistance and Zelenskyy won

a clear mandate for change and so we were support'ive of a

visit to the Wh'ite House, yes.

a Did you have any reason to doubt Zelenskyy's

si nceri ty about hi s anti corrupti on vi ews?

A I had no reason to doubt the sincerity of Zelenskyy

trying to represent change for his country based on the

series of meetings I had with h'im dating back to December

2018. Starting from the beginning it was clear that he had a

prior association with a fairly notorious oligarch named Ihor

Kolomoi sky and that was goi ng to be a mark of h'is w j 11i ngness

to really make a break from past relationships and stand on

pri nci p1e.

So from not necessari 1y our fi rst conversati on i n

December, but in the second conversation in March prior to
the election, we were already talkjng about Kolomoisky and

the down sides of association with somebody who had such a

That's the function of the national security staff

extent that there is input,

officials, other offices. We
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bad reputation.

a And how important is would a White House meeting

be to President Zelenskyy?

A The President of the United States is a longtime

acknowledged leader of the free world, and the U.S. is

Ukrai ne's strongest supporter. And so i n the Ukrai ne

context, it's very important to show that they can establish

a strong relationship with the leader of the United States.

That's the Ukrai ni an argument and desi re to have a meeti ng.

The f oreign policy argument is 'it's a very important

country in the front lines of Russian malign influence and

aggression. And the U.S. spends a considerable amount of our

resources supporting Ukraine and therefore it makes sense.

But that's the arguments for a meeting. The time on a

President's schedule is always subject to competing

priorities.

a Fo11ow'ing that meeti ng you sai d that Secretary

Perry, Ambassador Sondland and Ambassador Volker had asserted

that they were leading Ukrainian policy efforts? Did I get

that ri ght?

A Correct.

a Who had asserted that?

A We11, the three of them asserted that. And citing

the fact that they had brjefed the President coming out of

that meeting, they felt they had the mandate to take the lead
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on coordi nati ng ef f orts to engage the new Ukra'ini an

leadershi p.

a And what engagements with the new Ukrainian

leadershi p occurred followi ng that meeti ng up unti 1 the

conference on July Lst that you're aware of?

A I do not I do not recall. Special

Representative Volker traveled frequently to Ukraine so jt js

possible that he may have gone in late May. I just don't

recall precisely. He traveled frequently there.

There was a coordjnating meeting in the Department of

Energy jn mid-June, on June 18th. So Secretary Perry chaired

that. Ambassador SondIand, Ambassador Volker from the State

Department, Actj ng Assi stant Secretary Reeker, my di rect

supervisor, Tyler Brace, a1l attended that meeting'in

Secretary Perry's offi ce, and they also connected recently

arrived Charge Taylor from Kyiv.

So I would say that, to the best of my knowledge, after

that May 23rd meeting, thjs June 18th meeting was the next

meeti ng where a number of offi ci als got together speci fi catly

to talk about policies and programs towards Ukraine.

a And in June and early Juty, are you aware of any

conversations that Ambassador Sondland might have had wjth

the Chief of Staff Mulvaney about Ukraine and President

Zetenskyy?

A I'm not aware of conversations between Sondland and
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Mulvaney, but frankly that's a relationship that I would not

be a part of. To the best of my what I am aware of j s

that subsequent to the June LSth meeting, there was a

June 28th conference call between Secretary Perry, Sondland,

Volker, and involving Charge Taylor, at the end of which they

were patched through to President Zelenskyy.

a And what did you learn about that conversation?

A I do not recaIl. I got a readout of that

conversati on. Inj ti a1ly I have an emai I suggesti ng that

Ambassador Sondland on June 27th had written Charge Taylor to

suggest that that would be a U.S.-only meeting or a U.S.-only

ca11. But in the end, on the next day, it turned into a call

with President Zelenskyy after a pre-conversation among the

Americans, based on what Charge Taylor has told me.

a Was j t unusual that you were not 'included on that

conference call?

A Wel1, if it involves the Secretary of Energy jt's

not necessarily unusual. But again, that was i think a

period of time where the direction of our engagement with

Ukraine shifted into shall v{e say unusual channels'

a And what do you mean by unusual channels?

A Wel1, I think it's somewhat unusual to have an

Ambassador to the E.U., plus the Secretary of Energy engaged

deeply in the policy towards a country that is not a member

of the E.U. It was just again, we had our Special
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Representative for Ukraine Negotiations, and I know you've

talked to former Ambassador Volker. His listed

responsi bi I i ti es were focused on negoti ati ng wi th Russi a over

their war jn Ukraine, and then Charge Taylor as the tead

representatjve in country.

And so frankly, in that constellation Charge Taylor was

the primary voice for our fu11 interests as the Charge of our

mission in Kyiv.

a And one more question, you said that you learned of

the call from Charge Taylor.

A Cor rect.

a But he did not give you a substantive readout of

the call?

A He did give me a readout, yes. He gave me a

readout of prebrief with the Americans.

O And what was that readout?

A He indicated that there was a discussion about the

need to rai se a sensi ti ve 'issue wi th Zetenskyy. And i n that

discussion Ambassador Volker volunteered that he would be

seeing Zelenskyy in person the next week in Toronto and that

was the meeting jn which I participated on July 2nd.

a Do you know what the sensitive issue was?

A Kurt Volker told me that 'i t was giving guidance to

Zelenskyy on how he needed to characterize his willingness to

be cooperatjve on issues of interest to the President.
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a Such as?

A I did not have the ful1 details of what exactly

that was, but I th'ink i t was sendi ng si gnals about potenti a1

i nvesti gati ons.

a I think our time is up. We yield to the minority.

BY MR. CASTOR:

a Vindman was on the July 25th call?

A The J uly yes .

O And was he on the April 2Lst call?

A Yes.

a Was he in the meeting wjth the President on May

23rd?

A I do not know and I th'ink not.

a Okay. You said you got three readouts, one from

Fiona Hi11, one from SondIand, and one from Volker?

A The i n'iti aI readouts I got were, yes secondhand

from these three people. It was my understanding.

O in on the meeting?

A My understanding is again Fiona didn't give it
di rectly to me. l'ly understandi ng i s that she may have gotten

it from deputy then deputy national security advisor

Kuppe rman .

a She sent you the readout?

A No. She had a conversation with , who

was the acting deputy assistant secretary at the tjme. To
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the best of my knowledge. I received the readout from I
once I came back from my vacation.

a Okay. You said when you returned to your office

you had three emails. Is that

A Yes. I believe I got an email with I readout

of a conversati on wi th Fi ona, Chri s Anderson's readout that

he got from Kurt Volker and a third readout from someone jn

the State Department who worked wi th our m'iss j on to the

European Union that would have had Ambassador Sondland's

version.

a So Sondland gives a readout to his staffer who

wr i tes j t up, sends an emai 1 .

A Yes.

a Volker produces one with Christina Anderson?

A Chris Anderson.

a Chris Anderson. And so then help me understand

again. Like who produced the one from the NSC?

A So Fiona had a conversation. To the best of my

recollection, she had a conversation wi th , who is

normally the director for Eastern Europe and, while I was

away at my daughter's , was acting in my

stead as acti ng deputy assi stant secretary.

a 0h, okay. So he's a State Department employee.

A He's a State Department employee, yeah.

a Was she in the meeting?
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A l\/ly understanding is again, I did not talk to

her, but my understanding was that her version of the readout

came from Mr. Kupperman, the then deputy to Ambassador

Bolton. But I'm not sure.

a Was he in the meeting?

A I'm not sure. My understand'ing again, this is now

third hand from I is that Fiona's readout came from

Kupperman, not from her participation in the meeting. But I

don't know. I have not talked to Fiona about that.

a 0kay. Was Kupperman in the meeting?

A My understanding from what I heard from I
relaying what he heard from Fiona hjs impression was that

that came from Kupperman who was jn the meeting. But I can't

a He was in the meeting?

A Huh?

a He was in the meeting?

A That is the impressjon I received from talking to

I
a Did any of these readouts have a list of officials

in the meeting?

A No.

a 0kay. Can we just go through who we think was in

the meeting? We know Secretary Perry, Senator Johnson.

A To the best of my knowledge, the principals
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a Ambassador VoIker

A the briefers to the President were those that

represented Iead offic'ials and that would be Secretary Perry,

Ambassador Sondland, Ambassador Volker and Senator Johnson.

a And they brought staff to the meetingT

A I do not know. I was again, I was on leave

status.

a OkaY.

A And I wasn't in the meeting and wouldn't have been

'in the meeti ng even i f I were i n Washi ngton.

a 0kay. Who from the NSC was 'in the meetingT

A To the best of my understanding, all I know is that

Charl i e Kupperman or Kupperman. I don' t know fi rst name,

sorry. Kupperman, former deputy Nationat Security Advisor

Kupperman may have been in the meeting.

a 0kay. But Vi ndman wasn' t?

A That is my understanding, correct.

a Did Vindman tel1 you subsequently that he wasn't in

the meeti ng?

A I didn't ask if he was 'in the meeting, because when

I returned from work I had three different version or

readouts of the meetings from others.

a But you had regular commun jcat'ions wi th Vjndman.

R'ight?

A I did.
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he wasn't

A

No.

And did he ever at any point in tjme tell

in the meeting or was being excluded from

We didn't have a conversation along those

you that

th i ngs?

f ines.

a Do you th'ink he was excluded?

A I honestly don't know. And I had three different

verSions of the meeting so I wasn't looking for a fourth.

a And in your regular communications with vindman do

you have any reason to believe that he'S been cut out of any

of these discussions? Not just about the t"lay 23rd meeting,

but about subsequent relevant events?

A Again, I don't I go over to the NSC when there

are meetings that the NSC does not want to al1ow the State

Department to be on the Secure video conference system, but

apart from Speci fi c meeti ngs that I'm i nvi ted over, I don't

go over there on a regular basis just because it takes time.

It's easier if they'11 allow us to be on vjdeo conference.

It js a better use of my time. So I would say I have more

communications wjth Lieutenant Colonel Vindman by email and

phone ca11.

And in any of those emajls or Phone calls

he he's been cut out of theyou that

a lieutenant colonel and colonels who have

positions generally aren't people who

a Okay.

has he alerted

process?

A He is

served in staff
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complain. He's a -- he was a campaign planner before he came

over to the NSC and he has that campaign planning mentality,

you know, what's the goal and he'11 plow forward. That's

j ust hi s personal i ty.

a Okay. And do you think he is plowing forward?

A He's very acti ve at schedul i ng j nteragency meeti ngs

and asking the State Department to write papers for him.

a But plow'ing f orward, does i t have some sort of

connotation that he's going through a tough time and he's

A No. He's a lieutenant colonel who spends his day

worki ng on campai gn p1ans. That's what hi s that was hi s

job at the Joint Chiefs of Staff before he was brought over

as a detai 1ee to the NSC. I th'ink i f you talk to most State

Department employees will have an opinion that the role of

the Nati onal Securi ty Counc'il i s to coordi nate the work of

other agencies, not to task us. We don't respond to them.

And occasionally we have to remind them of that.

a You have to remind him of that?

A My staff oftentimes complains that they feel that

he th'inks that they work for him the way he works for other

people at the JCS and have asked me on numbers of occasions

to gently point out to him that we don't report to him. So I

have supported my staff in gently suggesting that he remember

what the roles of the National Security Council staff are

vis-a-vis a bureau and an executive agency like the State
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Department.

a Did he receive that warmlY?

A He rece'ived i t wi th a smi le and that' s - - we have a

good working relationship. I would say there's more tensjon

perhaps between him and the staff that work for me, but we

have a respectful working relationship.

a Okay. And in Fiona Hill's readout what was her

what can you remember from her readout?

A I think what I recall and I can't say the

specific deta'i1s particularly since there were three versions

floating around that I read in rapid succession, just by

tonality that the meeting was perhaps more problematic than

the initial readouts that we got through secondhand knowledge

of what Ambassador Sondland and Ambassador Volker said'

I believe one element and I can't remember where this

came from that initially the President did not want to sign a

congratulatory letter. And he actually ripped up the letter

that had been written for him. But by the end of the

meeting, he'd been convinced and the version I recall hearing

was Ambassador Sondland helped draft it. And to be honest,

the second version of the letter actually read better than

the fi rst versi on. I wasn't i nvolved i n ei ther of them

because I had been on leave and eventually that letter was

si gned.

a At the State Department in the wake of Ambassador
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Yovanovi tch's , her reca1l , can you descrj be the morale wi th

those closest to her?

A When you say those closest to her, are you

referring to the embassy staff that had been working for her

in Kyiv?

a And her close confidants here in Washington.

A I don't know who her close confjdants in Washington

would be. I was, as I mentioned, in Ukraine and Kyiv at the

embassy on May 8th. I djd offer to have a restricted

townhall meeting for Americans, essentially, in our version

of the SCIF, and the country team, the meeting room, where

we'd have and anyone who wished to have a conversation

about what had happened and the way forward.

And my sense was one of them actually said that when

the attacks started j n ['larch, parti cularly af ter members of

the President's family started attacking her, at some 1eve1

they reatized that she was going to be recalled, and it was a

matter of when, not if. Their question, as people working at

the embassy, was what was going to be the impact on them, on

the embassy, and on our policy towards Ukrajne.

And so, while I did basjcally I was willing to answer

any questions, I think they were more focused, at that point,

already, having digested that she had been removed, and they

wanted to know what was going to happen next. So I assured

them that our policy was our policy and it would remajn our
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policy. And that we were in the process of trying to find an

experj enced person that temporari 1y would lead the mi ssi on

and would be a good leader for the people working there, the

250 Americans working in our embassy, and also someone that

could be a vo'ice and f ace f or U. S. pol i cy i n Ukrai ne.

I honestly cannot remember, but probably djd not say

that it was going to be Ambassador Taylor. He was the one we

all wanted at that point, but we still had to work out

whether we could bring him back. And those detai 1s w'ith the

personnel system had not yet been finalized.

a Would Ambassador Taylor have fit the mold for the

type of person that was di scussed i n the meet'ing wi th the

Presi dent?

A When you said the person discussed in the meeting

wi th the Presi dent, meani ng what?

a We11, the meeting with the President, you related

that President Trump seemed angry, that he was, you know,

Ukraine was corrupt. That there are those in the Ukraine

that wished him 111 in 2015 and they were going to work

towards an 0val 0ffice meet'ing, energy issues were important

and then you mentioned that there was a decisjon to put in a

new political Ambassador.

A So Charge Taylor, notwithstanding the fact he was

nominated and confirmed by the Senate, nomjnated under

president George Bush, was not a permanent nominee for the
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position of Ambassador.

a 0kaY.

A He was called back essentially to government

service because he knew all the players. He's a bundle of

positivity and gets along with everyone and he's a real

leader. He was a long t'ime senior executive at the State

Department, but he was a graduate of West Point who joined

the L0Lst, and he was platoon leader in Vietnam and in

Germany. So it is hard to find anybody hasn't been impressed

by Bj 11 Taylor.

a And is there sti1l an effort afoot to find a

permanent poli ti cal Ambassador?

A There is. And that is the job of the White House

because i t i s the Presi dent's prerogati ve to appoi nt,

nominate an Ambassador and then the Senate's role to confirm.

a During his tenure as Vice President, Joe Biden had

a role with regard to Ukraine. Is that correct?

A Correct.

a And what was the role as you understood 'it? And

you were in country at the time, right?

A I was, although his involvement in Ukraine predated

my return to the Ukraine account. I believe it should be

a matter of record, but I believe as Vice President he

visited Ukraine six times, which probably is unusual for any

country outside of the usual countries like Germany, like
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one of which I

Yanukovych was

afterwards.

believe would've been when the former leader

vi s'itsthere and then the subsequent

By the time I came back on the account, it was clear

that President 0bama, towards the end of his administration,

had delegated several foreign policy issues in Europe to Vice

President Biden to take the lead. Ukraine was one of them;

Cyprus was the other.

So, if you wi11, Vice President Biden was the top cover.

The State Department's lead official
post- Russi an- i nvasi on-of - Ukrai ne/occupati on-of -C r i mea was

Assistant Secretary Victoria Nuland. And then we had a very

active Ambassador, Geoff Pyatt, at the time. And so those

were the chi ef vo'ices on our Ukrai ne pol i cy: Pyatt as chi ef

of mission, Toria as the assistant secretary, and Vice

President Biden as Vice President.

a When he got involved with advocating for the

removal of Shokin, what type of planning went into that? Was

that something that was planned for on the Vice President

side of things or did the embassy or the State Department tee

him up with the right information he needed to weigh it into

that?

A Geoff Pyatt allowed me to go back to my family at

Thanksgiving. I had come out on an emergency basis for my

predecessor
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Ukraine the beginning of 0ctober for my thjrd stint. So I

was not in country at the time of the visit and planning.

My understanding is that the conversatjons that were

near-daily between Ambassador Pyatt and Toria Nuland

regarding what to do on the way forward then included

pitching the 0ffice of the V'ice Presjdent to push President

Poroshenko to remove Shoki n.

There was a similar push against Prime Minister Arseny

Yatseniuk, who had several different corrupt political

backers. And there was one named Martynenko who was involved

in all sorts of dirty business, including nuclear fuel

supplies from Russia. And so we pressured Yatseniuk to have

one of his corrupt cron'ies resign, and ['{artynenko resigned.

And there was also the pressure on Poroshenko, on the

corrupt prosecutor general, and Shokin was not dismjssed, I

believe, until early March, so 3 weeks after Vice Presjdent

Bi den's vi si t i n December 201.5.

a The V'ice President, he relates to some of these

deta jls on a v'ideo that's been published on I th'ink the Wal1

Street Journal. Have you seen that video?

A I did. To the best of my recollection, he was at

some conference, maybe Council on Foreign Relations, sometjme

in 2018, and he was telling the story in a sort of folksy

manne r .

. And I came out on 24 hours' notice to
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sounds more or less like what he said on

that stage. Yes.

a And going back to 20L5 when jt actually happened,

was that the way i t went down?

A Again, I was 'in briefly in Ukrainian language

trai ni ng at the ti me of h'is vi si t so I was not i n Ukra j ne. I

would think that the State Department could produce documents

related to the sovereign loan guarantees and the timing of

those three guarantees to align the timing.

We provided one in 20L4, one in 2015, and one in 2015.

And I do not reca11 the exact timing of the issuance of those

loan guarantees, but I'm not aware that they aligned

perfectly with his visit to Ukraine on December 20L5.

a Okay. But you thjnk it is fair to say that this

was a bottom up initiative?

A To the best of my knowledge, the idea came from

Ambassador Pyatt jn discussion with Assistant Secretary

Nuland and then was pitched to the 0ffice of the Vice

Presi dent.

a Okay. So if we're going to pursue additional

informatjon on that, we would probably have Some documents to
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i nform

A

havi ng

timed I

talki ng

20L5.

MR

ti me of

us that we could ask for.

That would be my impression. I would just note

read the subpoena that the document request was date

bel jeve starting January 20 or 2l.st, 20L7. And we're

about events that happened in November, December,

ZELDIN: Steve, i f I can ask, di d

the Vi ce Presi dent's vi si t when he

you know at the

had made that

threat that he was going to make that threat? I mean, or was

it some other expectation more narrowly tailored towards

advocat i ng f or Shok'in to be removed?

MR. KENT: Yeah. I know as was discussed earlier, the

U.S. the IMF, the European Union countries, we had at1 come

to the conclus'ion j n the wake of the di amond prosecutors

affair that there was going to be no progress for reform on

the prosecutor general under Shokin.

But speci fi ca11y about how the Vi ce Presi dent's tri ps

messaging was managed by that point. I left the day before

Thanksgiving to fly back to the U.S. and to go into Ukraine

language training. So at that point I was not privy to those

discussions in the two weeks prior to the Vice President's

visit.
MR. ZELDIN: 5o you don't know whether or not the Vice

President was going to threaten the loss of $1 billion?

MR. KENT: My understanding, as I explained, is that
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that waS an approach that was di scussed between Ambassador

Pyatt and Assistant Secretary Nuland to use his visit as

leverage. This was an issue that Ambassador Pyatt and

Assistant Secretary Nuland in her visits that was an agenda

item that they were pushing. And in the same way that the

Department of Justjce official asked me to go in to the

prosecutor general office office jn February 2015 and ask who

took the bribe and how much was it to shut down the case

against Zlochevsky, the Ambassador and Assistant Secretary

Nuland asked the office of Vice President if the Vice

President could push this tough message.

t'lR. ZELDIN: And to be c1ear, was Ambassador Pyatt and

Assistant Secretary Nuland advocating to threaten the loss of

$1 bi 11 i on?

MR. KENT: I be1 i eve that i s the case. But agai n, we' re

now relying on my memory of almost 4 years ago. So I believe

i t was pushi ng the Ukrai ni ans essenti a1ly for an addi ti onal

what would be called a prior action before we would issue the

Sovereign loan guarantee. But I think that's something that

we would have to look at the documents from that period of

time.

MR. ZELDIN: You as the dePutY

involved in that process.

MR. KENT: So in parts of 2015

the acti ng deputy chj ef of mi ssion.

chief of mission were not

I went out as essentiallY

I then came back to the
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U. S. the day before

months for language

1 ate Ma rch 2016. So

President's visit, I

language student as

the conversati ons.

Thanksgiving and was in the U

in the 2 weeks prior to the

training and then returned to

was al ready back i n the U

opposed to being an active parti ci pant i n

MR. ZELDIN: And you referenced Ambassador Pyatt, you

referenced Assi stant Secretary Nuland. 0f anyone i nvolved i n

that process, are you aware of anyone jn contact with Hunter

Biden at the time other than the Vice President?

MR. KENT: I am not aware of, no.

MR. JORDAN: One quick question.

l'lr. Secretary, you leave 2 weeks bef ore the V j ce

President gets there. But this policy, thjs idea that we

were goi ng to call for Shoki n' s removal i t di dn't j ust

develop in those two weeks.

MR. KENT: Correct.

MR. JORDAN: You weren' t 'involved i n a di scussi on and a

decjsion to say this is going to be our official policy we're

goi ng to ask the Vice Presi dent to do thi s.

MR. KENT: I think someone made a reference to

Ambassador Pyatt's speech i n September. Earti er at some

point today, he gave a strong, hard-hitting speech against

corruption, and it was clear then that we were pushing for

Shokin's ouster. And so we had taken a harder line against

S

.S. for 3.5

Kyiv in

Vi ce

a5 a
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Shokin in the wake of the diamond prosecutor affair in

mi d-20L5 .

So months prior to Vice President Biden's visit, this

was an issue that U.S. officials including our Ambassador and

our Assistant Secretary of State were pushing in their

meeti ngs wi th the Ukrai ni ans.

I'lR. J0RDAN: I guess I'm asking, though, was there a

decision made between Ms. Nuland, the Ambassador, and you to

say, we're going to ask the Vice President to do it on this

trip. And if so when was that made?

MR. KENT: Again, I do not I could not I was not

part of I would say that on a daily basis Ambassador Pyatt

and Assistant Secretary Nuland had conversations, that was

conversations that the Ambassador would have on his office

wjth her on a Secure phone and I'm sure there were additional

email back and forths. But I cannot give you a precise date

other than to say that

I would say that on the record Ambassador Pyatt's speech

in 0desa, which I believe was in September of 20L5 was a

powerful public statement of U.S. concern about the lack of

progress. And I believe i t may have speci fically mentioned

both the shortcom'ings of prosecutor Shokin and reference to

our concern that the case against Zlochevsky had been shut

down and frozen money was released.

And so I think that speech is a matter of public record
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September 2015, Vice President Biden's visit happened

0ctober, November, December, 3 months later.

MR. JORDAN: Do you think they told the V'ice Pres'ident

the 2 weeks prior to him getting there when you had left do

you think that they talked to the Vjce President when he got

there in country?

MR. KENT: Again, the way a trip would normally be

staffed, there would be conversations prior, there would be

paper prepared and conversations prior to the trip. And that

oftentimes would be someone like Assjstant Secretary Nuland

going over and participating in a pretrip brief.

MR. JORDAN: When djd you learn that the Vice Presjdent

made this demand on the Ukrainians and specifically the

Presi dent?

MR. KENT: I think I I don't reca11

well of the

I mean, he

Ukrai ni an

delivered in

gave a pubtic speech

parliament. But this

and i n the

demand

wi th

would have been

private in his meeting

l"lR. JORDAN: You never got a readout on how i t all went

down ?

MR. KENT: I was a language student for a period of

several months in the U.S. I was aware that he'd made the

request. I was also aware that Shok'in remained an embattled

prosecutor general for several months more until there was a

vote held in their parliament to remove him.

President Poroshenko.
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MR. MEADOWS: So 1et me fol1ow up one last time. So who

made the decision that Vice President Biden should be the one

that communjcated this? You know, if you all are having all

these discussions for So many months, who made that decision

that says, let's wait until the VP goes over to make this

request?

t"lR. KENT: Yeah. We11, there was no waiting, as I

menti oned.

MR. MEADOWS: Well 3 months.

MR. KENT: Well that was a -- I gave an example of a

publicly available speech that was a statement, a very strong

statement on the record of

MR. MEADOWS: Yeah, but your inference was is that that

was the start of it.
MR. KENT: No, I wouldn' t say that . I t' s j ust that I

think that's a public mark where people could see this is the

American Ambassador speaking on the record about our concerns

about the lack of progress and the rule of law reform in 2015

a year and a half after the Revolution of Dignity. At the

Same time, there WaS constant private messaging, meSSageS and

meetings that Ambassador Pyatt had in Kyiv, conversatjons or

meetings when Ass'istant Secretary Nuland would travel, and

conversations would happen when Vice President Biden would

talk to both President Poroshenko as well as then prime

mi ni ster Arseny Yatseni uk.
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MR. MEADOWS: So before you went away to language

school, you had no recollection that the decision had been

made that the Vice President was going to make thjs? Is that

your statement?

MR. KENT: No. I would say that well , agai n, we' re

now talking about conversations, of which I was not a part,

that happened 4 years ago. I do not thjnk my guess, to

the best of my abitity, I would anticipate that the issue of

Shoki n's status was rai sed pri or to the Vi ce Presi dent's

trip, possibly during a conversatjon. But I was not on those

ca1ls between the Vice President of the United States and the

Presi dent of Ukrai ne.

MR. MEAD0WS: But wouldn't it be a big deal if the Vice

Pres'ident i s goi ng to demand a curtai lment of $1 bi 11i on?

Wouldn't that have registered with you, since your passion

and

MR. KENT: Right. Wel1, as I said, my understanding of

how that dec'ision got to the point of having the Vjce

President raise that'in the first week of December when he

came to Kyiv started with conversations between Ambassador

Pyatt and Assistant Secretary Nuland and then a

recommendation that Vice President Bjden pushed that issue

when he vi si ted.

That's my understanding of how the information, the

jdea, the flow pattern occurred and then he made the request
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when he came out.

MR. MEADOWS: 0kay, Steve

BY I'IR. CASTOR:

a

confl i cts

Presi dent

A

visit in

At the time was there

of interest either on

or hi s son?

di scussion of percei ved

part of the Vice

any

the

You're now talking about a period leading up to his

December 2015.

a We11, Hunter Biden he was first reported that he

was on the board in mid-20L4?

A Correct.

a And the V'ice President's involvement with Ukraine

is pretty significant at that point in time and it remained

unti t he, you know, through 2016. Correct?

A Yes.

a And the question was, you know, were there any

discussions of a perceived-conflict of interest on the part

of either Hunter Biden or the Vice President?

A When I was the first time I was in Ukraine as

acting deputy chief of mission in the period of mid-January

to mid-February 2015, subsequent to me going into the deputy

prosecutor general on February 3rd and demanding who took the

bribe and how much was it to shut the case against Zlochevsky

I became aware that Hunter B'iden was on the board. I di d not

know that at the time.
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And when I was on a cal l wi th somebody on the V'ice

Presjdent's staff and I cannot recaIl who it was, just

briefing on what was happening into Ukrajne I raised my

concerns that I had heard that Hunter Biden was on the board

of a company owned by somebody that the U.S. Government had

spent money trying to get tens of milljons of dollars back

and that could create the perception of a conffict of

i nterest.

a And what did the person on the other end of the

1 i ne te1 1 you?

A The message that I reca1l hearing back was that the

Vice President's son Beau was dying of cancer and that there

was no f urther bandw'idth to deal wi th f am'i1y related i ssues

at that t'ime.

a Was that pretty much the end of i t?

A That was the end of that conversation.

a 0kay. That was i n mi d-201-5?

A That would have been in February, because to the

best of my recollection Beau Biden died that spring. I then

returned to Ukraine in August of 201.5 and I believe he passed

before then. 5o the only tjme that conversation could have

happened is in that narrow window between January, February,

20L5.

a And subsequent to that, did you ever think through

wjth other State Department officials about maybe we should
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try to get Hunter Biden to leave the board or maybe we should

get the Vi ce Presi dent to transi ti on hi s key responsi bi 1 i ti es

on Ukrai ne to some other senior U. S. offi ci a1?

A No. It's easy in a conference room like this to

have a considered discussion about things. In Ukraine at

that time, we had a war with Russja occupation, we had an

embassy staff going from 150 Americans to 250 Americans, from

no Special Force U.5. Government soldiers to close to 70 in

country, our assistance went from $130 million to nearly a

bilfion.
And we were working nearly nonstop. Ambassador Pyatt, I

can tel1 you from working for him, would wake up between 4:58

and 5:01, because that was when I got the first email from

him, and went to bed between L2:59 and 1:01, because that's

when I would get the last ema'i1 . He had an i nternal clock.

He only slept 4 hours. And it was nonstop,20 hours a day,

7 days a week

a 0kay. Gotcha.

You referenced earlier the President's congratulatory

note to President Zelenskyy.

A His ca11.

O No, the note.

A Yes.

a It was ripped up?

A That is what I heard from others, yes.
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a Was that the t"'lay 29th letter?

A If there's a letter that's signed May 29th that

would be the second version that was then sjgned.

a Okay. 5o that's the only letter we're talking

about, ri ght?

A Cor rect.

a Okay. In the letter they tatk about a White House

meeting as a prospect.

A I believe so.

a I can make it an exhjbit or I can read jt whatever

your preference js?

A If I could look at it that would be he1pfu1.

a 0kay. So this wi 11 be Exh j bi t 2 .

Do you guys need copies or are you good?

A Very positive letter, yes.

IMinority Exhjb'it No. 2

Was marked for identi fication. l

BY ]"IR. CASTOR:

a Yes. The penultimate paragraph says, to help show

that commitment the last sentence of the penultimate

paragraph says, I'd tike to invite you to meet with me at the

White House in Washington, D.C. as soon as we can find a

mutually convenj ent ti me.

A Yes.

a 5o this was the spiffed up letter or
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A This is the letter that I understand that

Ambassador SondIand helped arrange, yes, sir.

a I think you'd characterize the new letter as

possi bly better than the ori gi nal?

A Yes.

a What v,/ere the di f f erence to the extent you

r emembe r ?

A Just I think stylistically I liked the second

versi on. I don't know who the drafter of the f i rst versi on

was and I don't know how many people were involved in

production of the language of the second one. I just thought

the second one read better.

a Okay. And do you know why the President was

di sappoi nted wi th the fi rst version?

A It wasn't he was disappointed with the version of

letter, he based on what the readout I heard from Kurt

Volker and others that he was disappojnted with Ukraine.

a Okay. And so the new letter was offered the to the

President for his signature somewhat latelin time?

A t4y understandi ng, and I th'ink thi s may have been

the version from Gordon Sondland that while the President was

angry obviously at the point that he point and tore up the

letter. By the end of the meeting he agreed to sign a

revi sed versi on and thi s i s the versi on that he si gned.

a 0kay. And the offer or the invite to come meet at
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the White House, is that something that is customarily

offered to an a1ly wi thout speci fi c the meeti ng wi 11 happen

on th'is date?

A We11, as I mentioned before, President Trump and

Presj dent-elect Zelenskyy had thj s d'i scussi on on Apri 1 2Lst

when President-elect Zelenskyy had invited President Trump to

come to his inauguration, and he said, we11, I witl send

somebody there, but I'd like to get you to the Whjte House.

So this was following up on that theme. President Trump

had offered it jn concept in April. He put it in writing in
May. But, you know, as anyone who's ever staffed not just

the President but a principal, you can have an agreement in

pri nci ple to meet but then schedules are compl i cated,

partj cularly when you' re deal i ng wi th two Presi dents of two

countries

a

proposed

together?

A

a

A

also be a

a

A

a

That's a fair
And sometimes

statement, yes.

the meeti ngs don't

So it is not uncommon for the

suggested, djscussed and then

meetings to be

take a wh'i le to put

That would also probably in

fai r assessment.

0kay. Because these i ssued

Because schedules are busy,

If I heard you correctly you

actually happen,

certai n ci rcumstances

are compl i cated?

yes.

mentioned that i n
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March Ambassador Sondland contacted President Poroshenko to

urge him to back off attacks on Ambassador Yovanovitch was

i t? Di d I hear that ri ght?

A That is probably close to what I said. And it that

is what I reca11 seeing in an email exchange, yes.

a Okay. So in March Poroshenko is about to lose the

electi on? Ri ght?

A He doesn't realize it but the rest of the country

does, yes.

a Okay. And so in urging him to back off the attacks

on Yovanovitch, do you have any idea whether Poroshenko

genui nely knew that h'is apparatus was attacki ng her?

A When I visited in May I had the prime min'ister, and

three mi ni sterS, and a f ormer prime mi n'ister te11 me that

Poroshenko authorized the attacks 1et me be careful. He

authorized Lutsenko to share the information with Giulian'i

that led to the attacks on Ambassador Yovanovitch.

a Okay. And where did you learn of Sondland's

content?

I,,/i th

0kay.

In an

Poroshenko in March that I referred to.

I believe from the embassy

Yovanovitch, it could have

Tremont.

Sondland te11 you hi mself?

emai 1
'i t cou 1d

been from thehave been Ambassador

DCl4 at the time, Pam

a Okay. Di d
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A I did not hear it directly from Sondland, no.

a Do you have an understandi ng of 1i ke how th'i s

conversation was put together?

A My understanding based on also seeing how

Ambassador Sondland has engaged Georgian leaders, because I

al so have responsi b'i 1i ty f or Georgi a, j s that when he meets

leaders in Brussels -- or, in the case of the Ukraine, he met

Pres'ident Poroshenko and other leaders in 0desa during the

U.5. trip visit, he hands them his business card, he gets

their business card, and then starts direct communication via

WhatsApp or phone ca11s.

a Wi th world leaders?

A With world leaders.

a Okay. And he did that with President Poroshenko?

A Yes. To the best of my knowledge, he did that with

President Poroshenko as well as the then Georgia prime

mi ni ster.

a I 'm goi ng to mark Exhi bi t 3 .

IMi nori ty Exhi bi t No. 3

was marked for identi f ication. l

BY MR. CASTOR:

a This js a letter to Poroshenko from Senators

lvlenendez, Durbi n, and Leahy about the Mueller i nvest j gati on.

Does anybody need copies? Do you have enough?

Take as much time as you need to check this out.
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Have you ever seen this letter before?
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14:23 p.m.l

MR. KENT: I do not recal1, but I can't rule out. The

U. 5. Congress does not, as a matter of course, copy embass'ies

on its correspondence with other countries, but we oftentimes

do receive courtesy copies sometimes through the State

Department.

BY MR. CASTOR:

a Do you know if the State Department has provided us

a copy?

A I honestly cannot remember, but I at least reca11

hearing about a communication which could have been this

letter.

a Okay. And what do you remember about this

communi cati on?

A Wel1, that there were some people expressing

interest in whether Ukrajne had possibly stopped cooperating.

This is not the first tjme I've heard it, but I honestly

could not give you precisely, you know., 'information. Again,

thjs was not a commun'icatjon that went through the embassy

a 0f course.

A nor did we go to the prosecutor general to raise

the concerns of the three Senators who sent this letter.

a Okay. Do you know jf anyone in the 1eg affajrs

A At the time, I was working in Kyiv, so I would not

necessarily have been aware. My predecessor was Bridget
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Brink, who is now serving as our Ambassador in Slovakja. So

she was the Deputy Assistant Secretary at the time, so I'm

not sure if this letter was passed through and was discussed.

a If the State Department found out about this, do

you thi nk they would di spatch thei r legi slative 1i ai sons to

talk wi th the 5enators or thei r Senator's staff to

A Honestly, again, I was in Kyiv at the time, so I do

not have knowledge of any interactjon between the Senate's

three senators, their staff

a Fa'i r enough .

A and either Hill liajson or the European Bureau.

a Were you aware of any questions about whether

Lutsenko was faifing to cooperate with Special Counsel

Mueller?

A Again, I didn't have any conversations with

Mr. Lutsenko as a general rule. By this point in May

of 2018, our relations with him had soured. And so we didn't

have a complete break in commun'ications, but we did not

we , the U . S . Embassy, d'id not meet wi th h'im f requently.

a Do you know 1f anyone at the State Department had

a -- picked up the phone and ca1led the Justice Department

and said, you know, this Lutsenko fellow is not So great. If

you are getting jnformation from h'im, you might want to

better understand that he is not well-regarded at this point?

A To be honest, I have no knowledge of that, and I
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can't say either yes or no.

a Okay. I'11 ask you one last question, and then our

t'ime i s about to expi re af ter thi s round.

There was some di scuss jon about "instances where 14ayor

Gi u1 i ani was operati ng i n Ukraj ne and havi ng meeti ngs. And

we know that he has got some clients and other interests.

It's fajr to say the Ukrainians are aware of hjs celebrity

status, at least some Ukrainians?

A I thi nk some Ukrai ni ans, 1 i ke many Ameri cans,

remember him from the time he was Mayor of New York at the

time of the attacks, September 11. Besides I mentioned,'in a

positive 1ight, former heavyweight boxing champion, Mayor of

Kyiv, Klychko. The other individuals that former Mayor

Giuliani has chosen to associate in Ukraine have far less

posi ti ve reputati ons i n Ukrai ne.

a Right. But, you know, he was at least somebody

that was, you know, consjdered to be an international, you

know, polit'icaI figure from his time as Mayor of New York.

A Right. Although, again, that would have had less

impact in Ukrajne, whjch was focused on its own issues and

challenges at the time.

a Ri ght. But hi s abi 1 i ty to get meeti ngs i s

understandable?

A I mean, he had an existing relationship with the

mayor of Kyiv, and I think l4ayor Klychko would probably see
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him at any moment. I would Say that is the leve1 of an easy

ask. It was well known in Ukraine that his main paying

clients in Ukraine at the time were the mayor of Kharkiv and

a Russian Ukrainian oligarch named Pavlo Fuks.

a Is this before 2015 I'm sorry, before 2018 in

the

A I believe that Mayor Giuliani's association with

l4ayor Kernes and Pavlo Fuks contractually began i n 20L7 .

a 0kay. Thank you.

t4R. KENT: And i f I could take another break.

THE CHAIRMAN: Let's gets a 5-mi nute break. We sti 11

have a 1ot of material to get through, and we want to try to

get you out aS a reasonable hour. So 1et's try to come back

as soon as possible after a quick break.

lRecess.l

THE CHAIRMAN: Let's go back on the record.

Secretary, I have just a few questions before I hand it

back to Mr. Goldman. My colleagues asked you a great deal

about the Bjdens and Burisma. I want to go back to one of

the origins of the narrative they were getting at. You

mentioned there were four false narratives in the Solomon

art'ic1e back i n Apri 1 of 2019. Is that ri ght?

MR. KENT: We11, there were four narratives that were

introduced, led off by the Solomon articles. But I'm not

sure that all four were introduced by 5o1omon. The first two
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were definitely part one, part two, but there were a number

of different platforms jn play that week.

THE CHAiRMAN: And part one, was that Lutsenko's claim

that Biden pressured Poroshenko to fire Shokin because of the

prosecutor general's off i ce i nvesti gati on of Buri sma?

MR. KENT: No. I beljeve that the first day the two

themes that were introduced were the anticorruption theme,

and that was targeting the embassy, including the tetter that

I had signed in Apri1 2015, and NABU, as in an organjzation,

and then the 20L6 conversation. The discussions of the

Bidens and Burisma was the third narrative theme that was

introduced a day or two later.

THE CHAIRMAN: So that was the third false narrative you

refer red to?

MR. KENT: Ri ght.

THE CHAIRMAN: And,'in fact, that false narrative that

the Vice President had pressured the firing of Shokin over

Burisma, Lutsenko himself would later recant. Did he not?

MR. KENT: lvlr. Lutsenko has held many posi tions on many

j ssues that are mutually exclusive, and including on this

i ssue.

THE

were you

said he

Are you

CHAI RMAN :

aware, did

had no evidence of

fami 1 i ar wi th that

Wel1, in mid-May

an interview with

wrongdoi ng

'interview?

of 201.9, Mr. Lutsenko,

Bloomberg in whjch he

by Biden or his son.
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MR. KENT: I am more familiar w'ith the interview that he

gave to The L.A. Times, in which he said that the activities

related primarily to Zlochevsky's actions as minister, which

occurred several years before Hunter Biden came on to the

board. So hi s i ntervi ews thi s year, subsequent to leavi ng

office, are more in accord with the facts as I understood

them at the ti me, than h'is aSSert'ions aS prosecutor general .

THE CHAIRMAN: So tet me ask you a little bit more again

about this false narrative since recanted. Just to be

absolutely clear about this, when the Vice President was

asked to make the case, or help make the case for Shokin's

firing, this was the policy of the State Department, and the

State Department was aski ng the V'ice Presi dent to assi st wi th

the executjon of that PolicY?

MR. KENT: That would be a correct assessment, yes.

THE CHAI RMAN: And 'i t was the pol i cy of othe r

international organizations as well that recognized that

Shokin was corrupt?

MR. KENT: Correct. He was not allowing for reform of

the prosecutor general ServiCe, and 'in contraSt, he actually

waS actively undermining reform of the prosecutor general

servi ce and our assi stance.

THE CHAIRMAN: And this involved, as you said, an effort

to undermine the very inspector general office that the State

Department had assiduously worked to help the Ukrainians
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establish to root out corruption within the prosecutor force?

MR. KENT: Correct.

THE CHAIRMAN: Mr. Goldman.

BY MR. GOLDMAN:

a Thank you, Mr. Chai rman.

Picking up off of that June 28 conference call that you

ref erenced, f oIlowi ng that, you sa'id that you were 'in Toronto

for a meeting where Presjdent Zelenskyy also was present?

A Correct. This was the Ukraine Reform Conference.

It essentially is the primary friends, donors of Ukraine.

This was the third edition. The first one was he1d, I

believe, in Denmark; second in London; and the third was

hosted in Canada by the Canadian Government. And Kurt VoIker

and I were the ranking U.S. offjcials who attended for the

U.S.

a And who was there from Ukraine?

A Presjdent Zelenskyy himself.

a And any of his senior aides?

A Many of h'is senior aides. In the meeting that we

had on July 2, to the best of my recollection, those jncluded

his chief of staff, Andriy Bohdan, who is a very

controversi a1 fi gure; i t i ncluded hi s two closest personal

assistants, a person named Shefir, and another one named

Yermak; it included a professional in the presjdential

apparatus, Igor Zhovkva; thejr ambassador to Canada, Andriy
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Shevchenko, and an interpreter.

a And what was discussed at that meeting?

A The whole range of U. S. -Ukrai ne relati ons, because

of special representative for Ukraine negotiation Volker's

focus on the Donbas conflict. That was one segment of the

conversati on.

When we got to more general bilateral relations, that

was the fi rst time, I mentioned earlier, that I heard

directly from Kurt his assertion that Perry, Sondland, and

Volker were now in charge of Ukraine policy. He made that

asserti on to Presi dent Zelenskyy.

Coming out of the meeting with the President, he

explained how the meeting had gone on May 23 in the 0va1

0ff ice, that the three officers were the ones leading the

charge, and that he said that we're working on a phone

call wi th the Presi dent.

And Zelenskyy cut him off at that point and said, just a

phone call? How about the vi si t? And Volker sai d, fi rst a

phone ca11, which this is a conversation happening on July 2.

He said, We'11 aim for that perhaps next week, and hopefully

that will lead into a meeting by the end of the month,

July 29 and 30, whjch was roughly, I think, the dates that

were discussed in the June L8 meeting that Secretary Perry

chai red.

a Was there any discussion in that meeting in Toronto
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trying to understand. You have a reputation of loving and

cheri shi ng thj s U. S. -Ukrai ne relati onshi p and dedi cati ng your

1 i fe toward strengtheni ng the relati onshi p between the Uni ted

States and Ukrai ne. That i s somethi ng that I 've heard. And

you get a readout from Lieutenant Colonel Vindman that

doesn't have a 1ot of details, and you don't try to get any

more jnformation about the caIl. I just want to better

understand your mindset that, once you got that readout that

was lacking substance, that you chose not to try to get any

more i nformati on. Thi s i s what you've dedi cated your 1 i fe

towards strengthenjng this relationship. And I don't

understand that. Can you better explain that?

MR. KENT: I think some people try to be in the middle

of everything, and some people try to do their job based on

the condi ti ons whi ch they are i ssued. So, agai n, I don' t

work at the Wh"ite House. There are conversations and

meetings that I do not take part in. My job is to represent

the State Department and try to promote our national

interests through the policies that have been discussed and

agreed to in the interagency format and to use the mechanisms

that the State Department has under its ability, including

programming funded by appropriations from Congress, to pursue

those national interests. So that's my job. It's also my

j ob for si x countri es.

Now, admi ttedly, Ukrai ne i s the bi ggest country.
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MR. KENT: As I stated earlier, jn my 27 years in the

Foreign Service, I've never been on a Presidential call, and

that is not normal for officials that are at the Embassy or

at the State Department. The people who normatly are on a

Presidentia1 call are staff at the National Security Counc'i1

and the White House. And I have not served as a detailee to

the Nati onal Securi ty Counci 1 i n my career.

t"lR. ZELDIN: As f ar as the participants on the ca1l, you

testified earlier that you got a readout of the call from

Li eutenant Colonel Vi ndman?

MR. KENT: COrrCCt.

MR. ZELDIN: Was there anyone else on the call who would

typically give you a readout of that phone call?

MR. KENT: I would say that it was standard procedure

f or the di rector to g'ive a readout to the Deputy Assi stant

Secretary. So, for instance, jt was also Lieutenant ColoneI

Vindman who gave me the readout in April after the

i naugural sorry, the electi on day vi ctory call . So that

WaS standard practice, that the director for a country would

give a readout to the DAS so that the policy DAS at State

would know the substance of what was discussed so we could

make sure that our policy going forward was aligned with the

conversati ons had by the Presi dent.

MR. ZELDIN: We only have a couple minutes left, but

somethi ng that i s sti 11 outstandi ng from a previous round I'm
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Ambassador Yovanovitch at the same time?

l4R. KENT: I have not been a part of the meeting with

Zelenskyy si nce thi s call happened, and si nce I also si nce

I first saw this text 2 weeks ago. And of the meetings that

I had with Zelenskyy previously, the meeting in March

of 2019, which is when he was running as a candidate that was

Under Secretary Hale, Ambassador Yovanovitch, and myself ,

when I came back in May, when he was President-eIect

Zelenskyy, Ambassador Yovanovitch had already been recalled.

So the only meeting that was jn the room at the same time

with Ambassador Yovanovitch and Zelenskyy was in l4arch, and

the pri nci pal i n the meeti ng was Under Secretary Hale.

MR. ZELDIN: Did you have an opportunity to observe any

direct interaction between President Zelenskyy and Ambassador

Yovanovi tch?

MR. KENT: I only saw when he was Candidate Zelenskyy

w'ith her, and at that poi nt, the f ocus was on Under 5ecretary

Hale as the ranki ng vi si tor.

MR. ZELDIN: So no indications from that exchange that

would help us understand that statement from President

Zelenskyy with regards to loyalty to a previous President and

not accepting Zelenskyy?

MR. KENT: i have no way of explaining why he said that,

no

MR. ZELDIN: Why weren't you on the July 25th call?
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President Zelenskyy says something back

MR. ZELDIN: You're looking at page 4?

MR. KENT: Right.

MR. ZELDIN: There is a fu11 paragraph of President

Zelenskyy in the middle of the page, and towards the bottom

of that paragraph, President Zelenskyy speaks about

Ambassador Yovanovi tch?

MR. KENT: Yep.

|'lR. ZELDIN: And in it, part of what President Zelenskyy

says, quote: Her attitude toward me was far from the best as

she had admired the previous President and she was on hjs

side. She would not accept me as the new President well

enough, end quote.

Do you know where President Zelenskyy would have

developed the belief that Ambassador Yovanovitch was loyaI to

a previous President?

MR. KENT: I have no idea because I do know that

President Poroshenko thought she was not a fan of him.

1'4R. ZELDIN: And I recal1 you testi f yi ng to that

earlier.

MR. KENT: Yeah.

MR. ZELDIN: That President Poroshenko had targeted

Ambassador Yovanovitch, which is why I wanted to ask you

about !his particular quote from President Zelenskyy. Did

you have an opportunity to meet with President Zelenskyy and
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parti cular meeti ngs.

MR. ZELDIN: The United States policy towards Ukraine

over the course of the last couple of years with regards to

aid, support for Ukraine, would you assess it as getting

stronger?

MR. KENT: I would say that, thanks to the appropriators

on the Appropriation Committee, the amounts made available

for assi stance to Ukrai ne has i ncreased yearly si nce 20L4,

yes.

MR. ZELDIN: And how important is jt to Ukraine to have

access to J avel i n.

MR. KENT: I am the son of a submarine captain. I'm not

the son of an Army cav or infantry offjcer, but I understand

from my colleagues who do have such experience and our

Belarus desk officer was an officer who used Javelins is

that they are incredibly effectjve weapons at stopping

armored advance, and the Russians are scared of them.

MR. ZELDIN: Earlier on, in one of the rounds, I believe

this morning, there was djscussion with regards to the firing
of Ambassador Yovanovitch, and later on, you testified that

you read the July 25th transcript. Do you recal1 the part of

the transcript where President Zelenskyy is speaking about

Ambassador Yovanovi tch?

MR. KENT: i have the transcript here, and yes, I

believe somewhere our President says something, and then
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cases. Was there a person, an office, that you would

communi cate wi th?

t4R. KENT: The Ambassadors, I believe, co11ective1y, the

G7 Ambassadors, plus the EU Ambassador, when they had a meet

with President Poroshenko, my understanding is this was the

type of i ssue that was ra'ised. Agai n, starti ng i n August 1.8,

I was back in Washington, so I djd not participate in those

meetings. The trend line and the deterioration started about

the time I came back here to Washington.

MR. ZELDIN: When communicating with Ukraine with these

lists, was Lutsenko or any of the people from his office

present in any of those meetings?

MR. KENT: I can't say for certajn. I do not think it

was normal for the prosecutor general to be attending the

meetings when, you know, eight Ambassadors come in to see

Presi dent Poroshenko. I t' s not 1 i ke they met that often.

Prosecutor General Lutsenko, in my experience, occasionally,

would summon Ambassadors or Embassy representatives to have

meetings with him for sort of exchange on the situation, the

current status of rule of law in the country.

MR. ZELDIN: It's a possibility that somebody

representing Lutsenko might be present at any of these

meet i ngs?

MR. KENT: Agai n, thi s trend 1i ne started last summer

about the time I came back, so I don't know who was in any
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the names associated with the cases?

MR. KENT: 0n any given month, there would have been

perhaps cases that rose to the fore as being emblematic of

the di recti on. For i nstance, last December, 20L8, one of the

candidates for President, Anatoliy Hrytsenko, was assaulted

i n a park'ing garage i n the ci ty of Odesa. A f ormer Def ense

Minister running for President was assaulted by thugs, and

there was no effort to investigate that. That is a classic

example of intimidation, and the lack of an'investigation js

a suggestion that those in power were not interested in

holding the people to account because the accounts indjcated

that they were probably connected to the power organizations.

MR. ZELDIN: Did you keep track of these individual

cases that we were engagi ng Ukrai ne wlth?

MR. KENT: The Embassy, as part of its advocacy, would

have no doubt kept a running list and, in my experience from

when I was there, would have discussed this extensively with

the other likeminded Ambassadors. And there was a collection

of Ambassadors to the G7 countries, plus the Ambassador to

the EU, met almost weekly. And the issue of the

deterioration of the rule of law and the lack of

accountability and impunity for these attacks was a frequent

topi c.

MR. ZELDIN: Wi th regards to thi s 1 j st of cases, who

would you speak to on the Ukraine side about the individual
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the case of Katia Handz'iuk became a clarion example of the

failure for the country to move forward in the same way that

the murder of Georgiu Gongadze in 2000 encapsulated the

failure of then President Kuchma to move the country forward.

MR. ZELDIN: But this would be a case that Ambassador

Yovanovich would be very familiar with?

MR. KENT: This is a case that was under great

di scussi on. The 'ini ti al attack occurred i n the summer of

2018, I believe, that the activist eventually died in roughly

November of 2018.

MR. ZELDIN: Yeah, I just don't want to put any words in

your mouth, that's why I 'm aski ng the questi on. Thj s would

be a case that Ambassador Yovanovi tch would have been very

fami 1 i ar wi th?

MR. KENT: I would i magi ne so, Yes .

t'lR. ZELDIN: And were there many other cases that you

have recal1 of indivjdual names of cases as you sit here

today, without having to go through the entire list?

MR. KENT: I honestly the number of uninvestigated

assaults on members of civil society, the media, and the

opposition, as I said, eventually reached 100, and that was a

trend fine and a message to everybody. So I cannot cite a1t

100.

t'lR. ZELDIN: I wasn't asking. I just wanted to ask,

though, if necessary, there are many cases that you recal1
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the media, and members of the opposition.

In the year before President Poroshenko ran for

reelection, there were over a hundred such attacks against

ci vi 1 soci ety, the medi a, and occasi onal1y po1 i ti cal

opponents, none of those were prosecuted by Yuriy Lutsenko.

MR. ZELDIN: Do you reca11 the names of any of the

names of the indjvidual cases that you spoke to or Ambassador

Yovanovitch spoke to Ukraine about?

MR. KENT: I would say that, in the last 3 years, the

most prom'inent case was this anticorruption act'ivist that I

mentioned. Her name is Katia Handziuk, H-a-n-d-z-i-u-k. She

was in a town in Kherson, and according to activists, civil
society, and journaf ists, there were politicians connected to

President Poroshenko, whjch was also Prosecutor General Yuriy

Lutsenko's party, as well as the party connected to Yuliya

Tymoshenko. And despite this general knowledge, there was no

firm action taken by the prosecutor general.

MR. ZELDIN: And this was a case important to you and

Ambassador Yovanovi tch?

MR. KENT: This was a case important for the rule of 1aw

under a President who had run to change Ukraine, starting

wi th the Revolut'ion of Di gni ty. So, i f you were to ask a

Ukrainian over the last year, if they had to cite one case

that encapsulated the failures of President Poroshenko and

his team, which'included Prosecutor General Yuriy Lutsenko,
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prosecutor in Ukraine about any of the Ukraine cases?

MR. KENT: During the period of time when Yuriy Lutsenko

was prosecutor general, and he became prosecutor general

before Ambassador Yovanovitch arrived at post in August 2016,

the U.S. Government had concerns that Ukrainian law

enforcement, prosecutorial, and intelligence services were

occasionally harassi ng and i nvesti gati ng wi thout meri t civi 1

society activists, members of the media, and political

opponents.

And so it was a matter of concern that those in office

were using that office not to prosecute crimjnats but to put

pressure on ci vi 1 soci ety, the medj a, and poI i ti ca1

opponents. In that context, yes, both the Ambassador and I

rai sed concerns speci fi cally about acti on taken wi thout

evident merit to pressure civil society, the media, and

po1 i ti cal opponents.

MR. ZELDIN: Was this a conversation so1e1y in general,

or were there di scussions about speci fi c cases?

MR. KENT: When, i n a country whose leadi ng j ournali st

was murdered on the orders of a President in 2000, when

journalists are attacked, when an ant'icorruption activist has

acid thrown in her face at the orders of people that were

po1 i ti ca11y connected and after L2 operati ons she di ed, yes,

we raised specific cases of concern regarding the misuse of

state of f i ce to go af ter ci vi 1 soci ety act'ivi sts, members of
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|ulR. ZELDIN: Assistant Secretary Nuland's name has come

up a few time, Kathy Kavalec?

MR. KENT: Kathy Kavalec.

MR. ZELDIN: Are you aware of Assi stant Secretary Nuland

'instructing Kathy Kavalec to speak to Christopher Steele

during the 20L6 campaign?

MR. KENT: I was 'in Kyiv, and Kathy Kavalec was the

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Russia, and so I was not aware

of what the nature of engagement between Assistant Secretary

Nuland and Deputy Assistant Secretary Kavalec would have

been, no.

MR, ZELDIN: Are you aware of Ambassador Yovanovitch

ever havi ng conversati ons wi th Ukrai ne offi cj a1s on speci fi c

individual cases before the prosecutor?

l'lR. KENT: When you say "specif ic cases, " what do you

mean?

MR. ZELDIN: In any of the prosecutor's cases, any of

the Ukrai ne's prosecutor's cases, are you fami 1 i ar wi th any

conversations Ambassador Yovanov"itch had with that Ukraine

prosecutor about any of those cases?

14R. KENT: VrJhich prosecutor are you referring to?

MR. ZELDIN: We11, I was referring to the state

prosecutor, but with regards to Ukraine's state prosecutor or

any cases wi thi n the Ukra1ne Government, are you aware of

Ambassador Yovanovitch having any conversations with any
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terminology "when Volker released his tweets"?

A I should have said WhatsApp messages; I'm sorry.

a And so I just wanted to circte back to that, that I

don't believe Ambassador Volker has released anything

himself. He provided documents to the comm'ittees, and then,

you know, the committee is that your understanding?

A I do not know how that information made it into the

publ i c domai n.

a Uh-huh.

A I do not engage the medi a and have stud'iously

avoided the media before coming here. I cannot say that's

been Kurt's approach.

a Okay. But you're not aware of him releasing his

text messages 1i ke aff i rmatively on hi s own?

A I do not know how hi s WhatsApp messages made i t

into the public domain.

a I mean, it's conceivable that somebody on the Hj11

sjde, I know that might come as a shock, would push certain

messages out. Is that something that

A That's one opti on.

a 0kay. So you think that maybe he's pushing his own

messages out on hi s own?

A I do not know.

a Okay.

MR. CASTOR: Mr. Zeldi n.
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with this, and that was the mechanism.

a You don't have concerns with that, do you?

A That sounds like an appropriate centralized way of

gathering documents from many people.

a So the function of the State Department collecting

the documents and going through the documents, organizing the

documents, and producing them to Congress is what you

understand to be ordinary course?

A Wel1, my role as an identified record collector was

to go through all of my records and identify information and

provide that information. So that's what I dld. What

happens after that i s a process that I don't have

a 0kay. You don't have a 1ot of experience with

that?

A Th'is i s the f i rst time that I've gone through thi s

process, yes.

a 0kay. So you're not in a position to evaluate

whether the process undertaken here has been irregular or

i mproper?

A Thi s i s the fi rst time I've done thi s type of

process where I've had to go through all my handwritten notes

and other forms of communication to find evidence that might

be respons'ive to the sub j ects that were 1i sted i n the

subpoena.

a 0kay. And then a couple times you used the
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weeks was, the State Department did that automatically, but

there were these other records that would not have been

accessed automatically, and those included memos that were

wrjtten but never logged and sent to a principal like the

Secretary, handwri tten notes, or other commun'ications.

a Okay. Did I understand your testimony that you

were concerned about the integrity of the document collection

process?

A V^/hat I said was, when we had our meeti ng on the 3rd

of 0ctober, based on instructions that had been prepared by

others that I presumed were'in our congressional liaison in

the 1ega1 offi ce, that when they i denti fi ed potenti al chi ef

record collectors, that there Were individuals that were not

included that were in the listing, and, therefore, there were

additional people that were asked to check for records.

a Okay. And I may have heard this jncorrectly, but

'it's not your understanding that the State Department

officia1s look for documents and then send them in to

Congress individually, right?

A It was clear in the instructions that, as part of

the process of collecting documents, the records should be

identifjed, and then there would be a central repository for

the processing of those documents. And that's in an office

that is under our what's known as the A Bureau, the

Admin'istrative Bureau. So I guess there's a unit that deals
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testimony or your testimony?

A I have not talked to Masha since Friday, no.

a 0kay. And to the extent you reference her

testi mony, i t's the prepared statement?

A It was made ava'ilable and, I read it online, I

think The New York Times.

a Okay. This morning, we were talking about the

State Department's record collection procedure and responding

to the subpoena. Have you ever been jnvolved with a

congressionat records request?

A The only previous record request that I have seen,

although I was not specifically named as a record collector,

was the Senate's Select Inte11 i gence Commi ttee's request for

documents related to Paul Manafort and Konstantin Kilimnik.

a How did the as far as you know, the ordinary

process work for producing documents to Congress?

A WeIl, again, I have been present or seen the

process happen twice, once when I was at an Embassy and, the

other tjme, the past 2 weeks at the State Department. At the

Embassy, there was a mechanism where our information

management resource, our specialists who work with the

information systems, went through and were able to extract

from the system of backups any emails that had reference to

the individuals listed.

And what was different about this search the last 2
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a Di d you have any communi cat'ions wi th anyone at the

State Department about your testimony here today, other than

the ones you've described with the lawyers and

A Well , I descri bed early on a communi cati on about

the document search. Subsequent to that, I djd not have any

discussions or coordjnation about what i would say

personally. The conversati ons wi th the counSel, lega1 offi ce

counsel, then went through counsel with ,Igot
several letters that were signed by Under Secretary of

Management Brian Bulatao, and then there were a number of

conversati ons that

parti ci pate i n.

had, which I did not

a But nobody has trjed to influence your testimony.

Is that correct?

A

a

before

A

No. That i s cor rect.

And did you talk to Ambassador Yovanovitch after or

her testimony with us?

When you say "ta1ked, " what's your timeframe? What

are your time

a Since she appeared, which was last Friday?

A I have not had any conversations with her

then. My wife, I believe, has because of the health

mother. And my wife visited her mother in hospital

had a conversation with Masha.

a Okay. But you didn't speak to her about

since

of her

and then

her
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been the same week and certainly was within the same month.

He came over from Joint Chiefs at the end of the summer of

2018.

O Do you know when his detail was up?

A Generally, again, I've never worked at the NSC, but

my general understandi ng i s i t's L-year renewable. And

generally, because of the budget and staffing patterns, they

ask for detailees, which the host agencies pay for. And

generatly they come from State, 0ffice of Secretary of

Defense, or JCS in the Intel Community, and Treasury also

provides jndividuals. Under Secretary Tillerson, when he had

our staff freeze, he tried to limit all detailees. So, as a

result, the number of State Department officials on detail at

the NSC dropped dramatically, and that required, in order to

staff it at similar 1eve1s, an increase in detailees from the

lntel Communi ty, the Pentagon, and JCS.

a Do you know when hjs detail is up?

A Wel1, he's obviously in his second year now, and I

get the sense that there are mechanisms to al1ow for

renewable, even though that's not standard. Those jobs are

incredibly draining, so most people are happy to do L year

and move on. But he clearly got an extension to a second

year, but I've never discussed that issue with him. But my

presumpti on 'is that, at some poi nt, i t was extended by a

second year.
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Vi ndman's i nteracti ons wi th your staff?

A Yes. He would reach out I 'm the Deputy

Assistant Secretary, but there's an office that works on

Ukraine, 14o1dova, and Belarus, and those are three countries

for whi ch he had responsi bi 1 i ty wi thi n the NSC, although he

was actually recruited to work on Russia, but he ended up

working on Ukraine, Moldova, and Belarus, so he is a staff of

one f or those three countri es. So 'it was natural that he

would turn to an office that had multiple people working on

those countries to see if they could be supportjve.

a Okay. And you explained that he had, from time to

time, made a lot of requests of your staff?

A From time to time, he asked for a very short

fuse detailed documentation that the members felt, first

of all, was impossible to meet on his deadline and, second of

all, distracted them from the work they had to do. And

usually they would raise their complaints to their office

di rector, . And I, it he d jd not f eel his

conversatj ons wi th Alex could provi de suffi ci ent ref i ef, he

would ask me to weigh in.

a How long has this he been going on?

A Well, I mean, I believe that Alex came

account at the end of the summer of 2018. So my

Kyiv, I started work the day after Labor Day in

September 2018, and his arrival to the NSC staff

on to the

return f rom

may have
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Catheri ne doi ng her 1-year stint, she had worked at the

State Department. And there was anUkrai ne

officer

Emba s sy

NSC.

So

to have

desk at the

n amed who had been working

'in Kyiv, and he came back and did a year

at the

stint at

my principal interlocutor when I would go to the N5C

conversations generally was the State Department

di rector,

Generalty, directors at the NSC do not

travel on thei r own, but they often accompany principals. I

can say that Victoria Nuland was Assistant Secretary,

sometimes Celeste Wallander and Charlie Kupchan would travel

with her to countries, whether that would be Russia or

Ukrai ne.

And, again, I spend most of my life in

support of others, and so it hurts me to say this, but

generally people remember who the principal on the trip was

and not all the staff who actually do most of the work.

a You talked earl i er about L'ieutenant Colonel

a

T

a

I
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almost all of which were Ukrainian, in the black book.

a Would it be fair to say that there were some

Ukrai ni ans that were tryi ng to 'inf luence the outcome?

A I honestly do not know. I was in Ukraine, and so I

was not privy to whatever activjties may have been happening

here in the United States.

a

I
I
I

! when I would go to the NSC,

the person I would normally talk to directly was the State

Department detailee, the woman I mentioned previously,

Catherjne Croft, who has been working with Kurt VoIker, she

was a director at the NSC for Ukraine. And prior to

T

I
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you djd

Who was the Deputy Assistant Secretary at the time?

It would have been Bridget Brink, my predecessor.

So, other than th'is, you know, reading this story,

not ever come i nto any f i rsthand j nf ormat'ion relati ng

to ?

A No.

O 0r learn about any 'ini ti ative on behalf of the DNC

to promulgate some of this information?

A No.

a The story walks through Serhiy Leshchenko's role in
publi cizing the 14anafort ledgers.

A The so-ca11ed black ledgers, yes.

a What do you reca11 about that?

A About the black ledgers?

a Yeah.

A I recal1 that those were documents apparently found

at the former estate of the previous President who fled to
Russi a, Vi ktor Yanukovych, and 'i t i ndi cated 'indi vi duals who

had been receiving payments by the former ruling party.

a And at the time Leshchenko, at Ieast it's reported

here, suggested that his motivat'ion was partly to undermine

T r ump?

A He's a Ukrai ni an ci ti zen. I don't know what hi s

motivations are. I know that he was an investigative

journatist, and there were, as I recall, hundreds of names,

a

A

a
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15:37 p.m. l

BY MR. CASTOR:

a And when you read this article, did you do any

fo1lowup, communicate with anybody at the State Department

about the validity of this?

A I was jn Ukraine. They were in Washington. And I

presumed that people had read it. But it's an articte by two

journalists that I don't think I've met. But, you know, it
was obviously, people were talking about it because of the

allegatjons --

a Are you fami 1i ar wi th the Embassy's posture duri ng

this time period with Ambassador Chaly?

A Again, at this tjme, which we're talking about the

period of the election, which is November L5, and this

article coming out the month of the inaugural in 20L7. I was

in Ukraine, Kyiv, not here in Washington. That said, I do

know Ambassador Chaly. I met h'im for the f i rst time jn the

fall of 2004 when he was the think tank

O And he had written an op-ed, I guess, that said

some Iess than posi tive th'ings about Candidate Trump?

A It's poss'ible. I mean, "h€" being Ambassador

Chaly?

a

A

focused

Yeah.

If you say so. Honestly, again, I

on that end of the relationship.

was in Ukraine
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to some things just and ask you whether you have any

awareness or ever remember th'is i ssue comi ng up. I 'm not

going to ask you to, you know, adopt the artjcle as, you

know,, personal endorsement or anythi ng.

Were you aware that a Ukrainian American named

I *rr, you know, a consultant for the Democratic

National Committee and had made some overtures to the

Ukrai ni an Embassy?

A I was not aware of that. I did at the time read

this article nearly 3 years ago now. But, yes, I read this

art'ic1e.
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A What I said --

a Could you just go through that again?

A Ri ght.

a I haven't heard that name lately.

A That was a message that was described in the

shorthand of the desi re to have thi s was the Gordon

Sondland messaging of what the Ukrainians need to say in

shorthand 2015. And in shorthand, it was suggested that the

Ukrainians needed Zelenskyy needed to go to a microphone

and basically there needed to be three words in the message,

and that was the shorthand.

a Clinton was shorthand for 2016?

A 20L6, yes.

O Okay. Are you aware of the narrat'ive that there

were some Ukrainians that tried to influence the outcome of

the electi on?

A I recal1 reading a Politico article to that effect

in the spring of 20L7, yeah.

lMi nori ty Exhi bi t No. 4

Was marked for identification.l

BY MR. CASTOR:

a Okay. I'm goi ng to mark as exhi bi t what are we

up to, 4? These guys love th'is article. Th'is is a Politico

article by Ken Vogel dated January 20L7. It's, ljke, L8

pages. It goes into some depth. I'm just going to point you
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she said, why? And he says,

you want to communicate with

Ukraine, you need to go back

download those apps.

So she came back to the

communications and Diplomatic

assessment was that Viber was

that's how I communicate. So if
me, the prime mini ster of

to the embassy and have them

embassy. We checked with our

Securi ty speci a1 i sts. The

not as secure as WhatsApp, and

that we were authorized to use WhatsApp for communications as

long as records were saved.

a 0kay. So the use of WhatsApp by U. S . offi ci a1,

State Department offi ci a1, Whi te House offj ci a1 , presents no

problems as long as everything is saved?

A I didn't say that, but at least we're in

a Like, what kind of problems would it present as

long as everything is saved?

A WeI1, I th j nk there always 'is a challenge wi th the

i ntegri ty of data. And, for i nstance, Mj ni ster Avakov of

Ukraine, who I've referenced several times, minister of

interior, told me and another member of the staff, in 2018,

that there were now ways, thanks to Israeli code writers, of

cracking the alleged encryption of text messages on WhatsApp.

So for people who thought they were encrypted and therefore

safe, at least the text messages, the texts as opposed to the

voice could be accessed by people.

a 0kay. Moments ago you referenced the name Clinton?
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actively promoting the request for Ukraine to open these

i nvesti gati ons.

a Okay. And it would be inconsistent with your

understandi ng i f these i nvesti gati ons were for Ukrai ni ans to

open matters i nto m'isdeeds by Ukrai n j an genui ne m j sdeeds

by Ukrai ni ans, whether i t relates to Buri sma or 20L5?

A We obviously want Ukraine to have effectjve 1aw

enforcement and j usti ce sector i nsti tuti ons. That' s i n order

to be able to investigate, prosecute, and judge any criminal

acts. Again, as I said, I think the issue for what we ask

them to do in certain cases should start from whether there's

a criminal nexus in the U.5. because that's our role as the

U.S. Government, not to dictate that you should investigate

this person because it's in our political interest.

a Okay. You've mentioned WhatsApp a few times.

That's a completely standard messaging application to use for

State Department offi ci aIs, correct, aS long as everythi ng i s

saved fi rst?

A In certai n countri es i t's almost requi red for

business. And I'11 give you the example of how I ended up

first using WhatsApp. When Ambassador Yovanovjtch had her

fi rst meeti ng wi th the then new prime mi ni ster of Ukrai ne,

Volodymyr Hroysman, who is 41- years old, and she arrived'in

August, so I'm presuming it was late August or early

September, he asked if she were on WhatsApp and Viber. And
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We both wanted the best for Ukraine. We both wanted the best

for U.S.-Ukraine relations. He saw Rudy Giuliani as an issue

to be addressed, and potentialty an a1ly to be incorporated

to get the U.S. President to where we wanted our relationship

to be, which is having a meeting.

My concern could be summed up by the means don't

necessari 1y j usti fy you know, the ends don't necessari 1y

justify the means, that jf we're trying to put trade space on

the table of an i nvesti gation, that can violate a pri nci ple

that undermines what we're trying to do on a matter of

pol i cy.

a My understanding of what how he looked at Rudy

was that he thought Mr. Gi u1i an'i was ampl i f yi ng a negati ve

narrat'ive, meaning a false narrative, meaning that whatever

Rudy Giuliani was communicating, you know, about to the

President was something that needed to be fixed. And since

the Presi dent and Rudy Gi uli ani had communi cations on a

somewhat regular basis, he thought that it was a relationship

he had to try to work on if he cou1d.

A Yeah. That is my understanding of his rationale

for engaging the former mayor of New York.

a Okay. And by no means was he adopting the

narrative that Rudy Gj uf i ani was proselyti zi ng?

A I don't know what Kurt's view was about the

narrative. What I know is that by September, Kurt was
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i nconsi stent wi th your understandi ng?

A WeIt, I think I can only share the conversation I

had with Kurt, and the conversation was framed differentty.

a 0kay.

A But, agai n, I wasn't here. I haven' t Seen the

transcript of what he said to you. So I can only share my

recollect'ion of my conversations wi th him.

a 5ure. And did he communicate that differently, or

did you just maybe understand it differently, or is there a

possjble disconnect there, or are these two different things?

A I think that there are two people who we're

talking at this point about a conversation that took place

3 months ago, that neither of us were taking notes. We were

standing up. And so, I would say that, you know, he has

shared his recollection of the conversation, and I shared

mi ne.

a Okay. But your recollection was that they were

pushing for political investigations that had no merit?

A When he said that he was going to engage Rudy

Giuljani about Ukraine, because Rudy Giuliani was clearly

inftuencing the President's views of Ukraine, I reminded him

what Rudy Gi u1i ani was doi ng i n Ukra'ine and about Ukrai ne,

about which I had concerns.

That's why I say that I think Kurt was approaching in

my understanding, he was approaching this issue tacticatly.
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a But he thought that it may have that the aid may

be contingent on this?

A I have subsequently seen his tweets, which -- or

not his tweets, the WhatsApp messages that Kurt Volker

issued. And so it appears to me, having seen those WhatsApp

messages, that he was sharing his concerns with Ambassador

Sondland and Ambassador Volker.

l'4R. G0LDI-4AN: 0kay. I think our time is up. So we will
yi eld to the mi nori ty.

BY t"IR. CASTOR:

a When Votker was communicating to you about various

i nvesti gati ons that would occur i n the Ukrai ne, whether i t

relates to Buri sma 2015, i s i t poss'ible the way I

understood hi s you know, we spoke.to Volker.

A Ri ght.

a He was in here. The way I understood his the

way he communicated it was that if there were Ukrainians

engaged i n mi sdeeds , cor rupt i on, then , you know and i t
could rel ate to Bu ri sma, i t could rel ate to br i ngi ng Hunte r

Biden on the board, jt could relate to Ukrainians doing

nefarious things in the run-up to the 2015 election, then the

Ukrainians ought to investigate fe11ow Ukrainians.

A So you' re sayi ng that's what Ambassador Volker sai d

to you and the commi ttee?

O That was my understanding of what he said. Is that
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Ukraine is known as the YES Conference. That used to stand

for Yalta European Strategy back when Crimea and Yalta were

under Ukrai ni an control.

And it was going to happen, start in a couple of days.

I flew out to Ukraine to take part in that conference as did

Ambassador Volker. And Charge Taylor indicated that

Ambassador Sondland was pushing a ljne that included having

Presi dent Zelenskyy gi ve an i ntervi ew potenti a1ly wi th CNN

during the YES Conference that weekend'in which he would send

this public signal of announc'ing a willingness to pursue

'investigat'ions.

a And did Ambassador Sondland discuss a White House

vi s'it i n the context of that statement?

A I think the anticipation or the hope was that

sending that signal would clear the way for both the

White House visit as well as the resumption or the clearing

of the admj nj strative hold on securi ty assi stance, whjch had

been placed by OMB. Although, Charge Taylor asserted to me

that both Tim t'lorrison and Gordon Sondland specifically said

that they d'id not believe that the two issues were linked.

a what was Ambassador Taylor's reaction to this whole

conversati on?

A He told me he indicated to Gordon, he said, This is

wrong. That's what I recall him sayi ng to me, agai n, ora11y

reading out of a conversation of which I was not a part.
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And Gordon had told h'im, Tim, and Tim told B'i11 Taylor, that

he, Gordon, had talked to the President, POTUS in sort of

shorthand, and POTUS wanted nothing less than President

Zelenskyy to go to microphone and say investigations, Biden,

and Cl i nton.

a And in return for what?

A That was not clear to me. I wasn't part of this

exchange. But Bill Taytor then followed up with a video

conference, our normal Monday call in whjch he elaborated on

hi s conversati ons wi th both seni or di rector Morri son on the

7l.n as well as with Ambassador Sondland on the 8th.

a And what djd he say?

A He said that Morrison jndicated that Rudy Giulianj

had recently tatked to the President again, and he said, as

you can imagine, that creates difficulties managing the

Ukrai ne account.

0n his conversation with Ambassador Sondland on the 8th,

I believe they went into more detajl about Ambassador

Sondland's efforts to try to facilitate a proper approach, in

his vjew, to open up the possibility of a visit to the

Whi te House.

a So can you explain a 1itt1e bit?

A Wel1, this was taking place thjs conversat'ion

was taking place with Ambassador Taylor and I on the 9th of

September. The biggest annual conference on Ukraine in



267

I

2

J

4

5

6

7

8

9

l0

ll

t2

r3

t4

l5

l6

t7

l8

l9

20

2t

22

23

24

25

Colonel Vindman or his boss, which was Fiona Hill and then

now has become Tim Morrison.

a Right. And I thank you for that clarification. So

official U.S. policy remain the same, but there's sort of a

secondary or shadow policy that was now being perpetrated by

U.S. officialsT Was that what you learned?

A I had growing concerns that individuals were

pushing communications with Ukrainians that had not been

discussed and endorsed in the formal policy process, yes.

a Now, it sounds like you went on vacation right

after you wrote this memo to fi1e, whjch, just as an aside, I

assume you also provided to the State Department --

A I did.

a to turn over.

Did you have any subsequent conversations with anyone

about this revelation that you had?

A Well, I believe I went away. I came back after

Labor Day. The next communi cat'ion or data poi nt that I can

reca11 was a WhatsApp message that Charge Taylor sent me on

September 7, which would have been, I think, the Saturday

after Labor Day.

a And what did that WhatsApp message say?

A Charge Taylor indicated that he had talked to Tim

Morri Son, who 'is the seni or di rector f or Europe, Who replaced

Fiona Hilt. And Tim indicated that he had talked to Gordon.
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Presidents is never easy. Pres'ident Poroshenko spent several

years also trying to get a visit to the White House, and that

was more happenstance, the visit he made in June 20L7. 5o I

have an appreciation that just because a leader of a country

wants to visjt Washington and have an 0va1 Office visit
doesn't mean it that happens.

So I would say there was one track of trying to get a

visit. There was another track of what we were engaging

Ukrajne formally through normal channels. And then this

particular moment was the time where not just what I read on

tweets by private cjtizens, but a greater understanding of

actions taken by U.S. off ic'ia1s, in this case, Ambassador

VoIker, that my concerns grew.

a And just so we can understand, you sort of

descri bed j ust there ki nd of two parallel tracks of offi ci a1

U . S. po1 i cy. Is that an accurate assessment?

A I thi nk offi ci al U.5 . pof i cy are pol i ci es that are

determined and endorsed. And in this administration there's

the National Security Presidential Memorandum 4 that was

issued in April of 20L7, and that actually is what determines

the formal policy process for formulating U.S. policy on any

issue or country.

And what we're talking about now are issues and

approaches that were not discussed in the interagency process

as staffed by the NSC and the person of either Lieutenant
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A Those a1i gn wl th the Rudy Gi u1i an'i tweet. I thi nk

it was June 2L, as well as some of the other story lines from

earlier in the spring before President Zelenskyy was elected.

a Rlght. i just want to be clear that when you say

poli ticalty mot'ivated jnvestigation

A That j s what I'm referri ng to, yeah.

a that's what you're referring to. 0kay.

Were you aware of efforts to convince the Ukrainian

Government to i ssue a statement a couple days before the

August L5 time period?

A I was not aware of the ef f ort to negot'iate the text

of the statement that came out as a result of Ambassador

Volker's testimony here, and the tweets that he released, oo,

not until I had read those.

a So you were

related to a possible

A Cor rect.

completely unaware of those discussions

statement about j nvesti gati ons?

a Now, at that point, on August 15, when you look

back on the previous 2 months, let's say, the readout from

the June 28 call that you got from Ambassador Taylor, the

conversation that you had with Ambassador Volker in Toronto,

did you have a different view on what thjs White House visit

and the jnterplay between a potentjal White House visit and

these i nvesti gati ons?

A As I mentioned before, arranging visi ts between
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And so after having had these two conversations, I wrote

a note to the file saying that I had concerns that there was

an effort to initiate politicatty motivated prosecutions that

were injurious to the rule of 1aw, both in Ukraine and the

U.S.

I informed the senior officjal sti11 present and the

European Bureau at 7:30 on a Friday night in the middle of

the summer, which was 14ichael Murphy, and informed him of my

intent to write a note to the file, which he agreed was the

right thing to do.

a And when you say pol i ti cat ly mot'ivated

'investigations, are you referring to investigations that were

also referenced in that JuIy 25 call record?

A At the tjme, I had no knowledge of the specifics of

the call record, but based on Bill Taylor's account of the

engagements with Andriy Yermak that were the engagements of

Yermak with Kurt Volker, at that point it was clear that the

investigations that were being suggested were the ones that

Rudy Gi u1 i ani had been tweeti ng about, meani ng Bi den,

Buri sma, and 20L5.

a And I understand you didn't know the contents of

the call record, but now being able to read the call record

as you have, you are referring to the B'iden investigation

that the President mentioned, as well as the CrowdStrike 20L6

i nvesti gati on. Is that ri ghtT
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what I described to Catherine the day before, which js the

Mutual Legal Ass'istance Treaty opti on. And I told Bi 11

Taylor, that's wrong, and we shouldn't be doing that as a

matter of U.5 . pol i cy.

a What did he say?

A He sai d he agreed wi th me.

a Now, had you had any conversat'ions with Ambassador

Taylor after July 25 and prior to August L5 about th'is issue?

A Not that I can reca11.

a Had you had any conversations with well

A About this issue, I mean, we had a --

O Yes.

A regularly scheduled weekly teleconference that

i nvolved teams, and i f there were anyth'ing sensi tive, we

could fin'ish up in a one-to-one. We also had a relationship

that jf there were needs, just ljke with any ambassador, they

could call me up, you know, for an unscheduled conversation.

a And that never occurred in that 3-week span?

A I do not recall us having a conversation

specifically, you know, if you wi11, out of the regular

schedute unti 1 Fri day, August 15. And I say i t's a Fri day,

because I was scheduled to get on a p1ane, leave my house at

about 5:00 a.m. to go to the airport, f1y out to California

to go hiking in Yosemite with my family. So I had a very

time-bound limi t.
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jdeas. Some of them are great; some of them are not so good.

And part of the role of the special assistant as well as

people like me is to ensure that the ideas stay within the

bounds of U. S. po1 i cy

a And what was her response?

A She took that onboard.

a But why was that conversation important to you to

crystalize what was going on?

A We11, because there had been a lot of ta1k, you

know. Frankly, what a private ci ti zen tweets i s an exercj se

in one way of First Amendment rights, but when you have U.S.

Government employees, or i n thi s case, a spec'iat U. S.

Government employee potentially seemingly to align to that

view, that's when it became real for me and a matter of

concern.

And that was, as I said, I said the L5th and L6th,

because the next day, I had a conversation with Charge Taylor

i n whi ch he ampl i f i ed the same theme. And he i ndi cated that

Special Representatjve Volker had been engaging Andriy

Yermakl that the President and h'is private attorney, Rudy

Giuliani, were interested in the initiation of

investigations; and that Yermak was very uncomfortable when

this was rajsed with hjm, and suggested that if that were the

case, jf that were really the position of the United States,

i t should be done officially and put in wri ting, essentially
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mouth, but there was a significance to August L5 and 15.

What was the significance to those dates in your mind?

A 0n August l-5, the new special assistant to Special

Representative Volker, Catherine Croft, came to my office and

asked me, said she was trying to find out some information on

behalf of Kurt. And she said, you, George, know about our

relati ons wj th Ukrai ne, part'i cularly i n 1aw enforcement.

Have we ever asked the Ukrajnians to investigate anybody?

And I told her, I said, we11, Catherine, there are two

ways of looking at that question. If there is a crime that

was comm'i tted i n the Un j ted States and any nexus f or us to

take act'ion, we have two mechani sms: We have the Mutual

Legal Assistance Treaty, and we have the legaI attaches at

the embassy, and that's the way a law enforcement

investigation should engage the Ukrainians'

The other option, which I -- from the context of what

has been spoken about 'in the preSS, maybe what you' re aski ng

i s the pol i ti cal opti on. And i f you' re aski ng me have we

ever gone to the Ukra'inians and asked them to investigate or

prosecute ind'ividuats for political reasons, the answer is, I

hope we haven't, and we shouldn't because that goes against

everything that we are trying to promote in post Soviet

states for the last 28 years, which js the promotion of the

rule of taw.

And I also then told her, I said, Kurt has a 1ot of
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my notes just

I i nterpreted

uncomfortable

conversati on,

shari ng thi s

detai t of the

a Did

Volker -- in

that

eve ry

said

i n parentheses, Gi uli ani , and

what he sai d. But, agai n, he

havi ng the conversati on. He

but i t was very clear he was

limjted summary, including not

call itself .

you come

real time,

uncomfortable

Ambassador Volker

A Kurt told me

reason to believe

he was goi ng to do

going into the

to learn whether or not Ambassador

at the time, did you come to learn

did meet w'i th Mr. Giuliani?

he was goi ng to meet, and so, I had

that he then fotlowed up on what he

. But he did not share with me the

exact contents of h"is di scussi ons wi th the Mayor, no.

a Did you know at any point whether Ambassador Votker

had introduced Andriy Yermak to Mr. Giuliani?

A I bel i eve I became aware of that 'in mi d-August.

a So you said that earlier, a few minutes ago, you

said that August 15, L5 time period was when you seemed to

confirm that wel1, I don't want to put words in your
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A That's as much as I reca11 . But, agai n, as I sa1d,

jt was a conversation that had a personal component that had

nothing to do with work, and then part of the conversation

had to do with work.

a So when did you become aware that President Trump

and President Zelenskyy were going to speak on July 25?

A i believe I was informed by Lieutenant Colonel

Vindman on July 24, the day prior. And as I mentioned

before, that's when I sent a message to the embassy

suggesting that they test the fine to make sure the call went

th rough.

a And I believe you said the only readout you got

from the call was from Lieutenant ColoneI Vindman?

A Cor rect.

a When you described that readout in addition to

emphasizing how Mr. Vindman was uncomfortabte and the

sensitive nature of the ca11, so he wasn't comfortable

talking about it, you djd say, I wrote down here, that he

mentioned that there was a -- that President Trump had

d'iscussed the extreme narratives that had been discussed

publicly. Is that

A At that point, I don't thjnk he said that President

Trump discussed. What I recall is that he said at this point

the conversation went into the most extreme narratives' And

that was hjm mak'ing a summary without providing any detail.
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any conversations with the Chief of Staff Mulvaney on this

topi c?

A As I mentioned before, it was clear to me that

Ambassador Sondland had a direct connection with Chief of

Staff MuIvaney, and that's actually how the l4ay 23 readout

was put on the President's schedule. It was not, to the best

of my knowledge, done through the national security staff and

Ambassador Bolton. It was done Ambassador Sondland directly

to Chief of Staff Mulvaney.

a Right. But I'm asking now in Ju1y. When Dr. Hill
talked to you and voiced concerns about Sondland, did she

menti on anythi ng about Sondland's relati onshi p wi th

Mr. Mulvaney?

A She may have, but I do not remember.

a Okay. Do you recall anything else that she said

about Ambassador Sondland in that meeting was it a meeting

or a phone call?

A It was a conversation, but I will say that it was

also not entirely about work. We have a mutuat friend whose

wife died of cancer, and he is a Foreign Service officer and

studied in St. Andrews with Fiona, and that's where he met

his wife. And so she had passed away. So part of the

conversation was just about our mutual friend who died.

a And the part that was about Ukraine, was there

anything more that
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call or a meeting, discussion. But, again, I don't remember

the content, and also, keep in mind that we had

responsibiljties I only had respons'ibjljties for six

countries. She had responsibilities for many more.

a Ri ght. Okay. So you don't remember i f she voi ced

any concerns about what was going on with Rudy Giuliani or

anyth'ing related to that?

A I honestly can't remember the content of that

conversation apart from I know that she had Some concernS

about nonstandard actors. I belieVe, in that conVersation,

she expressed concern with Gordon Sondtand's approach.

a what concerns did she express with Gordon sondland?

A To the best of my recollection, she had concerns

possibly based on having been in conversations in the 0va1

0ffice that he made assertions about conversations that did

not match with what had actually been said in the 0va1

0ffi ce.

a Can you elaborate with any more detail?

A I was not in those conversations, 50

a I'm just asking what she told you. I understand

you weren't in them.

A I thi nk she may have been as di rect as say'ing that

Gordon Sondland lies about conversations that occur in the

0va1 0ffice.

O Did she indicate to you that Gordon Sondland had
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A Yes.

a for production to Congress and

s u bpoen a?

A Yes.

a 0kay. So 1et me just make sure I

heard from Ambassador Taylor at the end of

was correct me if this summary is wrong

of June, that there was a conversation with

Ambassador 5ondland, Volker, and Secretary

discussed the need for President Zelenskyy

some I think you sa'id investigations was

pursuant to the

understand. You

June that there

that at the end

Taylor,

Perry where they

to initiate
the readout you

of the

O Wi thout

reaffirmed that to

got in that call?

A We11, sending the right signal without the details

the detai 1s. And then Ambassador Volker

directly before the meeting with

To ron to?Presi dent Zelenskyy

A Correct.

a Okay. Up until the July 25 call, from July 2 to

July 25, did you have any more discussions with anyone about

the noti on of Ukrai ne pursui ng these i nvesti gati ons ei ther

specifically or more generally in terms of cooperation?

A i do not recall any additional conversations that I
had jn Juty. But I can't rule it out. Again, I had a

conversation with Fiona, I remember that, a sort of farewell

you

in
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A It was different than the State

assessment, and it was different than

Secretary Perry, Sondland, and Volker.

a Okay. But the President was

Gi u1 j ani , 0rban, Puti n conti ngent - -

A I don't know.

the

Department

asse5sment of

1 j steni ng to the

a accordi ng to Dr. Hi 11?

A According to Dr. Hi11, in assessing the change from

late April to late May, but then we had also the instructions

coming out of that meeting leading to the signing of the

letter on May 29 and the efforts to help Ukraine particularly

in the energy sector.

0 Dr. Hill told us that she departed on July 19, and

that pri or to leav'ing, she had a conversati on wi th you.

A That again, I recall us speaking sometime in

JuIy. I honestly don't reca1l the content of that. One

reason why I reca11 more specifics from l4ay is that as I was

looking through my notes to find records to provide to the

State Department to be responsive to the subpoena, I found

notes that I took when I talked to her in May. When I was

going through my notes I did not find notes of our

conversation 'in Ju1y. But, yes, I do recall that we talked

'in J uly.

a And did you provide the notes from that May call to

the Department --
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O And did Dr. Hill think that that had an impact on

Presi dent Trump's outlook?

A I cannot reca11 what she said in that meeting

besides giving me the brief readouts of those two meetings,

but that was my takeaway, and that those two world leaders,

along with former Mayor Gjuliani, their communjcations w'ith

President Trump shaped the President's view of Ukrajne and

Zelenskyy, and would account for the change from a very

positive first call on April 2L to his negative assessment of

Ukraine when he had the meeting in the 0va1 0ffice on May 23.

a And it was your understanding that Sondland, Perry,

Volker, when they came back from the inauguration they were

very posi tive about President Zelenskyy. Is that ri ght?

A That is correct.

a And that generally the State Department had a

posi ti ve outlook on Presi dent Zelenskyy?

A We were cautiously optjm'istic that this was an

opportunity to push forward the reform that Ukraine needs to

succeed jn resisting Russian aggression, building a

successful economy, and, frankly, a justice system that will
treat American investors and Ukrainian citizens equally

before the 1aw.

a But the message from 0rban, Putin, and Giuliani was

different than the message that the State Department was

relaying. Is that right?
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Securi ty Counci 1?

A She was scheduled to leave at the end of Ju1y. I
don't recall which particular day of whjch particular week.

a Di d you have a meeti ng or a conversati on w'i th her

before she left?

A Yes, I did.

a And did you discuss any of these issues that we've

been talki ng about today wi th her?

A Yes, but to be honest, I don't reca11 the last time

we had a conversation, and when we had the conversation would

be important to what we talked about. A conversation that I

reca11, and I took notes actually dated to mid-May in which

we tatked about the change of attitude and approach towards

Ukraine, and that was in the wake of meetings that President

Trump had, a meeti ng wi th V'iktor 0rban, the leader of

Hungary, as well as a call he had with Russian President

Putin in early May.

a And what was the change f ollow'i ng those two

conversations with 0rban and Putin?

A Fi ona assessed the conversati ons as bei ng simi 1ar

in tone and approach. And both leaders, both Putin and

0rban, extensively talked Ukraine down, said it was corrupt,

sajd Zelenskyy was in the thra11 of oligarchs, specifically

mentioning this one oligarch Kolomoisky, negatively shaping a

picture of Ukraine, and even President Zelenskyy personally.
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any act'iv'i ti es wi th regard to the advocacy f or these

i nvesti gati ons?

A We are, in your exploration of a tjmef ine, not yet

to the point where that became apparent to me that thjs is
where U.S. policy or not U.S. policy, where U.S.

engagement was headed.

a 0kay. And we'11 probably get there, but when would

you say that time is?

A WelI, I think in retrospect, from the release of

the WhatsApp messages, it started earl"ier than I was aware.

a When were you ultimately aware?

A I would say that the middle of August, specifically

August L5 and 16, was when I became aware that this was

actively in p1ay.

a Okay. So did you get we're going to get there,

but did you get a readout from that July L0 meeting from

a ny body ?

A I do not recall. I was on the road for because

it was a multi-country trip. I was on the road for more than

a week. I saw the picture that was tweeted out, maybe from

Kurt Volker, maybe from Gordon Sondland, that had the two

Ukrain'ians, wh'ich were 0leksandr Danylyuk and Andriy Yermak,

close assistant and associate to President Zelenskyy, as well

as the Americans.

a Do you reca11 when Fiona Hill teft the National
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A I wouldn't say that I was cut out of the 1oop. As

I indicated, Kurt and I continued to have a back and forth.

I was aware that obviously other players had come into the

picture. And you had Secretary Perry convening a meeting

w'i th a number of State Department of f i c'iaIs.

You had Gordon sondland giving a public jnterview that

the three amigos were now in charge of Ukraine, and by that

he meant Perry, Sondland, and Volker. I heard Volker say

that to President Zelenskyy in Toronto, but I was in that

meet i ng.

a Volker called them the three amigos to Zelenskyy?

A No. Sondland, in a public interview, called

themselves three amigos. Volker just stated that coming out

of the meeting with President Trump at the 0val 0ffice, that

those were the three officials that would be taking the lead

on our policy towards Ukraine.

a Were you speaki ng regularly wi th B'it1 Taylor i n

June and July?

A Yes. There's a schedule of every Monday there

js a generally scheduled Secure video conference. It's not

j ust one-on-one. Usually i t's wi th offi ce di rector, deputy

director from my side, and members of the country team on his

side. That was the schedule that dated back

a We1l, let me rephrase the question. Did you speak

to Charge Taylor about the three ami gos, or Rudy G j u1i an'i or
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and lower

a

A

Assi stant

Sec reta ry

a

Hale?

my profile jn Ukrajne.

Who told you that?

The message was relayed

Secretary Reeker message

Hale.

Do you know if jt became

from my supervi sor, Acti ng

relayed from Under

from above Under Secretary

A A1t I know is that Assistant Secretary Reeker,

af ter a meet'ing wi th Under Secretary Hale sai d that Under

Secretary Hale had directed me to keep my head down and a

lower profi 1e i n Ukrai ne.

a And what did you understand a lower profile in

Ukraine to mean, given that you oversaw the policy for the

State Department on Ukraine?

A We11, I oversee policy for six countries, and thjs

was a day or two before I was going on leave to go visit
attend my daughter's and go hiking in Maine. And

so I said, Fjne, you're not going to hear me talk about any

country for the next week and a half. And I did cancel some

public appearances on Ukraine jn June, sort of think tank

sessions around Washington.

a And at that point, did you sense that you were cut

out of the loop jn terms of State Department policy

discussions and dealings with Ukraine given this Volker,

Sondland, Perry triumvi rate?



249

I

2

J

4

5

6

7

8

l0

ll
t2

l3

t4

l5

16

l7

l8

19

20

2t

22

23

24

25

I have since been made aware by seeing the WhatsApp messages

that Kurt released that he sai d he had breakf ast w'ith

G'i u1i ani on J u1y L5th, so i t would make sense that my

conversation wjth Kurt happened before then July 19th

because he was telling me that he would reach out to Mayor

Giuliani.

a Djd you discourage him f rom reaching out to Mayor

Giutiani?

A I asked him what his purpose was, and that's when

he said, as I relayed earlier, that because, clearly, former

l,layor Giuliani was an inf luence on the President's thinking

of Ukra'ine that he, Kurt Volker, f e1t i t was worthwhi 1e

engagi ng

a Right. I know. But did you think it was

worthwhi 1e engag'rng?

A What I understood was Kurt was thinking tactically

and I was concerned strategically.

O Did you have any discussions with anyone else at

the State Department by mid-Ju1y, any tjme up to mid-Ju1y or

prior to, about Mr. Giuliani's potent'ial inf luence on the

President and the fact that what he was advocating may be

cont rary to offi ci aI U. S. Pol i cY?

A I did not, in part because after Giuliani attacked

me, aS well as Ambassador Yovanovitch and the entire embassy,

in his late May interview, I was told to keep my head down
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a dinner for heads of delegation to which Kurt was invited.

I was not because there was just one U.S. attendee. 5o, for

instance, whatever the anchor night was, he went to the

leaders meeting, and I met with other Ukrainians who were

there.

a Are you fami1iar with a Ju1y L0 meeting at the

White House involving senior Ukrainian officials and senior

American officials?

A I saw pictures tweeted outside after the meeting.

At the time I was on a multi-country swing that jncluded,

among other countries, Moldova and Ukraine.

a So you were unaware prior to the meeting

occurring, you were unaware that it was happening?

A I knew that there was going to be a meeting. The

pri nci pals for that meeti ng were Ambassador Bolton and

0leksandr Danylyuk, who'd been appointed the head of the

Nat'ional Securi ty and Def ense Counci 1 i n Ukrai ne, whi ch

doesn't have an analogous role to our National Security

Council but has a name that sounds similar. And 0leksandr

Danylyuk is a Ukrainian off ic'ia1 well-known to many of us who

have worked on Ukraine.

a Now, just to be clear, the conversation that you

had with Kurt Volker, even if you aren't sure that it was in

Toronto, i t occurred before your European swi ng?

A I can't telI you for certajn when in July 'it was.
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some point in Ju1y, either at Toronto or perhaps, more

I i ke1y, mi d-J uty i n the State Department.

a Now, Ambassador Volker is a longtime, you know,

Forei gn Servi ce offi cer, ri ght?

A He is.

a

undermi ne

a

i n Toronto

A

A

What was his reaction when you said that this

the rule of 1aw and everything that we stand

I do not recall hjm giving a verbal response.

Okay. And so presumably you and Kurt Volker

for some time, right?

We arrived, to the best

would

f or?

we re
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of my

the

recollecti on, on the

1st and departed late afternoon of 3rd. We did not

travel together.

a Did you spend any time together there?

A We were in many meetings together, yes.

a Did you spend anY meals together?

A I do not reca1l us having working meals together,

but jt was a hectic trip and generally, his or hectic, not

trip, but set of meetings. There were a 1ot of Ukrainians

there, and I had a lot of sidebar meetings with attendees at

the conference.

A

was head

So

I

of

should also

delegati on,

say that there was a

the Canadi an forei gn

because Kurt

mi ni ster hosted
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the meeti ng.

a And what was your reaction to the ask as you

understood it from Volker at the time?

A At the time, I was interested to see where this

thought pattern would go. I do not recal1 whether the

f o1low-on conversat'ion I had wi th Kurt about thi s was i n

Toronto, or whether it was subsequently at the State

Department. But he did te11 me that he planned to start

reaching out to the former Mayor of New York, Rudy Giuliani.

And when I asked hi m why, he sa'id that i t was clear that

the former mayor had influence on the President in terms of

the way the President thought of Ukraine. And I think by

that moment in time, that was self-evident to anyone who was

working on the issues, and therefore, it made sense to try to

engage the mayor.

When I raised with Kurt, I said, about what? Because

former Mayor Giuljani has a track record of, you know, asking

for a visa for a corrupt former prosecutor. He attacked

14asha, and he's tweeting that the new President needs to

investigate Biden and the 2015 campaign.

And Kurt's reaction, or response to me at that was,

well , j f there's nothi ng there, what does i t matter? And i f
there j s somethi ng there, 'it should be i nvesti gated. My

response to him was ask'ing another country to investigate a

prosecutjon for political reasons undermines our advocacy of



245

2

J

4

5

6

7

8

9

l0

ll

t2

l3

t4

l5

l6

t7

l8

t9

20

2t

22

23

24

25

cooperati on wj th Presi dent Trump?

A What I was aware of was that there was an interest,

and Kurt was sending a signal of a desire to have Zelenskyy

be cooperative, but I did not know the detajls of what the

ask was on that date, July 2.

a 0kay. Did Kurt Volker explain to you what he

discussed with President Zelenskyy in that pu11-as'ide

afterwards?

A No. But he explained he was, I would say,

relatively transparent beforehand. This is what I'm going to

do, and this is my message and this is why.

a And how did you what dld he say the why was?

A WeI1, I thi nk hi s goa1, to my understandi ng, based

on my conversations with him, he was trying to get through

what seemed to be a hiccup in the communications, and wanted

to get President Trump and Presjdent Zelenskyy together,

counting on Zelenskyy's personal interactive skills to build

rapport and carry the relationship forward.

a 0kay. But that's the why he was doing it?

A That was my understanding, based on what I heard

from Kurt pri or to the meeti ng, Yes.

a And what did he tell you after about the meeting?

A It was, you know -- it was a several-minute

exchange, and So I just presumed that he had said and raised

the ask in the way that he had descrjbed to me right before
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signaling something in his cooperative attitude towards

somethi ng the Presi dent was j nterested i n.

a And at that point you did not know what the

President was interested 'in?

A At that point, Kurt Volker djd not say, nor was I

aware of what the Presjdent was jnterested. Rudy Giuliani

was tweeting what Rudy Giuliani thought, but Rudy Giuliani

was and i s remai ns a pri vate cj ti zen, not an offi ci al of

the U. S. Government.

a Rlght. Did you understand why Kurt Volker needed

to have this in a private pu11-aside have this

conversati on i n a pri vate pu11-asi de meeti ng rather than wi th

everyone there?

A Wel1, it was clear that he both wanted to restrict
knowledge of it, and considered the matter sensitive. But,

again, I had not been on the June 28 conference cal1. I

heard about that subsequently from Charge Taylor.

And I had also not been involved in any of the

conversations that had gone on. I wasn't there at the

June 1.8 nor the May 23. So sometimes I can get readouts

officia1ly of meetings, but if you're not there, you miss the

sidebar conversations that can take place.

a So it's your testimony that you did not you were

not aware at that point of what the sensitive issue that Kurt

Volker needed to talk about related to President Zelenskyy's
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on July 2 about the investigations that Rudy Giuliani had

been promoti ng?

A There was not a discussion in the full format of

everyone on both sjdes of the table. However, prior to the

meeting, Ambassador Volker told me that he would need to have

a private meeting separately with the President, that he

would pu1l h'im aside. And he explained to me that the

purpose of that private conversatjon was to underscore the

importance of the messaging that Zelenskyy needed to provide

to President Trump about his willingness to be cooperative.

And that happened as the meeting broke up, he

announced that he needed to have a private meeting. He went

around to the Ukrai ni an s'ide of the table and pu11ed

Zelenskyy, his chief of staff , Bohdan, and the transtator. I

was standing about L0 feet of the way, introducing myself to

Andriy Yermak and talking to him. So that was Volker had

several minutes with Zelenskyy, his chief of staff and the

i nterpreter.

a You said the messaging about the willing or

cooperati on.

A Yeah.

a Cooperation about what?

A The details at that point were not clear to me. I

would say that Kurt Volker had not provided additional

deta'i1s. It was more that President Zelenskyy needed to be
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Georgia is a country which Congress appropriates over $100

million a year. And so I am juggllng responsibilities for

these si x countri es and travel i ng to all si x countrj es. 5o

we are focusing on one of six countries today for which I

have responsibility. 5o I do not 1ive, breathe every single

second of my life focused on Ukraine, no.

l4R. GOLDI{AN: I think that's time.

Ambassador Kent, you've been here a long day and I'm

SUre

MR. KENT: I 'm not Ambassador.

MR. GOLDMAN: I'm sorry. Mr. Kent. The members are

goi ng to have to go vote I thlnk i n about 20 mi nutes. So I

know you've just sat through another hour and a half. Would

you fike to take a 5-minute break

MR. KENT: I'd appreciate that.

MR. GOLDI'4AN: And then we'11 come right back. 0kay.

Let's do that.

lRecess.l

MR. G0LDMAN: Back on the record. I t' s 6: 20, and i t' s

the majority's round. Mr. Kent, thank for your patience and

di 1 i gence today, we are neari ng the end.

Mr. l'li tche11.

BY MR. 14ITCHELL:

a Si r, i n the last round, you mentj oned securi ty

assi stance. Can you j ust generally descri be what Ukrai ne
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Securi ty Ass'istance Ini ti ative 'is?

A Wel1, that is a specific term that refers to money

appropriated in the Defense budget as opposed to the State

Department budget. Tradjtionally, foreign assistance was

appropri ated under what's known as forei gn mi 1i tary fi nanci ng

in State Department budget. Several years ago, Congress

started appropriating monies in the Defense budget. And so

the Ukraine Security Initiative js monies that are made

available in the Defense budget. And that is something that

was started maybe 3 years ago and has grown in scope. The

fi scal year 2019, whi ch j ust concluded, i t was $250 mi 11 i on.

a Are you generally familiar then with both USAI and

FMF?

A Generally familiar, but I did not ever have line

authority over security aSsistance in the way I had for a

rule of 1aw and justice sector assistance.

a And when you say "authority," do you mean both when

you were in Ukrajne as well as in your current position?

A The way security assistance works, regardless of

what budget i t 'is appropri ated i n, the moni es are executed by

agents usually af f i 1i ated i n the case of Ukrai ne w'ith

European Command, and we have an Offjce of Defense

Cooperation in the Embassy. And the direction in how we

spend that money is usually determined in a joint mifitary

commission between EUCOM and the Ukrainian general staff
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admi ni strati ve heads.

a Are you generally familiar with the way in which,

the process by which USAI funds are released?

A Are you now talking about a budgetary process here

i n Washi ngton?

a So, for example, does Ukraine need to meet certain

benchmarks before those funds can be released?

A The authorizers in Congress have put conditionality

for the last several years on the second ha1f. 5o, for

instance, this past year, $250 m'i11jon, there was a

conditionality on the second $125 m'i11ion. In a previous

year, I don't know if it was the previous year -- I don't

know if it's the previous 2 years ago or the first year

3 years ago there was that conditionality, but the

appropriators did not appropriate as much money as the

authorizers authorized. So the conditionality did not kick

i n. But, yes, generatly the authorizer s and approprj ators

worked together to put condi ti onal i ty on the mon'ies i n the

USAI.

a And what was your involvement, if any, on

determining whether the conditionality had been met?

A The conditionality js set by the Office of the

Secretary of Defense. My counterpart, Laura Cooper, plays a

principal rote in that, and the determination to Congress is

made by the Secretary of Defense.
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a And is there an interagency process that takes

place with regard to the release of the funds?

A Once the funds are in the hands of the U.S.

military and specifically, I believe, they are held w'ith

the Defense Security and Cooperation Agency the State

Department does not have a ro1e, no. 0n the front end,

di scussi ng what mi ght be appropri ate condi ti ons, there i s a

discussion, but ultimately that is a process, and the

speci fi c condi ti ons, and whether they have been met, i s

determined by the 0ffice of Secretary of Defense.

a What about wi th regard to F["lF, how does that work?

A Forei gn mi f i tary fi nanci ng, the State Department

has a greater role in determining what the policy goals are

and how that money would be applied, but that is also very

much a collaborative process. And, ult'imately, the FMF is

also cut over to the U.S. military, specifically, the DSCA is

the executive military agent. We don't spend and implement

the programming the way that we would, say, for 1aw

enforcement programming. It, again, is monies where We have

a greater pol i cy role upf ront and voi ce, but 'i n the end, i t' s

executed by U.S. military components.

a And what is your personal involvement in FMF then?

A I have frequent conversations with my counterpart,

Laura Cooper, not just about Ukraine. She covers more

countries, but there's a lot of assistance going to Georgia,
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and so we have conversations about multiple countries, and we

also talk about the condjt'ionaf ity in Ukraine.

a Did you attend any of the PCC or sub-PCC meetings

i n July regardi ng securi ty assj stance for Ukrai ne?

A Yes.

a Which ones did you attend?

A The first one where this issue came up was

July L8th. It was a sub-PCC, to the best of my recollection,

and the i ntended topi c was

a Was there any discussion of the meeting at the

sub-PCC leve1 on Juty L8th about any sort of freeze of the

securi ty assi stance to Ukrai ne?

A Yes.

a Can you descr j be that di scuss'ion?

A It was described as a hold, not a freeze. There

was a representative of the 0ffice of Management and Budget.

I was at the State Department in a security video conference,

I d'id not recognize the face. And I believe the individual

representing OMB at the time was not normally the person who

did. It was the summer vacation cycles. And he just stated

to the rest of the those participants, ejther in person or

vi deo screens, that the head of the 0f f i ce of l'lanagement and

Budget who was the acti ng ch j ef of staf f , l'li ck Mulvaney, at

the directjon of the President had put a hold on all security
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assi stance

a

President.

A

Management

yes.

to the Ukraine.

Mulvaney had put a hold at the

1s that what you heard?

That is what the representative

di recti on of the

of the 0ffice of

and Budget stated in the sub-PCC on Ju1y LSth,

a Was there any discussion following that

announcement?

A There was great confusion among the rest of us

because we didn't understand why that had happened.

a Djd anyone ask at that sub-PCC meeting why that

h a ppe ned?

A We d'id. And the indiv'idual said that he

apologized, that he normally dld not deal wjth these issues,

but this was the message he was asked to convey and he

conveyed i t.

a And the individual being this gentleman from OMB?

A The representative from the OMB in that particular

meeti ng, yes.

a Was that the end of that d'iscussi on on thi s topi c?

A Yes.

a 0n that day?

A Yes.

a Did you have any internal discussions at the

Department of State on or about July L8th after this
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pronouncement had been relayed to you?

A I did.

a And who did you have those discussions with?

A Tyler Brace, our schedule C po1 i ti cal appoi ntee,

former staffer for Senator Portman, who understand budgetary

processes in great detajl.

a When did you have that conversation?

A I believe I had it subsequent to the sub-PCC, same

day.

a And can you just describe what you talked about?

A We djscussed what the signifjcance of that was

because none of us could understand why. Since there was

unanimity that this was in our national interest, it just

surpri sed all of us.

a When you say "unanimity" that it was in our

national interest, what do you mean by that?

A I beljeve that jt is a factually correct statement

to say that there's broad support among both parties in

Congress, both Houses in Congress, and among the State

Department, the Defense Department, Joint Chiefs, and other

elements of the U.S. Government for the security assistance

programs.

a Prior

sort of w"ind or

A No.

to this Ju1y L8th meeting, had you

idea that this aid would be frozen

gotten any

or held?
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a And it was your understanding on July 18th that all

conditions had been met?

A For?

a

A

the funds

a

A

a

A

Septembe r

the extent

the fi scal

a

J uly L8th

A

a

A

To release funds.

That was my understandi ng. You' re talki ng

for USAI and the FMF fund?

Correct.

That was my understanding, Yes.

Has your understanding since changed?

We11, eventually, the hold was released on

LLth, and the funds were then apportioned

that it was possible to spend them by the

year, yes.

So do you know anything that changed

and when they were actually released

When you say what changed?

Any sort of conditions.

In Ukrai ne?

about

by Ot,lB to

end of

be twee n

i n September?

a Anywhere.

A My understanding of what happened after that date

was that Senior Director Tim Morrison started going up the

chajn of the interagency process according to National

Security Presidential Memorandum 4, and that meant holding a

policy coordinating committee meeting, which he scheduled for

July 23rd, followed by a deputy smal1 group meeting, which I



307

I

2

aJ

4

5

6

7

8

9

l0

ll

t2

13

t4

l5

l6

l7

l8

l9

20

2t

22

Z)

24

25

believe may have occurred on July 25th. And then Senior

Di rector Morri son was looki ng to schedule a pri nci pa1 smal1

group meeting that would involve the Secretary of State

personally, Secretary of Defense, and Ambassador Bolton so

they could di scuss the i ssue and then take 'it to the

Presi dent.

a Were you present for the PCC meeting on July 23rd?

A I believe I was, yes, as a back-bencher. I was not

the pri nci pa1.

a i should have asked you. 0n the L8th, did you take

any notes of that meeting?

A r did.

a And are those among to notes thank you provided to

the Department of State to produce to Congress?

A They should be. I photocopied quite a lot of

notes, but certainly the statement of conclusions should be

'included, although now I'm thi nki ng I'm not sure i f

sub-PCCs have statement of conclusions. Those may be, only

for PCC meetings. But to the extent I took notes on that

meeting, I would have included them, yes.

a For July 23rd, you said were you a back-bencher at

the PCC meeti ng?

A Yes.

a And was this topic of the hold of the Ukraine ajd

d j scussed at that meet'ing?
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A That was the purpose of the meeting.

a What was discussed?

A To the best of my recollection, the conversation

was everybody going around the table and saying they

supported the fifting of the administrative hold so that the

State Department and the 0ffjce of Secretary of Defense'

Pentagon, could move forward. We were endi ng approachi ng

the end of the fiscal year, and I believe that Laura Cooper,

speaking on behalf of the Pentagon, indicated that the DOD

comptroller had determined that they needed to move forward

by August 5th in order to spend the money and meet Congress'

i ntent.

a Was there any discuss'ion of the legality or

i llegali ty of the hold?

A There was discussion about the standing of OMB to

put an 'inf ormal ho1d. Norma1ly, the conversati ons w j th 0t'4B

prior to not'ification to Congress is a courtesy, not

something required under 1aw. And that is why the position

was expressed by Laura Cooper, to the best of my

recollection, that DOD counsel had determined that they would

move forward by August 6th regardless. And I reca11 Senior

Director Morrison suggesting that the State Department also

review its 1ega1 requirements and be prepared to have that

briefed at the next meeting, which he set 3 days 1ater, as a

deputy small grouP meeting.



309

I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

l0

ll

t2

l3

t4

l5

16

t7

l8

l9

20

2l

22

23

24

25

a So, if OMB did not move forward by August 5th, what

would be the 'implication?

A Again, this is about an account that was not

appropriated to my department nor executed in my department,

so I would defer to my colleague, Laura Cooper. But to the

best of my recollection, what she said in that meeting was

that, according to DSCA, they may not be able to execute all
of the requi rements by the end of the fj scal year. My

understandi ng i s that USAI moni es are L-year moni es. The

monies in the State Department FMF account are 2-year monies.

a What did 0l'lB say, if anything, in response to Laura

Coope r ' s

A 0["'lB's posi ti on was what i t had been on the 18th,

that they were under the direction of their boss to put

hold all securi ty assi stance to Ukrai ne.

a Did they provide a reason?

A They said it was at the direction of the President.

a Who was present for the July 23rd meeting?

A That would be a matter of record because that was a

PCC, and there's a statement of conclus'ions. And i n the

statement of conclusions, on the first page, there's a

ljsting of all part'icipants jn the meeting.

a Did you receive a copy of the statement of

conclusi ons for thi s meeti ng?

A I befieve I did, and that would have been provided
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to the document request.

a Dld OMB provide any reasoning beyond simply jt was

at the direction of the President?

A Not to my recollection, no.

a 5o they didn't describe why the President had

placed this hold?

A There was a lack of claritY.

a What do you mean bY that?

A The participants who up until that point had

thought that there was unanimity that this was in our

national interest d'id not receive an explanation for why this

parti cular acti on was taken.

a Okay. So, to your knowledge, no one at the PCC

meeting on July 23rd knew why the President was making the

decision or at least they didn't express it at that meeting?

A I do not recal1 any coherent explanation, no.

a Was there any explanation at all, coherent or

i ncoherent?

A OMB placed a hold on a Process that

tradjtionally, that is the office that has a voice on how the

executive branch spends money.

a Was that unusual, in your experience?

A According to, in my conversation with Tyler Brace,

who again has worked here as a staffer, the previous cycle,

OMB head, Acting Chief of Staff Mulvaney, had attempted a
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rescission at the end of the year, and indeed the next week,

at the beginning of August, he sent out a data call with the

intent potentially to execute a rescission involving bjllions

of dollars of assistance worldwjde, not just Ukraine.

a 0kay. So, in your experience, though, was thjs

unusual?

A I had read about Mr. Mulvaney's attempt to push a

rescission at the end of the last fiscal year. My

understanding was that Secretary Pompeo protested vigorously,

and the effort to have a rescission was then suspended.

And, ultimately, the same thing happened this year, this

overall greater effort to have a rescission held up the

process f or much of August, but 'i t was al so t i f ted, and that

left us with just the hold on Ukraine assistance.

a The Ukrai ne assi stance that you j ust menti oned, i s

that FMF, or is that the USAI?

A It affected both accounts, the Department of

Defense $250 mi 11 i on, and the $L4L mi 11 i on under FMF.

a Okay. And you said that that was sti11 being held

i n August?

A That hold, the OMB-directed hold, was lifted on

September LLth.

a What happened at the July 26th deputies' meeting?

A I d'id not parti ci pate i n that meeti ng. Under

Secretary HaIe represented the State Department, and I cannot
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recall the exact outcome. That would also be documented in

the document cal1, but it did not change the ultimate

si tuati on.

a Did you see a readout of that particular meeting?

A I did.

a And is jt in a similar form as the statement of

conc 1 u s'i on s?

A To the best of mY knowledge, Yes.

a And what do you recall from that readout?

A The majn takeaway for me was that Senior Director

Morrison was trying to find out when Secretary of State

Pompeo and the Secretary of Defense would both be in

Washington so they could have an in-person principal sma1l

group meeting to discuss the same issue and then take it to

the Presi dent.

a Was there any discussion at the July 25th deputies'

committee meeting about the reasons for the hold?

A I honestly cannot recal1 if there was any detajl.

The bottom line was the hold remained, and we needed a

principal sma11 group to carry the process forward.

a But it's your understanding at the July 25th

meeting that, again, there was unanimous support to release

the funds to lift the ho1d. Is that right?

A With the excePtion of 0MB, Yes.

O Then you mentioned that there was planning to have
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a meeting on July 3Lst. Did that meeting actually take

p1 ace?

A I didn't say that, but I believe that may have been

one of the dates that Senior Director Morrison was attempting

to schedule a principal smalI group meeting.

a Was there a pri nci pals meeti ng at any poi nt?

A To the best of my knowledge, because of the travel

schedules of the two Secretaries, no.

a So what happened next, as f ar as you know, wlth

regard to the lifting of this hold?

A I am aware that many Senators, partjcularly from

the Republican side, who had traveled to Ukrajne from the

relevant comm'ittees, cal1ed and talked to the President. I'm

aware that I saw an ema'i1 that Senator Inhof e had had

about a 20-minute conversation. He had visited twice when I

was in Ukraine because Oklahoma National Guard was doing

trai ni ng at the mai n tra'i ni ng base. Senator Portman calted,

i ncludi ng the day i t was 1 i fted. And my understandi ng i s

that Senate l4ajority Leader McConnell also ca11ed.

a Was there any discussions at State between July

31st and when the funds were actually released about the

freeze that you partook in?

A The State Department was concerned. Obviously, we

wanted to get the hotd ljfted so that we could get the money

apportioned by OMB and then obligated. And so we were at
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the direction of Senior D'irector Morrison, exploring what was

the absolute minjmum amount of time that would be necessary

to obligate the money once the irold was lifted. So we were

preparing for a decision so that we could ensure that the

money could be obligated before the end of the fiscal year.

a When was the first time that you heard that the

securi ty assi stance mi ght somehow we be 1i nked to th'is Whi te

House vi si t or i nvesti gations conducted by Ukrai ne?

A Because everyone was unclear why this had happened,

I think, in the vacuum of a clear explanation, people started

speculating. So there was a coincidence of timing, but as I

referenced earl i er i n the communi cati on wi th Charge Taylor,

he indicated to me that, in his communicat'ions with both

Senior Director Morrison and Ambassador Sondland, and th'is

would have been the weekend of the 7th and 8th of September,

that both of them insisted that there was not a direct link.

a And that was based on what?

A This was a conveyed conversation. That was their

assert'ions. According to Charge Taylor, separately, Senjor

Director Morrison, with whom he had a conversation on the 7th

of September, and Ambassador Sondland, w1th whom he had a

conversation on the 8th of September, had asserted that the

two were not directly linked.

a And how do they know?

A I cannot answer for them. That would be the
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questi on to di rect to Seni or Di rector Morri son and Ambassador

Sondl and.
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15:44 p.m.l

BY MR. MITCHELL:

a They

sou rce?

A I was

di dn't provi de any i nformati on as to thei r

not part of that conversation. I was having

a conversat'ion wi th Charge Taylor.

O And this conversation wjth Charge Taylor, was that

over WhatsApp or was that in person or

A That was a part of our regularly scheduled Monday

secure ca1Is, video conferences. And that part of the

conversatjon we ask all of our staff to 1eave, so it is just

one on one in a secure communication.

a Okay. And what else did Charge Taylor te1l you

about these conversations that he had had?

A I recounted to the best of my knowledge what those

conversations were. That was Senior Di rector Morri son

talking about his concern that Rudy Giuliani had had another

conversation with the Pres"ident, as well as what Sondland

relayed Rudy to be h'is i nteracti on.

a And did you memorialize that conversation that you

had had?

A Yes. That was part of a note to the file which I

provided to the document collection process.

a Did you talk to anyone else at the Department of

5tate about what Charge Taylor told you?
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A I believe I shared my concerns with my colleagues

in the European front office. That would be the ones

immediately near my office. Included Deputy Assjstant

Secretary Michael Murphy, who oversees our relations wjth the

Balti cs and Nord'ics and NATO. And f or large stretches of

time earlier in 2019 'i t was our senior Bureau of f ici aI and

also the deputy assistant secretary, , who

oversees our relations with Western Europe, and that includes

relations with Ambassador Sondland and the mission he leads

i n Brussels.

a When you said you shared concerns, what do you mean

by that?

A I shared the I shared the sense that I had heard

from Charge Taylor that Ambassador Sondland was engaged in

the types of conversations that he was engaged in on Ukraine

even though that was not part of his portfolio as our

ambassador to the European Unjon.

a And again, was this a conversation that you had

with Deputy Assistant Secretary Murphy and Fisher in writing

or jn person?

A The'i r of f ices are between 5 and 10 f eet away f rom

my office and so I -- th'is was a direct conversation in their

offi ce.

a And what was their reaction?

A They were aware of the challenge of dealing with
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Ambassador Sondland who has a, I would say, track record of

freelancing, would be one way of putting it, but working on

issues other than the reason why he was sent to Brussels to

work our relationship with the European Union.

a Djd they indicate that they would try do anything

about 'it?

A I don't think there is anybody at the level of

deputy assistant secretary of state who can do anything about

what Gordon Sondland chooses to do.

a Do you know when they escalated the i ssue?

A I do not.

a At any point were you given a reason why the hold

was put 'in place?

A Not that I recall. Wel1, I believe, at least in

relation to the USAI, there were some concerns expressed in

the Pentagon, 0ffice of Secretary of Defense, did a review

and responded that they felt that the conditions and concerns

that we had had been met and that the programmi ng should go

f orward. But that was a speci f i c rev'iew about USAI , whi ch i s

not State Department controlled, and so that was an issue

between the Pentagon and I guess the White House and NSC.

a Do you know whether a similar review was conducted

wj th regard to FMF?

A We were not asked for a similar review. The media

coverage was focused on the 250 million of USAI. If you look
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at those artjcles at the time they were not mentioning $391

mi1lion, which would have been the total FMF plus USAI.

a Do you know whether a sjmilar review of FMF has

since been conducted?

A The hold was 1ifted on September LLth and we moved

f orward with noti f yi ng Congress and ensuri ng the f unds were

obtigated before the end of the fiscal year. We were not

asked and we proceeded with what we needed to do jn order to

obligate the funds as to meet the congressional jntent in
appropriating them.

a 0kay. 5o to the best of your knowledge, you have

no knowledge of any plan to conduct any such review?

A We did not see it necessary nor were we asked to do

50.

a A11 ri ght. Now, when you were j n Ukrai ne, Ukrai ne

was recei vi ng USAI and FI'lF f unds at the ti me, cor rect?

A They were receiving FMF, yes, and I betieve the

start of USAI was while I was there. I do not recall

specjfjcally which fiscal year USAI funds started to be

appropri ated.

a Okay. 5o based on your experience in Ukraine, as

welt as your experi ence here i n Washi ngton, D. C. , how

important are these funding programs for Ukraine security?

A I would assess that they are cri tically important.

The Ukrainian defense establjshment was unprepared to fight a
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war with Russia when Russia began its war in 20L4. And

therefore, the training that we do, which is probably the

most valuable in training Ukrainians to fight, as well as the

equipping that we do, have been crjtical to the success of

the Ukrainian armed forces in defending their country.

At the same time I would say that we probably derive

more benefit from the relationship than the Ukrainians do.

a How so?

A That would be somethi ng to di scuss i n a classi f i ed

manner, particularly with my colleagues from the defense and

i ntel agenc i es .

a But suffice to say that it was in both Ukraine's

national interests as well as the United States' national

interest that these funds be released to the Ukra'ine?

A Very much so.

a And that's true not just for the time period that

you were in Ukraine but also for 2019 when you were back here

in D.C.?

A Correct.

O Have you had any conversations with anyone about

what the Ukrainians' perspective was on the freeze?

A They were confused, to the best of my

understandi ng.

a Okay. And how did you get that understanding?

A Charge Taylor was in Ukraine trying to figure out
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how to explain what went on. My most recent trip to Ukraine,

I arrived on September LLth. Fortunately that was the day

that the hold was lifted. So by the time I started engaging

Ukrai ni ans 'in person, i t was a good news story.

a Had you prepared to answer their questions about

the hold?

A I was prepared f or the possi b'i1i ty that i t would

not be lifted and therefore the conversations would be very

difficult and I would not by able to provide an adequate

understandi ng or answer.

a Did you try to get an adequate understanding or

answer prior to your trip?

A Fortunately, I didn't have to worry about that

hypothetical because it was resolved essentially as I arrived

i n Ukrai ne.

a Right. But prior to you arriving in Ukraine did

you attempt to find out why the hold was jn place so that you

could actually have a meaningful conversatjon with the

Ukrai ni ans about thi s i ssue?

A We it was very clear that this issue was only

going to be resolved they very highest 1eve1, and that's why

Tim Morrison wanted to have Secretary Pompeo and SecDef Esper

in the same place at the same time to have that conversation.

That was the 1eve1 at which the conversation needed to

happen. It didn't matter what the deputy assistant secretary
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or an assistant secretary or an under secretary or a deputy

sec reta ry thought.

a Okay. To the best of your knowledge, did that

fie€:ti ng happen?

A To the best of my knowledge, there was never a

pri nc'ipa1 smal1 group meeti ng on thi s i ssue.

a What did Taylor, Charge Taylor, say to you about

his conversations with Ukrainians about the hold?

A I honestly don't reca11 in detail. I think it was

cl,ear starting, if not from Juty L8th, certainly f rom July

23rd, that this was an issue that had to be resolved in

Washington, and it was a tough nut for everyone to crack

wi thout a lot of ctari ty.

a It was your understanding at the time, though, that

the issue had to be resolved at the principals level?

A Once we cleared the deputy smal1 group meet'ing,

wlrich I believe was July 25th, it was clear it had to be

resolved at a principals level and above. And so that was

clear I think to everyone after July 25th.

a Okay. And when you say above, you mean

speci fi ca11y the Presi dent of the Uni ted States?

A Welt, the principal sma11 group, members of the

Cabinet, who then could take the issue to the President.

a And again there was never a PCC as far as you know?

A There was a PCC on July 23rd. So in the sort of
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climbing the ladder we started with a sub-PCC on the 18th.

There was a policy coordjnating committee on the 23rd. There

was a deputy smatl group on the 25th. And there was an

attempt to schedule but lack of principals subsequent. That

was Tim Morrison driving the interagency policy review

process in the way it was intended.

a So to the best of your knowledge, thi s 'issue

ultimately was not resolved by the principals, it was

resolved by the President?

A Correct.

a You testified earlier about August L5th and August

15th. At the time did you think that the aid might in any

way be linked to the investigations that were being pushed by

Mr. Giuliani or that were discussed by the President in the

July 25th call?

A I personally did not associate them, no.

O Has your thinking changed in any way since then?

A Thi s 'is a personal opi ni on. I t str j kes me that the

association was a meeting with the White House, at the White

House, not related to the securi ty assi stance. But agai n,

that's just my personal opinion, other people may have

di fferent opi ni ons.

a What was Cha rge Taylor ' s opi n i on?

A I think there is the WhatsApp exchange where he

expressed concerns that it might be linked.
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a

A

expressed

Wh a t sApp

case were over by former Special Representative

Volker.

He did in one conversation with me share a conversation

he had with Ambassador Sondland in which Ambassador Sondland,

who had told him that there was no quid pro quo with the

security assistance, sajd, on the other hand, you know, the

President's a busjnessman and if you're going to sign a check

for $250 mitlion why not ask somebody for something.

Now, that was sort of an informal comment that

Ambassador Sondland made to Ambassador -- to Charge Taylor

and that he conveyed to me. But the same person, Ambassador

Sondland, sa'id there was no quid pro quo on securi ty

assi stance.

a When did Charge Taylor relay this conversation that

he had had wi th Ambassador Sondland?

A I cannot recall if it was in our secure conference

call that I described on September 9th or, since I then flew

to Ukraine and stayed with him over that weekend, whether he

may have shared that with me in person. But I believe I did

write that note up and share it with the records. So it's
part of the records that were collected by the State

But what

I don't

the same

did he tel1 you?

reca11 having a conversation where he

opinion to me that he shared in the

that apparently were leaked, but in anymessages

handed
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Depa r tmen t

a

LLth?

A

cor rect .

a

And the Ukrajne trip was on or about September

I arri ved i n Ukrai ne on September l.Lth, that's

What did you do with

about the 9th of

the this memo that you

wrote up on or September or 11th of

September?

A I added i t to the note on f i 1e that I had 'ini t'ia11y

written on the 1.5th of August and then subsequently amended

it with the conversations I had with Charge Taylor jn person

i n Ukrai ne.

a And who dld you give that memo to?

A It was a note to the file, so it stayed as a note

to the file until I submitted it to the document collection

when those were requested.

a 0kay. When you say to the document collection,

you're talking about -- were you referring to the subpoena?

A I am referring to the subpoena.

a 0kay. 5o you djdn't specifically give this memo to

Deputy Assistant Secretary Murphy, for example?

A To the best of my recollection, when I returned

from Kyiv I wrote the note to the file and I ora11y briefed

Deputy Assi stant Secretary l"lurphy, Deputy Assi stant Secretary

Fi sher, and Acti ng Assi stant 5ecretary Reeker.
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a It is a different brief than the ones we were

talking about earlier?

A Correct. The prev'ious t'ime when I talked yes,

because this is sequential. So I had two conversations with

two individuals on the L5th and L6th of August. That was the

first time I wrote a note to a file. I had subsequent

conversations with Ambassador -- Charge Taylor on the 9th of

September, another note to the fi1e. And then travel to

Ukraine, conversations there, return, note to the file, oral

brief.

a 0kay. And the oral bri efi ng was wj th Fi sher,

Reeker, and Murphy?

A To the best of my knowledge, yes, but I did I

know that I included in my note to the file the offjcials

whom I briefed orally. So I wrote it up and then I briefed

and I added that as a note in the file that I -- precisely

whom I had oral briefed.

a Was this one oral briefing or multiple oral

briefings?

A It was it would have been sequential because

those are three different individuals. And so two of them,

again, offices are collocated with mine, then Acting

Assi stant Secretary Reeker's offi ce i s across the ha11 .

a And what were their reactions?

A At this point it was clear the nature of the
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jnteractions that Special Representative VoIker and

Ambassador Sondtand were having, so it was more confirmation

of the conversations that had been clearly ongoing between

Ambassador Sondland and Ambassador Volker with Ukrainians.

a And do you reca11 what Reeker's reaction was

speci fically?

A I do not recal1 precisety. I think they were all
conce rned .

a Did

A Not

a Did

i ssue?

they

that

they

commit to doing anything about this?

I reca11.

say that they were going to escalate the

A I do not recall.

a You testi fied earlier thi s afternoon about a

conversation that you had with Charge Taylor about Zelenskyy

making some sort of TV interview or address, public address.

A I mentioned what Ambassador Sondland had told

Charge Taylor and that he conveyed to me, yes.

a Okay. And when did Charge Taylor have that

conversat'ion wi th you?

A I believe that's what I conveyed to you regarding

the conversatjon I had with Charge Taylor on the 9th of

September, referencing his conversation w'ith Ambassador

Sondland that occurred on the 8th of September.

a Did you have any further conversatjons with Charge
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Taylor

A

a

A

about this topic after September LLth, I guess it was?

Yes.

breakfast

at the

September

15th.

a And where were you at that time?

A I was his house guest in the ambassador's residence

i n Kyi v.

a 0kay. Can you describe who else was at that

A That was just Ambassador Taylor and me. He went

out for a run, and I went down to breakfast, and we met and

talked 7:30 in the morning more or less.

a What did you talk about?

A We talked about the meeting that ambassador --

Charge Taylor and Special Representative Volker had had the

night before with Andriy Yermak, the close personal aide of

President Zelenskyy.

a And what were you told?

A Wel1, that meeti ng was the one meeti ng on Kurt's

schedule in Ukraine that he felt uncomfortable with me

joining. He sa'id that it was because of numbers. It was not

clear whether it would be just Yermak or whether he would

also bring a gentleman named Novokov (ph), whom I have not

met, and who is responsible for U.S. relations in the

And when was the next conversation?

The next conversation would have happened

table Sunday morning, which I believe was
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Presi denti al offi ce.

Kurt said he felt that having

Ukraine was too much, and he said

Ukrainian I could come. I decided

three Americans on one

i f there were a second

push it since we

antj ci pati ng that

not to

we re i nvol ved 'i n

there was going

was. And Charge

conversati on over

another event,

to be an awkward

Taylor provi ded

breakfast.

as well as

conversati on, whi ch there

me the details of that

a Whi ch were?

A We1l, besides the main part of the conversation

was about negoti ations wj th the Russi ans, and I won't mention

that and that's not germane.

But the more awkward part of the conversation came when

Special Representatjve Volker made the point that the

Ukrainians, who had opened their authorities under Zelenskyy,

had opened investigat'ions of former Presjdent Poroshenko, he

didn't think that was appropriate.

And then Andriy Yermak said: What? You mean the type

of investigations you're pushing for us to do on Biden and

Cl i nton?

And at that point Kurt Volker did not respond.

Later on in the conversation, when it came to the

potential for Zelenskyy and President Trump to meet,

according to Charge Taylor, Special Representative Volker

said: And i t's important that President Zelenskyy give the
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messages

And

that.

that we discussed before.

Charge Taylor told me that he then said: Don't do

a Who sa'id don't do that?

A Charge Taylor.

a So Taylor was concerned about the way i n whi ch th'is

conversation took place?

A My understanding is that he was concerned. And

when Kurt made a suggestion that Charge Taylor felt was

i nappropri ate he wei ghed i n wi th hi s own personal opi ni on,

which that was not appropriate.

a And Volker was directly link'ing the White House

meeting and the investigations that were bejng pushed by the

President. Is that correct?

A It was an elliptical readout that -- by the readout

that I heard from Charge Volker sorry, Charge Taylor

that Kurt, Speci a1 Representati ve Volker, was referri ng to

prior conversations that he had w'ith Yermak and prior advice,

meaning you should deliver the messages as we've discussed

before.

a Do you know what those messages were?

A This goes back to the signaling for a pubtic

appearance. The hoped-for i ntervi ew wi th CNN wi th Zelenskyy

did not happen during the conference. Fareed Zakaria was one

of the hosts, but there was no special interview. So there
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was di scussi on that Pres'ident Zelenskyy would have an

interview with CNN the week of the U.N. General Assembly

leaders meetings, wh'ich was the week of September 23rd to

27tn.

a And the message that Mr. Volker wanted President

Zelenskyy to provide during the CNN interview was what?

A That Zelenskyy should message that hi s

willingness to open investigations jn the two areas of

jnterest to the President and that had been pushed previously

by Rudy Gi uI i ani .

MR. MITCHELL: I think my time is up at this point.

MR. G0LDMAN: Yi etd to the mi nor i ty.

MR. CASTOR: We don't have any quest'ions at thi s poi nt.

We might subsequently.

MR. GOLDMAN: I think we're almost finished. So we'11

take it back for a few minutes.

MR. CAST0R: Thank you.

t"lR. G0LDMAN: And then give you an opportuni ty at the

end.

MR. CAST0R: 0kay.

MR. G0LDt'lAN: 0kay?

We are nearing the end. Just L second.

lD'iscussi on of f the record. l

BY ]'4R. GOLDMAN:

a A f ew wrap-up quest'ions here.
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That breakfast meeting that

that we were just discussing, did

well?

A I wrote that to note to

U. S. , yes.

you had on September L5th

you memor i a1 i ze that as

file when I' returned to the

a When you get back to the U. S. ?

A Subsequent to Ukraine, I went to Belarus, where i

was in Belarus for 2 days, including the three-quarter day

vj si t of Under Secretary Ha1e.

And then after that I went to Lithuania to outbrief our

Lithuanian a1lies about the advances in the U.S.-Belarus

relationshi p, because we Under Secretary Hate announced

that we were going to return an ambassador to Belarus, which

we have not had since 2008.

So I returned to the U. S. 'in the eveni ng of the L9th of

September, I was in the office on Friday, the 20th, and then

took a train up first thing Monday morning to be in New York

for the U.N. General Assembly meetings.

a Were there any conversations that week on the in

the U.N. General Assembly week that you were aware of or

were present for or that related to these investigations into

Biden in 2015 that we've been discussing?

A No.

a You had neither had any nor heard of any?

A I was not 'involved i n any meeti ngs, no of that
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nature, no. It was very much focused on the intense

engagement of many foreign leaders who were there at that

time.

a Because you said that as of September 15th there

was stjll a hope, for example, that President Zelenskyy would

give an interview with CNN when he was in New York for the

General Assembly and specifically mention those

i nvesti gations, ri ght?

A That was my understanding of what Ambassador Volker

and Ambassador Sondland were requesting of the Ukrain'ians,

yes.

a But you don't know whether anything came of that?

A To the best of my knowledge, President Zelenskyy

d'id not give an interview to CNN while in New York wjth that

sort of messaging, no.

a Djd you have any meetings with any Ukrainians

officials during that September L1th to L5th tjmeframe

yourself where they expressed where they djscussed these

investigations at at1?

A The only meeting that I was a part of where this

came up obliquely was with the foreign mjn'ister, Vadym

Prystaiko. And that was a meeting with Kurt Volker, Charge

Taylor, and myself i n whi ch the forei gn mi ni ster sai d: You

guys are sending us different messages in different channels.

a And what did you understand that to mean?
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A We1l, in that meeting all three of us, Kurt Votker,

Charge Taylor, and I, all reiterated that it would not be

appropri ate f or the Ukrai n j ans to engage i n any act'ivi ty that

could be construed as j nterferi ng i n the U. S. electi on.

a And so what was the conflicting message that they

were receivjng?

A Well, I would suggest that what was said later on

that night, in the meeting I was not a part of, to Andriy

Yermak was the conflicting message. And as I recounted,

there were two messages, there was what Ambassador Volker

said and what Charge Taylor said, and those themselves were

conff i cti ng messages.

a Because just to be clear -- because Ambassador

Volker was saying not to investigate Poroshenko?

A No. Ambassador VoIker suggested that Andriy Yermak

should ensure that the agreed-upon messaging was delivered by

Pres'ident Zelenskyy. And Charge Taylor sa'id: Don't do that.

a I see.

You made some reference to Yermak responding to

something that e'ither Ambassador Volker or Charge Taylor said

about Poroshenko a few minutes ago.

A Yes.

a Explain that conversation again. I didn't quite

catch the whole thing.

A So this was again, I did not go into detail
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about the bulk of the conversation because that was about

negoti ati ng tacti cs vi s- d-vi s the Russi ans.

As the conversati on was movi ng away f rom that "into a new

set of issues, according to Charge Taylor, based on his

notes, I didn't participate in the meeting, one of the issues

that Kurt wrote raised was the fact that there were a

seri es of i nvest'igati ons bei ng opened by Ukrai ni an

authori ties against former President Poroshenko. And Kurt

advi sed Yermak that was not a wi se way forward for the

count ry .

a And what did -- how did Yermak respond, according

to Charge Taylor?

A Accordi ng to Charge Taylor, hi s response was: 0h,

you mean the types of investigations you're asking us to open

agai nst Cl i nton and Bj den?

a And j t would seem that as someone who was

responsible for anticorruption efforts that that's exactly

the message that you would be concerned about on thjs. Is

that accurate?

A As I 've stated here previ ous1y, i t' s my bel i ef that

it is inappropriate for us to ask another country to open up

an i nvesti gati on agai nst po1 i ti ca1 opponents, whether i t j s

political opponents domestically in the U.S. context or,'in
the case of countries ljke Ukraine or Georgia, opening up

selective prosecutions against perceived opponents of those
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i n power.

a And did you think it was appropriate for Vice

President Biden to condit'ion the release of the loan

guarantees on the firing of Prosecutor General Shokin?

A Prosecutor General Shokin was an impediment to the

reform of the prosecutorial system, and he had directly

undermined in repeated fashjon U.S. efforts and U.S.

assi stance programs.

And so, because we had a strategi c 'interest j n seei ng

the Ukrainian prosecutor system reformed, and because we have

a fiduci ary responsi bi 1i ty for U.5. taxpayer do1lars, i t was

the consensus view that Shokin needed to be removed so that

the stated goal of reform of the prosecutor general system

could move forward.

a And so when you mentioned that that connection was

a quid pro quo, you're not saying that that was an improper

quid pro quo?

A I didn't say that it was a quid pro quo, but it is

the case that both the Il4F and the U. S. Government do use

conditionality for assistance, whether it is macroeconomic

assistance provided by the IMF or, in the case of our

Sovereign loan guaranteeS, we put conditionality that related

to management of the gas system, meeting macroeconomic

stability goals proposed by the IMF, social safety nets, and

issues related to anticorruption. And that involved the
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National Anticorruption

Anti -Corruption Bureau,

off i ce.

Prevention Counci 1, the National

as well as the prosecutor general's

MR. GOLDNAN: Okay. 14r . l4a1i nowski has a f ew questi ons.

MR. MALIN0WSKI: Thank you.

l"lR . G0LDI'IAN : 0ne th i ng .

And j ust

doing was very

a politically
assessment?

to be clear, what Vice President Biden was

fundamental 1y di fferent

oriented jnvestigation.
than any advocacy for

Is that your

in

request for the dismissal of Shokin was

him, to his actions in the diamond

hi s undermi nj ng of our assi stance to

And that's di sti nct from your concerns

today about advocacy for an investigation

2015 electi on?

MR. KENT: The

related di rectly to
prosecutors case,

Ukrai ne.

MR. GOLDMAN:

that you've rai sed

into Biden or the

MR. KENT: That's how I would look at the two issues, as

distinct, yes.

MR. MALINOWSKI: The distinction 'is between

cond'i tionality to advance the national interest and

condi ti onali ty to advance a personal i nterest.

MR. KENT: One might say national interest versus

parti san i nterest, yes.

MR. MALINOWSKI: I just have a couple of other subjects
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that I wanted to ask you about. And thank you so much for

your patience and precision today and for the integrity that

you have shown in every part of your career, Mr. Kent.

You mentioned at one point a conversation with Fiona

Hill in which she had relayed to you that the Presjdent had

had phone conversations with Vjktor 0rban, the Prime Minister

of Hungary, and Putin in which she told you that they had

both, I think you said, tatked down Ukraine to the President.

Can you say a little bit more about that? What do you

recall of that?

MR. KENT: We11, to the best of my recollection, Fiona

gave me a readout of both conversations at the same time. It
was a phone call with President Putin on or about May 3rd.

It was a meeting at the White House, so it was an in-person

meeting on or about Nay 13th. The President's engagement of

0rban included a L-hour one-on-one, and then subsequently the

Hungarian foreign minister, Szijjarto, and Ambassador Bolton

j oi ned.

MR. MALIN0WSKI : In your j udgement, what moti vati on

would 0rban and Putin have had to try to talk down Ukraine,

Zelenskyy, to President Trump?

MR. KENT: We11, Putin's motivation is very c1ear. He

denies the existence of Ukraine as a nat'ion and a country, as

he told President Bush in Bucharest in 2008. He invaded and

occupied 7 percent of Ukraine's territory and he's 1ed to the
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death of 13 ,000 Ukrai ni ans on Ukrai ni an terri tory si nce 20L4

as a result of aggression. So that's hjs agenda, the agenda

of creating a greater Russia and ensuring that Ukraine does

not survi ve i ndependently.

Viktor 0rban's beef with Ukra"ine is derived in part to

his vision, in my opinion, of a greater Hungary. And there

are about 130,000 eth'ic Hungarjans who live in the trans-

Carpathi an provi nce of Ukrai ne.

And ahead of next year, which is the 100th anniversary

of the Treaty of Trianon, post-Wor1d War I, which resulted in

more ethnic Hungarians living outside Hungary than inside,

this issue of greater Hungary is at the top of 0rban's

agenda.

And so he has picked this particular jssue and, for

instance, blocked at1 meetings in NATO with Ukraine at the

mi ni steri aI 1eve1 or above because of thi s parti cular i ssue.

5o his animus towards Ukraine is well-known, documented, and

has lasted now 2 years.

MR. MALIN0WSKI: So both of these leaders would have an

interest in the United States and the President of the United

States endi ng or dimj ni shi ng our support for an i ndependent

Ukrai ne?

MR. KENT: I would say that that's Puti n's posi ti on. I

think 0rban is just happy to jam Ukraine.

MR. MALIN0WSKI: 0kay. All right, okay.
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And then finally on the broader corruption issue. You

know Ukraine extremely we11. You were also responsible for

anticorruption efforts in EUR for some t'ime.

Imagine that the President of the United States were to

call you in, President Trump, his predecessor, and that he

said: George, look, I rea11y, rea11y believe this is a

fundamental issue for the United States in Ukraine. The

corruption is the obstacle to the transformation to this

country that we seek. And I am prepared to use some leverage

to do something about corruption in Ukraine, maybe even hold

up a meeting, maybe even condition some assistance on the

Ukrainians rea11y taking this seriously. George, what would

be the three or four or five top things we shoutd be

demanding, we should be asking the Ukrainians to do if we

rea11y wanted to get serious on this issue, what would be

what would you say, what would be on your list?

1'4R. KENT: I think for Ukraine as well as other

countries that have never prosecuted any large-scale crook,

putting one of the big fish, so-cal1ed big fish in jail would

be a great start as a signal that there isn't impunity. And

that's, agai n, not uni que to Ukrai ne. I thi nk that's the

bi ggest one.

I thi nk demonstrati ng that there's i ntegri ty i n the

prosecutor general's offi ce i s absolutely cri ti cal ,

particularly for post-Soviet countries. There were two
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institutions that were the instruments of oppression in the

Soviet Union. It was the prosecutor's office and the KGB or

the secret police. And those two institutions in many of

these countries are fundamentally stil1 not reformed 28 years

later.

So if you want to see the successful transformatjon of

any of the post-Soviet countries, reform of the security

service in Ukraine, that's known as the SBU (ph), and reform

of the prosecutor general's office are the fundamental keys

to transforming the country.

MR. MALINOWSKI: And some of these might require

legi slati ve changes, lega1 reforms?

MR. KENT: Yes.

MR. MALINOWSKI: More than just go after thjs person or

that person?

MR. KENT: Yes.

l"lR. I4ALINOWSKI: To your knowledge, then we11, 1et me

ask you, 'if that js going to be your policy, if you're going

to conditjon something that a country wants in exchange for

that country doing something that we want in our national

interest, it's logical that we would then te11 that country,

here are the things that we want you to do if you want to get

your meeti ng, i f you want to get your a'id, or whatever i t i s

worth condition'ing, correct?

MR. KENT: Correct.
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no

MR. MALIN0WSKI: 0kay. To your knowledge, did any of

the so-ca11ed "three amigos," if we can call them that, ever

i n thei r engagements wi th the Ukrai ni an authorj tj es,

especially in conversations around getting this meeting with

the President or perhaps getting the aid restored, ever urge

the Ukrainians to pursue those deeper anticorruption

measures, reforms that you just referred to?

MR. KENT: What I referred to 'is strategic and

institutional, and what they were working on was tactical.

And that was what j t would take to send a message to send a

meet i ng .

MR. MALINOWSKI: And i t wasn't reform the securi ty

servi ces, i t was not reform the prosecutor's offi ce, i t was

one investigation we11, two investigations, 2016 and the

Bi den

MR. KENT: Signal of intent to open an'investigation.

MR. MALINOWSKI: Which is not anticorruption.

MR. KENT: In and of it itself is not anticorruption,

MR. MALINOWSKI: It is basically selective prosecution

or investigat'ion.

MR, KENT: That was the phrase I used, yes.

MR. MALINOWSKI: And you've worked in and around a 1ot

of dictatorships in your 1ife, Uzbekistan, Thailand now, you

know, not Ukraine, but certainly a country struggling to
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build democracy. Is it not a very common feature of

authori tari an or semj -authori tari an regimes that they

selectively prosecute people for corrupt'ion for poli tical
pu rposes?

I"lR. KENT: Unfortunately that is the case, yes.

MR. MALINOWSKI: The people who you know in Ukraine who

are dedi cated to fl ghti ng corrupti on, the actj vi sts, the

reformers, and who saw the United States of America as a

champion of their cause, do they see the United States of

America as a champion of their cause today?

MR. KENT: I stil1 believe they count on the U.S. as

their best hope to get through very difficult times, yes.

14R. MALINOWSKI: Thank you.

MR. G0LDMAN: Before I go to Chairman Enge1, I just have

two quick questjons for you.

BY MR. GOLDMAN:

a Are you familiar with someone by the name of Sam

Ki s1 i n or Semeon (ph) Ki st i n?

A I am f am'i1i ar wi th the name only recently and only

based on what I 've read.

a You have no individual or other than press reports

you' re not aware of thi s i ndi vi dual?

A Cor rect.

a And you, much earljer today, I think you were

describing what may have been a conversation that you had
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with former Ambassador Yovanov'itch about the July 25th ca11.

A Rl ght.

a And I think you sajd that you may have djscussed

some aspects of it and that you don't recall what her

response was. Is that accurate?

A To the best of my recollection. And if there is

other informatjon that people want to provide context to try

to trigger addi tional information, I'm open to that.

a So you it appears to us at least as if, A, you

took a lot of notes about these events, and, B, you may have

reviewed them prior to coming here today to testify. Is

that

A That's accurate. I would not have no, I did not

review them before coming to testify. In order for the

Department to respond to the subpoena for document

collections I went through my notebooks to find any notes

from meetings that would be responsive to those that

document request. That's why I reviewed them, as

i nformati on.

a Djd you have any notes from your discussion with

Ambassador Yovanovitch about the July 25th call?

A I did not and would not because that would have

happened i nformally, not i n the offi ce.

a 5o if she has a different recollection as to what

you guys discussed, do you think that that
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A That's possible. She could have been much more

specific about a conversation we had and the issues we've

been discussing. l'ly t'imetine starts several years earlier

than hers. 5o I do not rule that out.

MR. G0LDMAN: Okay.

Chairman Engel, would you like to?

MR. ENGEL: Yeah. Wel1, I guess in closing I want you

to know I stumbled jn here before they told me Clark Kent was

here. So I thought he was you.

But, anyway, thank you so much for your testimony. And

thank you for what you not only for what you're doing now,

but for what you've done through the years.

It's really so critical that we learn the facts and your

detai 1ed, very careful testimony today, i t's j ust so

important, so important for our country, so important. And

it should also not be used by the administratjon or the

Department of State to retaliate against you or anybody else.

I have been very much chagrined over the fact of the way

employees at the Department of State have been treated for

the past couple of years. Morale j s down. I t's j ust

unconscionable. And I think it takes people like you who

have not only had commendable records through the years, but

who have the guts to come in and speak from the heart. It
really helps all of us moving forward.

And of course we will move forward. We have to move



346

1

2

J

4

5

6

7

8

9

l0

ll

t2

l3

t4

t5

l6

t7

l8

l9

20

2l

22

23

24

25

forward. And what you' re doi ng, si r, i s a tremendous

accompljshment and tremendously important for the State

Department and for the country as a whole.

I know that Chairman Schiff already exptained on the

record earlier today why any retaliation against you or

anybody else would be unlawful and just wrong. Your service

to our country for nearly three decades is commendable and I

hope it continues without harassment or undue interference

from the Department you have honorably served.

So let me just again thank you as the chairman of the

House Foreign Affajrs Committee, thank you personally, and

let you know that I and the Foreign Affairs Committee will

hold the Department accountable to treat employees properly

and with the respect you deserve.

Thank you.

MR. KENT: Thank you , Mr . Chai rman.

MR. G0LDMAN: A11 right. I believe that's it from the

majority, we used 20 minutes in th'is record. So I yield to

the minority if you would like any further questions.

MR. ZELDIN: I know we stepped out. Did we have dld

our side have a round while we were out voting or was that

the majority the whole time?

For the record, one thing of concern is Chairman Schiff

appropri ately earlier made a di sclaimer to all Members and

all staff that we are in a depos'ition, that deposition rules
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apply, and that there shoutd not be any leaks. This is

something that the minority side takes extremely seriously,

and it has been disappointing that during the brjef time that

we stepped out to go vote that we are reading on Twitter

substance from today's deposition being cited by name to

Chairman Schiff and to Gerry Connolly.

It's rea11y important that if the deposjtion rules

apply, where Members are not allowed to talk about the

substance of what is discussed today, that that is applied

equally to both the majority and minority, and I want to

state that for the record.

We are also sti1l waiting a ruling we started two

depositions ago with a request -- actually it was the second

deposition a request as to what rule is governing thjs

entire process. We sti11 have not received an answer as to

what House rule governs any of this process.

The start of the last depos'ition we had a phone call

with the House parliamentarian which started with a question

of what House rule is governing any of this entire process.

We are reiterating that we sti1l have not rece1ved an answer.

The m'inority whip, Steve 5ca1jse, just made that request on

the House floor and was not provided an answer.

And we would be very interested in knowing, and if that

answer can't be provided now, at the start of tomorrow

morni ng' s deposi t'ion, what House rule i s governi ng thi s
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enti re process for thi s impeachment i nqui ry.

MR. BITAR: For the record, your interest is noted.

MR. JORDAN: Mr. Secretary, 1et me just go back. So on

the July 25th call between President Trump and President

Zelenskyy, just to walk through it again, you were not on

that cal1.

MR. KENT: Correct.

MR. JORDAN: Lieutenant Colonel Vindman was.

MR. KENT: Yes.

l"lR. JORDAN: And at some point subsequent to that call

you were on a call with the lieutenant colonel or you had

some kind of meeting with him?

MR. KENT: It was a call and he gave me a very limited

readout, correct.

MR. JORDAN: 0kay. And on that limited readout on that

call with the lieutenant colonel did he te11 you not to talk

about what you discuss with anyone else?

MR. KENT: I don't recal1 how he characterized it. It's
just that he said that the information obviously was of very

sensitive nature and that's why he could not give me the

normal readout of the fu11 content that he normally did.

MR. JORDAN: And the call you had with Lieutenant

Colonel Vjndman, was that the 25th, the 27ln? What day with

a that?

MR. KENT: It was a subsequent day. I do not I
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cannot say for certain which day he ca1led. Normally I kept

thj s parti cular occasi on I

started writing. So it was not

my notes in a notebook.

grabbed a piece of paper

in a sequential notebook

MR. JORDAN: Was i t

0n

and

day.

a week or was it in August?

MR. KENT: It was within a week, to the best of my

recollecti on.

MR. JORDAN: So most tikely some tjme in July?

MR. KENT: If the call happened the earliest it could

have been was the 25th. To the best of my recollection,

there were several days. So my guess is the 27tn. There's a

weekend in there somewhere. I'm not sure which the weekend

was. So I would say the last week of July would be the best

I could bound i t.
MR. JORDAN: And then you discussed what Lieutenant

ColoneI V'indman told you wi th whom?

MR. J0RDAN: I cannot recatl the exact content,

particularly since I didn't get as much content as I just got

a tonal poem. 5o I can't recall di rectly.

MR. JORDAN: Did the lieutenant colonel te11 you, look,

I'm sharing this with you but no one eIse, or did you get the

impression that he had shared thj s j nformation wi th other

people maybe jn the State Department or other people'in our

government or anyone else?

MR. J0RDAN: I am not aware of who else he might have

day by

within
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given a readout to. In the general course of readouts of

that nature, I would be the natural person for him to give a

readout at the State DePartment.

MR. JORDAN: Is the fact that he okay. So normally

you would get a readout. So was this the normal process that

Lieutenant Colonel Vindman would 1et you know about this call

or was this somehow different?

MR. KENT: It was the normal process. He had given me a

sim'ilar readout f or the Apri 1 2Lst ca11. What was di f f erent

was that hjs concern that he did not feel at liberty to

share all the substantive details of the ca11. That was what

was different. But the readout, that he was giving me a

readout, was the normal procedure.

MR. J0RDAN: And why wouldn't he share everything with

you if it's the normal process that you get briefed, you get

a readout of cal1s between the President of the United States

and foreign heads of state in your area, your area of the

world that you're responsible for and that you deal with?

And on the April catl he gave you a ful1 readout. Is that

right?

MR. KENT: Correct, although jt was a short,

nonsubstant'i ve conversati on.

MR. J0RDAN: 0kay. Wetl, yvere there other occasion

where Ljeutenant ColoneI Vindman gave you a readout from

cal1s between President Trump and foreign heads of state?
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MR. KENT: To the

only two ca1ls between

government of the six

responsi bi 1i ty.

MR. J0RDAN: Got

best of my knowledge, these were the

President Trump and a head of

countries for which I have

it. Got it
And you got a fu1l readout from the

So you have these two.

Apri 1 2l.st call or Apri 1

ca11, but you didn't

MR. KENT: In Ju1y, correct.

MR. JORDAN: And djd you find that unusual?

MR. KENT: He made clear his extreme discomfort that

there was discussions in the call that were what he

described at the beginning was the majority of the call was

very sensitive and he would not be giving me a futl readout.

MR. JORDAN: And, wel1, I guess I'm trying to figure out

if he's supposed to give you a readout, why didn't he give

you the fult readout?

MR. KENT: Again, all I can describe is his djscomfort

in sharing what he shared without -- with his disclaimer

right up front that he was not going to give me the fu11

normal readout.

MR. JORDAN: Okay. Thank you.

MR. ZELDIN: In an earljer round we were discussing

i ndiv'iduat cases where the Uni ted States Government had

spoken with the Ukrainian Government with regards to cases

under the jurisdiction of Ukraine. You cited one case
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speci fi cal1y as possi b1y the hi ghest profi 1e case that you

were tracki ng.

MR. KENT: After

MR. ZELDIN: 0r one of hi ghest profi 1e cases?

MR. KENT: For that perjod of time, the second half the

2018, yes.

MR. ZELDIN: Were any of these conversations with the

Ukraine Government about corruption cases that we felt

Ukrai ne shouldn't prosecute?

MR. KENT: I'm not aware of us ever telling Ukraine not

to prosecute a corrupt individual or a person believed to

have engaged i n corrupti on, no.

MR. ZELDIN: Is it true that Ukrajne prosecuted cases

that were classified as a corruption case but were

i nappropri ately classi fi ed as such?

MR. KENT: I will give you a specific example. The

National Agency to Prevent Corruption was set up to review

the asset declarat'ions of the i ni ti a1ly top 1,000 and then

they expanded to even more Ukra'ini an of f i ci als.

In the f i rst year of thei r operat'ions they went af ter

two individuals. 0ne, the reformist head of customs who paid

herself an $18 bonus on Women's Day when all the women jn her

office got it. And they also had launched an investigation

of Serhiy Leschenko, the aforementjoned member of parliament

and former i nvesti gati ve j ournal i st, who purchased an
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apartment. And those were the only two jnvestigations that

they did, and they were both reformers who were also critics
of people who were not engaged in reform.

And there were dozens of bjllionaire oligarchs and other

jndividuals, and there were no inves['igations of people whose

reputations were that they had engaged in corruption for

years.

MR. ZELDIN: So that I understand your testimony

correctly, you cited two cases where two'individuals were

accused of corruption but shouldn't have been.

MR. KENT: As far as I recall, those are the only two

individuals or officials of Ukraine that the Natjonal Agency

to Prevent Corruption went after based on the asset

declarations of high rank'ing offic'ia1s and members of

parliament.

MR. ZELDIN: And to be cIear, you just used the word

Ukrainian officials. Is there a different answer with

regards to Ukrainian cit'izens or when you sajd officjals did

you mean Ukrainians at large?

MR. KENT: I was just trying to give a very specific

example for a new institutjon that we in'itia1ly helped stand

up to help contain corruption based on asset declarations.

And instead of using the asset declaration system to identify

those who may have used public office to enrich themselves

they went after two reformists who were noted critics of the
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lack of reform in certajn parts of the Ukrainian Government.

MR. ZELDIN: And what was the timeframe for this answer?

MR. KENT: I believe the NAPC, as it was known, was

stood up in 2015, and so this would have been 2015, 2016.

MR. ZELDIN: I understand that in a recent round you

were answering questions based off of information that you

obtained from others related to aid from the United States to

Ukraine and the allegation of a quid pro quo. Do you have

any firsthand knowledge of United States aid to Ukraine ever

being connected to the opening of a new investigation?

MR. KENT: I do not have direct knowledge, no.

MR. ZELDIN: Thank you . That' s i t .

MR. G0LDMAN: Is that it? A11 right.

Two more things, 2 minutes.

BY MR. GOLDMAN:

a i just wanted to touch upon your some of the

documents that you have been discussing today.

Do you have an understanding as to whether there may be

emai 1s or other documents 'in the custody of the State

Department that reflect expressions of concern about some of

the topics that we discussed today, separate and apart from

your memos to file or other emails that you have referenced?

A I would have imagined that there are quite a number

of emai 1s, yes.

a You di scussed havi ng two speci fi c conversati ons
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wi th Fi ona

J u1y. And

L i eutenant

We re

ei ther individual or individuals at

Hi11, one in May and one you remember less of in

obv'iously you had other conversations wi th

Colonel Vindman and Tim Morrison.

you ever aware of whether

Counci 1 who were provi di ng

the Ukrai ne matter outs'ide

there was a separate

the Nat'iona1 Securi ty

to the President on

channel s?

have no information

i nformati on

of

A I did not hear about

about that, no.

ordi nary

it and

a Are you famitiar with someone by the name of Kash

Patel ?

A I am not aware that I've ever met anybody by that

name, Io.

a Have you ever heard that name?

A I think Patel is a fairly common South Asian last

name.

a How about Kash?

A I -- less common. I do not I cannot imagine

or I can not recall any time where I was either in the

presence of or heard a reference to Kash Patel.

MR. GOLDMAN: Okay. Thank you.

I think we are done. And.thank you very much, Mr. Kent,

for a long day. Really appreci ate i t.

And we' re adj ourned.

[Whereupon, at 7:42 p.m., the interview was concluded.]




