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have outside financial support for these things. 

Again, you know, because of what I do, it's sort of in this middle area where 

we mostly are working off public records. A lot of what I do is analyze whether 

things make sense and whether they can be explained. And that didn't make 

sense to me, doesn't make sense to me to this day. 

MR. SCHIFF: Now, you mentioned that unlike the Italian organized crime, 

the Russian organized crime is more integrated into Russian Government, 

Russian corporate life. 

MR. SIMPSON: American Government, American corporate life. 

MR. SCHIFF: American Government, American corporate life. If the 

Russians were laundering money through Trump golf courses or Trump condos, 

would the Russian Government be aware of this? Would they be either knowing 

or active participants potentially in this? 

MR. SIMPSON: Well, so what is well known and well established in 

criminology now is that the Russian mafia is essentially under the dominion of the 

Russian Government and Russian Intelligence Services. And many of the 

oligarchs are also mafia figures. 

And the oligarchs, during this period of consolidation of power by Vladimir 

Putin, when I was living in Brussels and doing all this work, was about him 

essentially laking control over both the oligarchs and the mafia groups. 

And so basically everyone in Russia works for Putin now. And that's true 

of the diaspora as well. So the Russian mafia.in the United States is believed by 

law enforcement criminologists to have -- to be under the influence of the Russian 

security services. And this is convenient for the security services because it gives 

them a level of deniability. 

UNCLASSIFIED, COMMITTEE SENSITIVE 



42 
UNCLASSIFIED, COMMITTEE SENSITIVE 

So I'm sorry for the long answer, but essentially, if people who seem to be 

associated with the Russian mafia are buying Trump properties or arranging for 

other people to buy Trump properties, it does raise a question about whether 

they're doing it on behalf of the government. 

MR. SCHIFF: Now, whether they're doing it on behalf of the government 

or they're doing it -- whether they're doing it on behalf of the government, it would 

be your expert opinion that it would be known to the government if it's on --

MR. SIMPSON: Certainly. 

MR. SCHIFF: -- any substantial scale? 

MR. SIMPSON: Certainly, yes. 

MR. SCHIFF: Might that provide the Russian Government leverage 

vis-a-vis now-President Trump? 

MR. SIMPSON: Yes . 

MR. SCHIFF: So if, as the President's son boasted some years ago, they 

were getting lots of financing from Russia and that financing were illicit, that would 

be known to the Kremlin. 

MR. SIMPSON: I think -- I mean, yes, I think that's true. I think we had 

more specific reporting than that from Chris, and I think it's credible. 

MR. SCHIFF: Now, the work that was produced during that first phase 

with the Free Beacon, what form did that take? Would you be providing, say, like 

3D-day reports to the Free Beacon, if you're able to answer? And maybe you can 

say more generically what form that would take. 

We've seen the form of Christopher Steele's reporting, although we don't 

know what form that would have been presented to your client. But what form 

generally would this information take? 
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MR. SIMPSON: So our typical practice is you hire me for a flat fee, you 

don't tell me what to do, and I give you a report in 30 days. And you say, "I'm 

interested in this guy. I think he's a crook." And I say, "Okay, give me 30 days 

and X amount of money, and I'll give you a report." 
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If an engagement continues past 30 days, we tend to break out specific 

issues. So once you've done a survey, which is what that initial thing is generally 

called, then you know, "Oh, well, this guy has a long history of gambling problems, 

and we're going to do a separate on his history of gambling problems." It's a little 

like a white paper. 

MR. SCHIFF: You've described the -- and, again, just focusing on the first 

phase information you found about property purchases that were concerning with 

potential Russian money, you've talked about the ties to Felix Sater - were there 

any other Russian links that you found during the first phase? 

MR. SIMPSON: I'm sorry for the pause. This issue came up in various 

guises, and I'm trying to think of some specifics. And offhand I just -- I mean, 

there were things like - there were all kinds of random things. 

There were, for instance, one of the - you know, we bought all of Trump's 

books and all the books about Trump, and I remember there were things about 

trips to Russia, and that was a big thing. 

And there was, prior to the 2013 Miss Universe fair, therewas an earlier 

Trump vodka marketing project in Russia that later became something that we 

were very interested in. It's difficult in my mind to get the chronology right, so, you 

know, a lot of these things were coming up in the spring, which is, you know, a 

period when we were ending the first part and starting the second. 

MR. SCHIFF: And what did you find notable about the Trump vodka 
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issue? 

MR. SIMPSON: That it seemed like there was an orchestrated effort by 

someone to help Trump out with - to help him market, you know, these branded 

products in Russia, and that it was -- it was just very mysterious. And then we 

later found some of the people who came up after the first Steele memo were 

involved in some of those efforts. 

And so it seemed to be -- it seemed like it was part of the origin or the 

middle pOint of this relationship. It was a little further back, where it was a little 

less heavy. 

MR. SCHIFF: And what was the period of - did Trump go to Russia on 

this vodka promotion or his family members? 

MR. SIMPSON: I don't think he was there. I think his representatives 

were there. I don't believe there's a record of him being there himself. 
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MR. SCHIFF: And what were the contacts that later emerged in the Steele 

work? 

MR. SIMPSON: Well, one of the guys who organized this trip was a guy 

who's currently known as Sergi Millian . And he's been in the press a good bit, I 

think, although not recently. And, you know, he came up in connection with that, 

and then he came up in connection with Chris' work as one of the people around 

Trump who had a Russian background , and unexplained, you know, a lot of 

unexplained things. 

So when we looked at him, we found that he ran a sort of shadowy kind of 

trade group called the Russian-American Chamber of Commerce, which 

is -- Russians are known to use chambers of commerce and trade groups as 

fronts for intelligence operations. 
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,And this guy, his name - his real name or his original name that he came to 

the United States wasn't Sergi Millian.lt was Siarhei Kukuts, and that's a pretty 

different name. And he changed his name when he got to Atlanta. 
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And when we looked at him some more, we found two different resumes for 

him. In one resume he said he was from Belarus and he went to Minsk State; 

and then in another he was from Moscow and went to Moscow State. In one he 

said he worked for the Belarussian Foreign Ministry; in the other, he said he 

worked for the Russian Foreign Ministry. 

He was a linguist, also an interesting thing about his background. And as 

time went on, yeah, we found other things about him. We found a picture of him 

with Donald Trump. He boasted to people that he had sold hundreds of millions 

of dollars in Trump condos, Trump real estate to Russians, that he was some kind 

of exclusive agent for Trump In Russia and that he organized this trade fair. 

·And then, you know, as further time went on, we found he was connected to 

Michael Cohen, the Presidenfs lawyer. And eventually, after boasting about a lot 

of this stuff on camera, on tape, to the TV network, he backed away from all of it 

suddenly when the Russia controversy began to get hot. 

And Michael Cohen was very adamant that he didn't actually have a 

connection to Sergi, even though he was one of only like 100 people who followed 

Sergi on Twitter. And they - we had Twitter messages back and forth between 

the two of them just - we just pulled them off of Twitter. 

And then, I guess, la,st but not least, he, you know - as we became more 

and more interested in his background and the press started to write stories about 

him, it came out that he was associated with this Russian friendship entity called 

Rossotrudnichestvo, and that he was involved in organizing a junket to Moscow for 
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some American businessmen that was the subject of an FBI investigation, 

because it was a suspected recruiting operation . And the FBI had questioned 

people who were involved in this trip about whether they were recruited by the 

Russians when they went to Moscow. 

So it was that kind of thing. 

MR. SCHIFF: To your knowledge, was Mr. Millian one of the sources for 

Christopher Steele in the dossier? 
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MR. SIMPSON : I'm not in a position to get into the identity of the sources 

for the dossier for security reasons, primarily. 

MR. SCHIFF: And what other concerns were raised or issues were raised 

about Mr. Trump's connections to Russia, either in the first phase or the second 

phase of your work, separate and apart from Mr. Steele's so-called dossier? 

MR. SIMPSON: Well, eventually, partly through Sergi Millian, partly 

through other things we learned, we gradually began to understand more about 

'Michael Cohen, the President's lawyer, and his background, and that he had a lot 

of connections to the former Soviet Union, and that he seemed to have 

associations with organized crime figures in New York and Florida, Russian 

organized crime figures. And-

MR. SCHIFF: And which figures were those? 

MR. SIMPSON: I was afraid you were going to ask me that. I can't 

remember a lot of the names. There was Simon Garber, the taxi king. And I guess 

another guy's name is Evgeny Freidman, who are people he was in 

the taxi business with. 

There was some other transactions that are in some litigation in Florida 

over a mysterious missing payment that some of the people in that dispute had 
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been identified as organized crime figures. Those are the ones that come to 

mind. 

So Mr. Cohen had a very different image for much of the campaign as 
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a - simply a sort of pugnacious New York lawyer, and we gradually began to see 

that he was, you know -- people told us he spoke Russian . And his father-in-law 

is from Ukraine. He seems to have a lot of business dealings over there and, in 

fact, has a conviction for a money laundering-related crime. 

All these things caused a good bit of concern . I guess the big one, the 

other big one, was the Agalarovs , who seemed to be, you know, the central figures 

in the Trump-Russia relationship. And so we spent a lot of time looking at them. 

I, as sort of an amateur student of Russian oligarchs and criminals, I hadn't 

come across them before . So I thought --I at first didn't think they were that 

interesting. But as we've, you know, learned more about them, it's become more 

troubling. 

You know, I now --I know now that they've been - the Agalarovs started 

operating in the United States around the time of the fall of the Soviet Union and 

are associated with people who are connected to previous episodes of money 

laundering that are serious, the Bank of New York scandal. 

And they themselves - we found a case in tax court involving the Agalarovs 

that describes a lot of activity from that period and a criminal investigation of the 

Agalarovs from that period . 

MR. SCHIFF: What period was that? 

MR. SIMPSON: Early '90s. And I just know from my reading on this stuff 

that a lot of agents of influence from Russia came to the United States in that 

period to launder money, and that, you know, we now know that the Russian 
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Intelligence Services never really closed up shop, and that they continue to insert 

people in the United States and run operations in the United States. 

And so all of that is pretty troubling . I'd say -I could generalize and say 

that, you know, as we've got deeper and deeper into understanding, you know, 

Donald Trump's business career and his history, it gradually reached a point 

where it seemed like most of the people around Trump had a connection to 

Russian organized crime or Russia in one way or another. 

I could probably think of more if I think on it, but those are the big ones . 

MR. SCHIFF: And knowing what you do about the Agalarovs, what do you 

think is the significance of the fact that the - that Aras Agalarov was responsible, 

at least according to these public emails, for setting up the meeting at Trump 

Tower? 

MR. SIMPSON: I think it's a reasonable interpretation that that was a 

Russian Government-directed operation of some sort, based on what I know now. 

MR. SCHIFF: When you continued this work -- and let me just ask you, in 

terms of Free Beacon, you mentioned what your retainer was with Perkins Coie. 

What was your retainer with Free Beacon? 

MR. SIMPSON: I think it was the same. 

MR. SCHIFF: So 50,000 a month? 

MR. SIMPSON: I mean, I don't literally remember. 

MR. SCHIFF: But it was in the same ballpark? 

MR. SIMPSON: We generally have a rate, a flat rate. 

MR. SCHIFF: We know of your work vis-a-vis Christopher Steele . Did 

your work for Perkins Coie continue with these Russian lines of inquiry. quite 

separate and apart from what Christopher Steele was doing? 
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MR. SIMPSON: Yes. I mean, because we've not had liberty to talk about 

all these things, there's been a lot of misconception about this whole process. So, 

you know, it's a much broader project where we're not just looking at Russia and 

we're not just doing Russia stuff with Chris. We're doing our own Russia work. 

So, you know, In addition to things like finding someone who can look into a 

Mexican, you know, suit factory to see how they treat their workers, we are 

scanning Russian newspapers or newspapers all around the world for information 

about these subjects. I have staff who prepare white papers on various subjects. 

So without, you know, being too specific about it, in terms of the work 

product, you know, Chris' memos - I mean, I guess it would be helpful to explain. 

So Chris' memos are raw field memoranda. They're from interviews with his 

source network. I didn't tell him what to write, you know, I didn't edit them. 

They're what came into me from him. And they're, you know, to my knowledge, 

the only drafts. 

So ordinarily I would take material like that, that I got from a subcontractor 

in the field, and I would incorporate it into a more polished memorandum. And, 

you know, my style is a more journalistic style, so I'm not going to just give you 

what Tom, Joe, and Harry said. I'm going to say, here is what people said, and 

here is what we think that really means, whafs really going on. It's a very 

analytical product. And, you know, that's to sort of guide the client's ability to 

make decisions. 

And in this case, the material that came in from Chris was of such a kind of 

disturbing and serious nature, I didn't want to do that. 

Five minutes. 

MR. SIMPSON: So, because, you know, I'm an amateur student of a lot of 
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this stuff, not a pro . And the line of reporting that was coming in from him was, 

you know, extraordinary and not something that I usually would be doing as a 

research person based in Washington, D.C. So I segregated that, and I never 

incorporated it into anything else. 
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MR. SCHIFF: You mentioned the limitations on your ability to follow the 

money in terms of the potential money laundering involving Russian figures in The 

Trump Organization. 

Two questions. One is, did you also look at the Kushner business 

operation? Did you find any facts that caused concern in terms of potential 

money laundering through the Kushner properties or organization? 

And second, we do have the subpoena power that you don't. It is within 

the scope of our investigation to determine whether this was one of the Russian 

active measures, the use of financial means to entangle Mr. Trump . How would 

you go about using that? What institutions would you look at to be able to confirm 

or reject those allegations? 

MR. SIMPSON: On the first question, 1-- we looked at the Kushner project 

in Jersey City. Kushner was another case of someone who I sort of misjudged. I 

didn't think he was going to be very interesting and very important, partly because 

he was so young . 

But in any event, we did look at some Kushner stuff and specifically focused 

on the project in Jersey City, I think partly because Trump had a position in that 

project, and discovered that it was -- one of the central mysteries of Donald Trump 

is that, you know, beginning in the mid-2000s he was not a creditworthy 

businessman. 

And so he -- you know, so if you're analyzing, you know, someone who 
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says they're a billionaire but can't get a bank loan, you know, there's this whole 

issue of where is the credit coming from. And so, you know, we were always 

trying to figure out where - how he was financing various things. 

So anyway, we looked at this Jersey City project, and it was going to be 

financed by selling visas to foreign citizens who were seeking green cards from 

the United States. And I knew from previous investigations that that program 

, was - there were a lot of irregularities in that program, and that, in fact, the 

government, the U.S. Government had conducted previous investigations into 

whether foreign intelligence figures were using the EB-5 program to get people 

into the United States. 

So in any event, we looked at all of that. And I don't believe we 

concluded - we found any specific events of fraud, but it all had took on the 

appearance of a controversial thing, which later became true. And, in fact, it did 

become very controversial that they were using EB-5 to fund that project. 
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MR. SCHIFF: Did you look at the other -- the Manhattan Tower project of 

Kushner's? 

MR. SIMPSON: No. No,"we never did. 

MR. SCHIFF: Did you ever obtain, with respect to the money laundering 

allegations, any of the President's tax returns? 

MR. SIMPSON: No. But we did -

One minute . 

MR. SIMPSON: We did look at other ways of finding out what his practices 

were with regards to taxes, and we found some great, interesting documents in 

Las Vegas. I believe, and various other locations where he would - I think gave 

much more realistic assessments of the income and values of his properties. 
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And I suppose he would say he was lowballing them to save on taxes, but I 

think he was actually probably telling more truthful statements about the financial 

condition of a lot of his properties, which was extremely poor. 

So there are interesting real estate tax records among the few tax records 

you can get publicly. 

MR. SCHIFF; We'll yield back to the majority. 

MR. ROONEY; Does the gentleman need a break? 

MR. SIMPSON: I'd love to take a break. 

[Recess.) 

MR. ROONEY; We are going to get called to votes probably here in the 

next 10 to 20 minutes, so I'm going to try to do a little bit of a lightning round, if I 

could. 

But I just want to - you know, generally speaking, with the stories that you 

were telling Mr. Schiff, you know, it's interesting that it seems like -- and correct me 

if I'm wrong --it seems like --they're fascinating, by the way. I mean, the story 

about him financing Doonbeg in Ireland through money that we can't really 

trace but has sort of the fingerprints of Russian mobsters. 

I mean, I just -- it's almost like we need a plus one. And I'm not saying 

you're wrong. I'm just saying it seems like with all this stuff that there's, you know, 

not the sort of, as what Trey was talking about, allegation versus fact, that, you 

know, with all those things that we talked - that you talked to Adam about, we 

never really got to the fact part. 

Is that true? Or do you feel like with your investigation that you made the 

conclusion that you think that those things are true - or not that you think that they 

are, but they are true? 
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MR. SIMPSON: I think it's a great question. The - you know, I mean, 

essentially we ended up spending almost a year on this project. And, you know, it 

was a private -- because it's all private work in the sense of nongovemmental, 

without any legal process to compel prodUction of information, we can only reach a 

certain point. 

An d at the time that we -- you know, that Chris decided to take this to the 

FBI, I wasn't convinced of the facts of anything in terms of - I wasn't convinced 

that there was a specific crime that occurred. 

I thought it was a possible crime of progress and that there was possibly 

very serious crimes, but, you know, I'm an ex-joumalist, so I'm not really in a 

position to prove that anyone's engaged in a crime. 

I mean, you know, sometimes you do find proof of criminal activity in an 

investigation, but more often than not you find things that are suggestive or raise 

questions. And-

MR. ROONEY: Right. That's exactly my point, is that if we knew that 

Donald Trump was working with the Russian mafia to fund Doonbeg in 

Ireland, then there's no way he would be President. So, I mean, that's why it's so 

fascinating. 

And, again, it might have been, but when you also add the caveat "but we 

didn't" -- there wasn't actually Russian names on the ledger or whatever, like that 

final step. And so, you know, I'll equate that to the election as well with your 

opposition research and with the dossier and everything else. 

Do you feel like, you know, we -- with what you found or what Mr. Steele 

found that we got to the point where we could conclusively say as fact that the 

Russian Govemment and the Trump campaign were colluding with each other to 
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beat Hillary Clinton? Can we make that final step there? Or is that a lot of 

circumstantial evidence that, you know, one could form an opinion to but never 

gets beyond the -
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MR. SIMPSON: I'm -I mean, as far as I'm concerned, where we are now, 

as opposed to back then -- back then we had what appeared to be credible 

allegations of some sort of a pattern of surreptitious contacts between the Trump 

campaign and Russian people either working for the government or acting on 

behalf of the Russian Government. As Chris wrote, it was, you know, I think a 

wide-ranging conspiracy, was the way he put it. 

I think that the evidence that has developed over the last year, since 

President Trump took office, is that there is a well-established pattern of 

surreptitious contacts that occurred last year that supports the broad allegation of 

some sort of an undisclosed political or financial relationship between The Trump 

Organization and people in Russia. 

I'm certainly not prepared to say and never wanted to be the person who 

had to deternnine whether that's a criminal conspiracy, 

MR. ROONEY: Do you with these investigations, like, you know, the 

campaign came and went, the Steele dossier is here, the subject matter, but to 

answer those questions, do you ever continue or did you in this case continue to 

investigate just to see if you could find the answers to those unresolved 

questions? 

I guess my question is, did you keep investigating even though you weren 't 

being paid anymore? 

MR. SIMPSON: Well, I think it's in the record that, you know, Chris 

continued to supply infonnation to us after the election . And, obviously, in the 
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period immediately after the election we were - I don't know if you could say we 

were working on it, but we were certainly unemployed. And obviously this was 

the central issue in my life at that time. Unfortunately, it sort of still is. 

But anyway, so there was --

MR. ROONEY: Well, if you ever make any conclusions on any of those, 

you probably -- anyway. Go ahead. 

MR. SIMPSON: I mean -

MR. ROONEY: Let me go to some specific ones, because we are in a 

shorter -- are we 15 minutes? 

Okay. This is our lightning round. 

You may have already answered this with Mr. Gowdy, but did you know 

who Mr. Steele's sources were in Russia? 

MR. SIMPSON: I knew generally where they're positioning. In other 

words, we would discuss generally where that person sat in relation to a senior 

government official or, you know, what other position they held. So-

MR. ROONEY: Did you generally consider them credible, if you knew 

them? 
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MR. SIMPSON: Well, you can't -- I mean, I can't evaluate the credibility of 

someone on the other side of the --

MR. ROONEY: So. you just trusted Mr. Steele's vouch? 

MR. SIMPSON: I have·great trust in Mr. Steele's professional ability to find 

sources with credible information. 

MR. ROONEY: Did you know how he paid these sources? 

MR. SIMPSON: Yeah. You know, essentially, my -- what I was doing 

was corroborating the information they were providing -- or trying to -- or 
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determining whether it was credible. So that was a lot of the work that we did 

there. 

I think you asked about paying of sources. I think that's something that's 

erroneous that's been in the press. 

MR. ROONEY: How so? 

MR. SIMPSON: To my knowledge, Chris does not pay sources for 

information . 

MR. ROONEY: So they give it up for free? 

MR. SIMPSON : When you're running a source network, essentially what 

you are doing is paying subcontractors to --

MR. ROONEY: Right. 
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MR. SIMPSON: -- circulate and gather information in conversations. And , 

again, this is not my specialty, which is why I hired him, but essentially it's hiring 

people to go talk to their contacts. 

And I think as a member of the Intelligence Committee that maybe you're 

familiar with this, but they don't - you know, when you have subcontractors in the 

field doing inteNiews, meeting people in bars, talking shop, they don't say, "I 've 

been hired to go out and ask questions and see what people say," but that's 

essentially what happens. 

So what I think the misconception is, is that, you know, Chris has got 

people -- or Chris calls people up and says, "I'll give you $5,000 if you tell me 

what's going on with the Trump operation ." And that didn't happen. 

MR. ROONEY: Are you sure? 

MR. SIMPSON: Well, I've asked Chris about it, and he said it 

doesn't -- didn't happen. 
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. MR. ROONEY; Okay. Do you or anyone else independently verify or 

corroborate any information in the dossier? This is sort of a repeat of a question I 

just asked, but we're talking about verification here. 

MR. SIMPSON: Yes. Well, numerous things in the dossier have been 

verified. You know, I don't have access to the intelligence or law enforcement 

information that I see made reference to, but, you know, things like, you know, the 

Russian Government has been investigating Hillary Clinton and has a lot of 

information about her and is -- and the Trump people are interested in getting that 

information. I mean, that turned out to be true. 

It was also true, you know -- I mean, if you just think back to the chronology 

of this, when the original memos came in saying that the Kremlin was mounting a 

specific operation to get Donald Trump elected President, that was not what the 

Intelligence Community was saying . 

The Intelligence Community was saying they are just seeking to disrupt our 

election and our political process, and that this is sort of kind of just a generally 

nihilistic, you know, trouble-making operation. And, you know, Chris turned out to 

be right, it was specifically designed to elect Donald Trump President. 

MR. ROONEY: Do you - did you find anything to -- that you verified as 

false in the dossier, since or during? 

MR. SIMPSON: I have not seen any thing-

MR. ROONEY; So everything in that dossier, as far as you're concerned, 

is true or could be true? 

MR. SIMPSON : I didn't say that. What I said was it was credible at the 

time it came in. We w e re able to corroborate various things that supported its 

credibility. 
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MR. ROONEY: Well, do you know now if anything's false? 

MR. SIMPSON: I did answer that. No, I don't know if anything is false. 

MR. ROONEY: Okay. What media --

__ : Five minutes. 

MR. ROONEY: What media outlet did Steele brief regarding the dossier? 

Media outlets. 
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[4:18 p.m.] 

MR. SIMPSON: I think what we've said before and what I'm in a position 

to say is that we talked generally about the findings of this to a select group of 

news organizations. 

MR. ROONEY: Which ones? 

MR. SIMPSON: Major media. 

MR. ROONEY: Anything specific? 

MR. SIMPSON: 1--

MR. ROONEY: Okay. Did you direct Steele to brief the media outlets, 

and why? 
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MR. SIMPSON: Yeah. We did it together. Initially, the reason was that 

we were -- everyone assumed that Hillary Clinton was going to win the election , 

and when we initially briefed the media, that was our assumption. 

And I have a sort of different longstanding interest, which is Russian 

influence in the United States and foreign interference in elections. And, I mean, 

this may sound hard to believe, but I wanted people to know about what we had 

found, because I thought it was important. And so a lot of the people that we 

briefed weren't campaign reporters, they were national security reporters. 

And, you know, I started out doing work on this issue of foreign interference 

in American elections at The Wall Street Journal in the '90s, and I wrote a series of 

articles about a Chinese government operation to help elect Bill Clinton. And so 

it's been something that I've been very interested in and concerned about for a 

very long time. 

MR. ROONEY, Did you learn that Steele had briefed the FBI on the 

dossier materials? 
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MR. SIMPSON: I eventually learned that, yes. I'm sorry, let me correct 

that. He told me -- well, I can walk you through the sequence. 

MR. ROONEY: Just when did he tell you? 
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MR. SIMPSON: He originally said: I think we should go -- this information 

is national security information. I think we should report it to the FBI. That was 

in July or late June, shortly after the first memo. 

MR. ROONEY: Sixteen? 

MR. SIMPSON: Sixteen. He said: I'm a former intelligence officer, and 

we're your closest ally. You know, I have obligations, professional obligations. If 

there's a national security emergency or possible national security issue, I should 

report it. 

MR. ROONEY: So this was before he actually did it? 

MR. SIMPSON: Yes. 

MR. ROONEY: Okay. 

MR. SIMPSON: And I - so I didn't say okay. I just said: Let me think 

about it, I'm not sure what I should do here. 

MR. ROONEY: So did you give him any direction? 

MR. LEVY: He wasn't finished. 

MR. ROONEY: I'm sorry. 

MR. SIMPSON: It's a quick story. So he said he needed -- that we 

needed to do this or he needed to do this. And I didn't - couldn't think -- first of 

all, he didn't volunteer that he had a relationship that he could do it. He just 

raised the issue. And at some point he did say -- I said: Well , I wouldn't know 

who to talk to and I don't know -- I just didn't know - feel qualified to do that. And 

he said: I know people at the FBI and I can do it. 
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