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And I said : So you're telling me that you think this is serious enough that it
needs to be reported to law enforcement, and that you're confident enough in your
sources, it's your professional judgment and your professio.nal obligation, that"you
should report this to the FBI? And he said yes.
MR. ROONEY: It sounds like you weren't sure if it was serious enough .
MR. SIMPSON: Well, I mean, I don't - he's the spy and I'm the
ex-journalist.

So basically, he's the one who is a security official by profession .

And I wasn't going to substitute my judgment for his, that's correct.
So he then went to report it to the FBI. And I didn't tell him to do it.
tell him not to do it.

I didn't

I assented in it.
One minute.

MR. ROONEY: Did you brief or meet with any other intelligence officials
regarding the dossier?
MR. MUSE:

Could you repeat that question?

MR. ROONEY: Did you meet with intelligence officials regarding the
dossier?
MR. SIMPSON:

No one from - that 1- no.

MR. ROONEY: Are you aware on anyone meeting with the CIA regarding
the dossier?
MR. SIMPSON : No.
MR. ROONEY: Were Perkins Co ie, Mark Elias, and the ONC or the Hillary
team aware that the dossier was being briefed to intelligence officials or the FBI?
Do you know that?
MR. SIMPSON ;

I'm going to - I can·t talk about communications with my

client, but I can give you what I think is a useful answer, which is that we did not.
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At least I can tell you about generally what I -- what my -- what I did .
So Chris went and reported this to the Bureau. And he came back and
said:

I reported this to the Bureau. And we did not ask permission from the

client to do that. The client didn't instruct us to do that.

It was -- he was -- you

know, it was viewed as reporting a crime in progress, sort of a citizen ship
obligation.
You know, at some point later on, you know, I think that, as the
. questions -- I'm not sure how to say this -- as the hack attack by the Russians on
the Democrats became a major issue in late --later in the year, questions of
whether to engage with the FBI, you know, became more of a general issue.
MR. ROONEY:

My time is up, but I will say that I think that the Russian

scores in that Salt Lake Olympics were pretty low. Very suspicious.

I didn't get

to ask you about that, but - it's always the Russians. Like everybody's got a 10
or a 9 and the Russians are like 5.
MR. SCHIFF: Before I pass it off to Mr. Quigley, you didn't have a chance
to answer one of the questions I posed at the end. That is, we do have the
subpoena power.

If we are to get to the bottom of the issue of whether Russian

organized crime money was used in the flipping of these properties and the
purchase of the golf course and this is a lever over the President, what institutions
would you use that process with to get to the bottom of it?
MR. SIMPSON : I guess I would -- if I were issuing the subpoenas, I WOUld,
you knDw. first need tD identify the underlying -- the banks that had custody Df that
information. That would be the banks that would service the brokers .
So the first thihg that I would do would be to SUbpoena the brokers and the
people, the other people that were involved in the transactions, and the title
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companies and the "other intermediaries that would have that kind of information.
Then I would go to the banks next. But I actually think some of the
intermediary entities in a lot of these transactions are going

to be where a lot of the

information is.
MR. SCHIFF: And those intermediaries are going to be the real estate
brokers as well as the licensing companies?
MR. SIMPSON: Yeah.
MR. SCHIFF: And the title companies?
MR. SIMPSON: Yeah . And then you would - you know, ultimately you
would find - I mean, in the case of Florida, which is the one where

we spent an

enormous amount of time on, you know,l would subpoena the Diazers (ph). And I
would subpoena the company that was run by Elena Baronoff, who was the true
person behind a lot of those deals. And she's an Uzbek immigrant, suspected
organized crime figure, who took the Trumps on various tours to Russia, brokered a
lot of those deals.
She died of cancer, but -- in 2015 -- but her husband and son still run that
company and I suspect they still have those records. And that would tell you a

101.
And in general,l would look atElena Baronoff's operation. She also had a lot
of curious involvement with a businessman in Sicily named Dino Papale, who we
think has organized crime ties as well, and has a lot of interesting relationships with
the Russians as well, and has hinted strongly that he organized secret meetings
between Donald Trump and the Russians in Sicily.
We spent a lot of time looking at that particular network.

And I think you

would ultimately get to the financial iristitutions by looking at the actual real estate
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transactions.
MR. SCHIFF: And that particular family, were they involved in the flipping
of that house with the -MR. SIMPSON: No.

No, the Rybolovlev deal, I'm not sure I know that

much about the brokering of the Rybolovlev deal.
The other one that I would subpoena is the related group, and they were
the ones that were involved with the Trump Hollywood . And there was a lot of
interesting transactions involving the Trump Hollywood. And that was - that's a
guy named Jorge Perez, who's a major developer who was in the picture with
Sergi Millian and Donald Trump that I was talking about previously.
MR. SCHIFF: And in terms of the Panama, Canada, and Scotland
transactions, any suggestions there?
MR. SIMPSON: So I think in the -I'm trying to think of the creative way to
do this . I mean, as you may know, you know, most of these transactions are
cleared through New York . And the other sort of central place for information is
SWIFT in Brussels. But I would go for the clearing banks in New York that
cleared the transactions, you know.
And there's -- again, it's these sort of intermediary entities tha t have no real
interest in protecting the information, and all you have to do is ask for it and they
just sort of produce it by rate . So we've done a lot of money laundering
investigations where we go to the trust companies and th e clearing entities.
And so, you know, all dollar transactions are generally cleared through New
York. So, you know, the main thing you have to do is identify the banks that were
used.

So I don't know if the money was moved via Deutsch e Bank or what the

other banks were . In fact, I've never gotten around to trying to figure that out.
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MR. SCHIFF: Thank you.
Mr. Quigley.
MR. QUIGLEY: Good afternoon. Thanks for being here.
Let me give you an opportunity. You said that Mr. Steele was a perfect
hire.

I think you used you trusted him a lot. Could you elaborate why you

thought he was such a perfect hire, why you trusted him so much? I know you
said you had talked to him, you had met with him.

Did you have to do any other

due diligence or what did you know about him and his reputation before?
MR. SIMPSON : Sure . So basically the way the information biz works is,
you know, it's a tricky business. A lot of it is about talent spotting, finding people
that are reliable, produce reliable information. There's a lot of, I don't know if I'd
call it fraud, but there's a lot of BS where people tell you stuff that doesn't turn out
to be right.
And so, you know. it's sort of like, again, being a joumalist, where you're
trying to figure out who your reliable sources are. So the more exotic the topic,
the harder it is to find someone who doesn't sell you BS.
And, you know, one of the problems with the business is that basically if
you contract with a guy to go find ~omething out or go look into a subject, he
doesn't -- he. rarely comes back and says: I got nothing for you, I wasn't able to
find anything out. They'll just -- if they can't find anything out, they'll just make it
up.
So sorry for the long answer.

But, anyway, Chris was a reliable provider of

information that turned out to be reliable. And so -- so there was all that.
He wa s also -- he just had a very -

he was - - ' I think I -

I think I might hav e

said somewhere else that he was a Boy Scout. And , you know, he's just a fairly
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buttoned-down kind of guy who you could count on to do the work.
MR. QUIGLEY: When exactly did he start working under contract?
MR. SIMPSON: My recollection is that, you know, we began talking about
the - I don't remember when we started talking about the engagement, but the
work started in June, I believe.
MR. QUIGLEY:

Okay.

MR. SIMPSON:

Possibly late May, but-

MR. QUIGLEY: And when would you have gotten the first batch of
information, or was it all at once? '
MR. SIMPSON: The first memo is dated, I think, June 20th, somewhere
around there.
MR. QUIGLEY:

Okay. And then how often did you get information and

what - was it varied quantities or '-MR. SIMPSON: Well, this was a very unusual situation, because right
around the time that the work started, it became public that the FBI suspected the
Russians of hacking the ONe. And so there was sort of an extraordinary
coincidence.

It wasn't really a coincidence but, you know, our own interest in

Russia coincided with a lot ot public disclosures that there was something going
on with Russia.
And so what was originally envisioned as an original -- as just a sort of a
survey, a first cut of what might be -- whether there might be something interesting
about Donald Trump and Russia quickly became more of an effort to help my
client manage a, you know, exceptional situation and understand what the heck
was going on.
So after the original reporting, I don't remember what I specifically said, but
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it essentially was : I think we're going to need you for the foreseeable future, so
just keep, you know, talking to your sources and sending us memos whenever you
have information.
MR. QUIGLEY: And withoufgetting into the exact communications, when
did you start alerting your client that this might have been a bigger deal than, as
you just described it, than originally thought?
MR. SIMPSON: Yeah. I mean, I think that would call for a confidential
client communication. I think what I can say is - well, let me put it this way.

I

think it's now public that, you know, the FBI had gone to the ONC prior to this and
told them, you know, that they'd been hacked by the Russian Government.
And, you know, foreign intelligence services hacking American political
operations is not that unusual, actually, and there's a lot of foreign intelligence
services that play in American elections. And so that in itself isn't actually totally
alarming. The Chinese did it last time. Indians do it.

But when it became --

Five minutes.
MR. SIMPSON : When the suggestion that they were going to weaponize
that information and that this was more than just an intel gathering operation, that
they were actually going to engage in active measures, that was when, you know,
it became a major issue. And I think by late June there was a lot of signs that that
was going to happen.
MR. QUIGLEY: The dossier was published . Other elements were
published. What wasn't published? Are there still documents?

Is there still

information that was garnered by either Mr. Steele or others that the public isn't
aware of at this pOint, on this point?

MR. SIMPSON : Well, to just put it on the record, we were not the ones
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that gave this document to BuzzFeed, and I was not happy when this was
published.

I was very upset.

I thought it was a very dangerous thing and that

someone had violated my confidences, in any event.
I think the story is largely known and that there's very little that was left on
the cutting room table from that time.

I think, you know, there's a little bit of, you

know, color, I would say. You know, this guy that we were talking about earlier,
Sergi Millian, isn't named in the dossier, but is someone who was important.
MR. QUIGLEY:

But you also said that -- and correct me if I got this

wrong -- that you continued to get information after the election .
MR. SIMPSON : Yes, sir.
MR. QUIGLEY:

You still say the same thing, that most of this is out there,

despite even getting information after the election?
MR. SIMPSON : I mean, I think that the story of the Russian operation
against the United States and the pattern of surreptitious contacts between The
Trump Organization and Russia , I don't think that's -- I don't think that's -- we're
even anywhere close to having the full story.

MR. QUIGLEY: But are there any documents you think that would be
helpful that were accumulated?
MR. SIMPSON : To the committee?
MR. QUIGLEY: Yes.
MR. SIMPSON : Yes, absolutely. I mean , I think -- f think this tax court
case involving the Agalarovs is an important document.

I th ink that there's -- I

guess going back to your subpoena question, I also -- you know, the Crocus
Group has a much longer history in the United States than people realize, and I
think there's all kind of good documents.
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MR. QUIGLEY:

But are there documents that you would have in your

possession -MR. SIMPSON: Oh.
MR. QUIGLEY: -- that weren't public record that would be helpful?
MR. SIMPSON:

I don't think from that period. Well, so the collection of

memoranda that are known as the dossier, I mean, that was basically it.

I mean,

there wasn't -MR. QUIGLEY:
intelligence work.

Now, you say you're familiar with peopl.e who do

I'm sure you're awar~ that sometimes they talk about levels of

certainty they have, right?

Like on anyone issue, how many sources they have,

how confident they are.
In your conversations with Mr. Steele, did he express his level of certainty
on these matters?
MR. SIMPSON: So, I mean, I'm not intimately familiar with how the Brits
do it, but they seem to do it a little differently.

Chris' standard presentation, I

mean, essentially, you know, because he's? Russianist, his standard presentation
starts with a little talk about disinformation.
Then he says, you know:

I was the lead Russianist at MIS in the final

years of my career. And I was previously stationed in Moscow. And I speak
Russian. And I've done Russian intelligence/counterintelligence issues all my life.
And the central problem when you're a Russian intelligence expert is
disinformation, and that the Russians have, you know, a long history and an
advanced capability in disinformation.
And so, you know, before we go any further. I just want you to know that,

you know, this is my -- the fundamental problem with my profession. And it
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should be assumed that in any sort of intelligence gathering that you do there will
be some disinformation. And I'm trained to spot that and filter it out, but, you
know, you should understand that it's - you know, no one's perfect.
And so we've essentially filtered out everything that we think is
disinformation and we're not going to present that to you here. We're going to
present to you things that we think come from credible sources, but we're not
going to warrant to you that what we - that th is is -- that this is all true. And , you
know -MR. QUIGLEY: He said it was raw data.
MR. SIMPSON:

Is that correct?

Yeah.

MR. QUIGLEY: In some an respect?
MR. SIMPSON: It's HUMINT, right? It's human source information .
One minute.
MR. SIMPSON : And humans sometimes lie, and more frequently they just
get it wrong.
MR. QUIGLEY:

Did he ever, iri talking to you subsequent to the release of

the document, say that he thought he wou ld alter any of it after the fact or
information he had gathered later?
MR. SIMPSON:

I have - I have talked to him about that. And he

remains -- he continues to believe that it is largely not dislnformation.
MR. QUIGLEY: I think that's our time . We have votes. right?
MR. ROONEY: We have to vote.

Before we break, I just want to ask one

question, based on Adam's question, Just so I don't forget, and then we'll come
back, if that's cool.
All those questions that Mr. Schiff asked about, you know, with the
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subpoena power and where we would go if we wanted to find out about Scotland
and Panama and Toronto and Ireland, and you were talking about like the brokers
and I guess the banks in Switzerland and New York, my only question is, why
didn't you do that?
MR. SIMPSON: I don't have subpoena power.
MR. ROONEY: So there's no other way that you could -- there's no other
way that you could access that information other than just subpoena, having a
subpoena in those ,countries?
MR. SIMPSON : Well, I mean, the way that I would do it if I was a U.S.,
you know, entity that had subpoena power is I would figure out -MR. ROONEY: No, not us,

Like you, as Fusion, an opposition research

guy, why couldn't you do it?
MR. SIMPSON : Because it's generally not legal. Financial privacy
protections.
I mean, so my specialty and the reason that I MR. ROONEY: That's fine.

I just didn't know that.

All right. Thank you .

Are you okay to keep going?
MR. LEVY: Yes.

Let me just say one thing .

[Discussion off the record.]
Okay to continue?
MR. SIMPSON : Yes.
Great, thanks. So I think we have it for 15, and we'll go.
We're still doing 15-minute rounds.

Mr. Rooney took about 2 minutes asking his

qu es tion, so live g o t about 13 left.

EXAMINATION
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ey _ _ :
Q

I just want to circle back to a couple things, Mr. Simpson.

When you say Christopher Steele provided you with raw data, you know,
we take that to mean that that's information that has not been analyzed through
the rest of, you know, the IC apparatus, for lack of a better term. Would you
agree that that's what raw data is and that's what he gave you?
A

I think I was using it in a somewhat less technical way. But, you

know, but colloquially speaking, I mean, it was just sort of Intended to say: Yes,
this is field -- information from the field that has been collected , and it has been
subjected to some level of sifting and analysis by Chris, because he's attempted to
filter out unreliable sources or disinformation.
And so it's not totally raw. I mean, it's been through one round of
harvesting.
Q

So Mr. Steele communicated to you that he had done some analytica l

work on the data that he provided you?
A

Yeah . I mean, he said he applied his professional skills to this to

figure out whether it was credible.
Q

Right.

It's not like he just wrote everything down on a piece of paper

and then handed it to you.
A

He did apply his professional skills to it somewhat?

Yeah . I mean, you can take that from reading the stuff that's been

published . I mean, he put some level of summarizing what -- you know,
essentially what he did was he talked to enough sources that you can summarize
what they collectively are telling you, and that's in, the writing of the memos.
Q

And to follow up on Mr. Quigley's questioning, there was some

information - you said the large bulk of it is published in the dossier that was
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published by BuzzFeed, but there was some information tha't's not out there.

Is

this some information that Mr. Steele provided you in relationship to the work you
had hired him to perform for you?
A

What I was specifically referring to was there's discussions of identities

of sources that we had, and obviously that's not in there. And, you know, I can't
think of another specific thing that's not in there, but there's like pieces of work that
we -- you know, things that didn't make it in there that he conveyed to me orally
that weren't that significant. I can't think of examples of them.
But I guess I was trying to be really careful to say that, you know, we
worked -- we did this project over a number of months and we had discussions of
things that didn't make it into the memos.

o

Is that recorded somewhere, all that other information -

A

No.

o

-- at your company?

A

No.

o

No. So it doesn't exist?

A

It's - right.

It's -- I'm referring to mostly phone conversations and

meetings.

o

But you didn't record any notes or anything like that?

A

I don't do that, no.

o

Okay.

Just checking .

I just want to check back to your relationship with Perkins Coie. Did you,
Fusion , you, Mr. Simpson, or somebody at your behest approach Perkins Coie, or
did they approach you?

A

I don't -- I don't have firsthand knowledge of that question.
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can tell you that the original discussions were not handled by me. They were
handled by my partner. So I don't think he's going to be in a position to talk about
it, but I don't even -- I mean, to the extent I know anything, it's just secondhand.
don't have a good memory of it.
Q

Okay. And your partner being?

A

Peter Fritsch.

Q

Okay.

Sorry.

Thank you . And your relationship with Perkins Coie, remind

me, lasted about how many months?
So this is -- so I'm the chief executive, and I generally interface with

A

clients, but we have a division of labor. I don't do the invoicing and I don't keep
the financial records.

So it's very difficult for me to tell you things that I think you

have in your financial records anyway.
But if you're talking substantively, the Perkins Coie engagement ended with
the election.

And whether there was money that came in the door from them after

that, overhang from the work, would be normal.
Q

Did your relationship with Perkins Coie involve you doing any work on

any other candidates, Republican or Democrat?
A

You mean under this engagement?

Q

Yes.

A

That's a great question.

I don't recall.

I don't think so . I thin k the

primaries were over and Trump was -- wasn't the official nominee, but he was the
obvious nominee.
Q

Were there other engagements with Perkins Coie that are related

relevant to our matter that you did do research for other folks?
MR. LEVY:

Can you repeat that question?
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Were there - he mentioned that there may have been

other engagements. So I'm asking if there are any other engagements that are
relevant to our investigation in which they were tasked to do - he and Fusion were
tasked to do research on whomever.
MR. LEVY:

Are you asking about other engagements with Perkins Coie?
Yes.

MR. LEVY: That are relevant to your investigation?
BY _ _ :
Q

Correct.

A

Well, I mean, of course, it's your power to say what's relevant and not

ours, but I don't think there was - we didn't do anything else in 2016 with them .
Q

Okay.

A

Sorry.

Q

Thafs fine.

A

I want to -- so just on this question of the finances, we were talking

about how much money we got from the various clients before, and I think - I think
it's in the records and I need to just - I'd just like to note that the Free Beacon, I
don't remember how much they paid us, but it doesn't -- I think it's not $50,000 a
I don't know what it was.

month.

Q

Okay.

A

And the same with Perkins. I'm sorry, but it's not my strong suit.

Q

Okay. We'll rely on the record .

In speaking with them -

Switching over to your relationship with the Free Beacon, was it your
position, your relationship and your engagement with the Free Beacon , that you

were only to do - collect information and research against or on then-candidate
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Trump or others as well in that process?
A

My recollection was that from the beginning of the project it was

Donald Trump. And if at some point somebody -- so -- and that was my primary if
not sole focus for the entirety of the project. I can't speak for whether someone in
my company was asked about something else.
Q

Okay. So it's possible the Free Beacon also asked your company to

conduct research on others that were running for President at the time?
A

It's possible.

I don't have knowledge of it.

Q

Okay. Do you know who would, or would there be any records of it?

A

You know, I guess we -- yeah. My partner would be the other person

that would get a request like that, but beyond that I don't really know .
Q

Your partner again being Mr. --

A

Peter Fritsch.

Q

-- Fritsch . Are there any records of that? Would there be any

records of that, of documenting what you were hired to work on?
A

I don't know.

Q

Do you know who would know?

A

My partner.

Q

Peter Fritsch . Okay, thank you.

Switching gears a little bit, going over to you testified earlier that Mr. Steele
went to the FBI at a certain point in time, approximately late June 2016. Is that
correct?
A

Yeah . I think what I said was he raised the iss ue of going to the FBI

with me after the first memo. And I didn't give him an answer or I didn't sign off
on that. And then he raised it again a few days later.
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And by approximately early July, like 1st or 2nd, I had given my assent to
him doing it as a professional obligation or a citizenship obligation. And then
that's when he did it, sometime around the 4th of July.
Q

So in early July, is it fair to say in early July that you knew that

Mr. Steele had taken some information to the FBI?
A

I think he said he was going to, and then later he told me he did .

Q

When did that occur, approximately?

A

I think it was probably right after the 4th of July.

Q

Okay.

A

No.

Q

Okay. Did he tell you about any other communications he had with

So not like a month later?

the FBI in relation to this matter?
A

Yes. The - originally, he told me: I met with them and I informed

them of my concerns. And they said thank you and said they would get back to
us if they were going to follow up, if they needed to follow up.
And we were sort of almost immediately plunged into, you know, a very
intense situation with regard to the -- the hacking attacks that were going on, and
so it didn't come up again for, you know, weeks if not months.
Q

Do you know if he, Mr. Steele, informed the FBI about your

relationship, that is, the relationship he had with you and Fusion GPS?
A

I don't -- my recollection is that he disclosed that he was doing this for

a private client, and that he would have disclosed something about who the private
client was.
I also don't think, though , that Chris at this time knew the identity of the

client. And so initially, at least, he would have been only able to say: . I have a
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political client, a Democratic client or something like that, which is what I would
have told him. So I don't think he was in a position to disclose the identity of the
client to the FBI originally.
Q

I don't mean the client.

I mean you and Fusion GPS.

A

I don't know. But probably, because he -

Q

Do you know if he did?

A

No, I don't.

So there was a long period where we didn't hear from

them . And then later they got back in touch with Chris and asked for a second
meeting.

Q

Did the FBI ever reach out to you or Fusion GPS in relation to the

matters that Mr. Steele informed them upon?
A

No.

Q

You've never heard from anyone in the U.S. Government in relation to
I

those matters, either the FBI or the Department of Justice?
A

After the election . I mean, during the election , no.

Q

What did you hear after and from whom and when ?

A

I was asked to provide some information to the Justice Department.

Q

By whom and when?

A

It was by a prosecutor named Bruce Ohr, who was following up.

You know, I can't remember when . It was sometime after Thanksgiving , I think.
Q

Thanksgiving of 2016?

A

Yes.

Q

Did Mr. Ohr reach out to you , or how did that shake out? Originally,

A

I think Chris - it was someone that Chris Steele knows.

think -
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Q

I'm sorry. Chris Steele knows who?

A

BruceOhr.

Q

Okay.

A

And I met Bruce too through organized crime conferences or

something like that.

79

And Chris said he had been - Chris told me that he had

been talking to Bruce, that he had told Bruce about what happened, and that
Bruce wanted more information, and suggested that I speak with Bruce.
The context of this is that it was after the election. A very surprising thing
had happened, which is that Donald Trump had won . There was -- we were -- by
that time, we were enonnously concerned about rapidly accumulating indications
that the Russian Govemment had mounted a massive attack on the American
election system and that, you know, Donald Trump or his associates might have
been involved.
And there was a lot of alanning things happening, including Donald Trump
saying things about Vladimir Putin that didn't really make any sense, weren't
ordinary things for a Republican to say, and, you know -- anyway. .
So we had also by this time given this information to the FBI , and they had,
you know, told - indicated to Chris that they were investigating it, and then
told - apparently told The New York Times they weren't.
And so it was not clear to us whether anyone at a high level of government
Vl(as aware of the information that Chris had gathered and provided to the FBI.
And, you know, so we were, frankly, you know, very scared for the country and for
ourselves and felt that if we could give it to someone else, we should , higher up.
And so Chris suggested I give some information to Bruce, give him the

background to all this. And we eventually met at a coffee shop, and I told him the
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story.
My time is up. Thank you .
Over to you guys.
Off the record. We're going to take a 5-minute break.
[Recess.]
We can go back on the record.
My name is

I'm with the minority staff. I suspect my

colleague _ _ may also have questions. He's the

for the

minority.

Q

I wanted to clarify first, if you recall, how many reports did you produce

for the Washington Free Beacon? I believe you did it on generally a monthly
basis. SoA

I think what -- I think what I said was that our practice when we begin

an engagement is to do reports on a monthly basis, 'and that, you know, it would
have been regular order in this case.
I don't recall specifically how many, and I can't really -I mean, it would
be - it would be -- right, it is covered by client confidentiality, but I also think it
would be guessing.
Q

Okay.

A

In general, what happens as an engagement unfolds is that after 2 or

3 months of producing monthly reports, again, we branch out into subject areas
and we start producing white papers. And so if an engagement lasts for 6
months, you can assume that there's a lot of subpapers on individual subjects.
Q

So you were employed by the Free Beacon for 8 or 9 months , I
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