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periods, March and then again in April, which resulted in Ambassador
Yovanovitch being recalled. So there was an element in which
Ambassador Yovanovitch proffered a no prosecute list, which frankly,
based on my experience with her, seemed preposterous.

There was the claim that, you know, this ludicrous claim of the
fact that she was embezzling funds, withholding some $4 million from
Lutsenko and the reform funds to reform the prosecutor general's
office. But really, frankly, all of this began because in the March
timeframe, very close to the Presidential election, Ambassador
Yovanovitch became highly critical of President Poroshenko and the
justice system because one of Poroshenko's closest aides, a member of
the National Security and Defense Council, his son was implicated in
a corruption scandal in which they drastically inflated the cost of
military goods that were then, you know, given to the
cash-strapped -- that were sold to the cash-strapped Ministry of
Defense for use on the front. The whole thing just was, you know, it
smelled really rotten.

MR. ZELDIN: Did your sources, though, say that everything was
false or just parts of it were false?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I think all the key elements were false.

MR. ZELDIN: Just so I understand what you mean when you say key
elements. Are you referring to everything John Solomon stated or just
some of it?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: All the elements that I just laid out for you.

The criticisms of corruption were false.
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MR. ZELDIN: You mentioned --

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Were there more items in there, frankly,
Congressman? Idon'trecall. I haven't looked at the article in quite
some time, but you know, his grammar might have been right.

MR. ZELDIN: Were any of your -- are you saying that every
substantive statement made by John Solomon was false or are you
saying --

MR. NOBLE: If you want to put the article in front of him so he
can review it, then do that. But he just said\he doesn't remember.

MR. ZELDIN: Well, the last answer seems to indicate that
everything other than -- everything substantive was false, I just
wanted to clarify.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I've been a little light-hearted about 8 hours
into this, so I apologize. 1Is this a record?

Not yet. Okay. But anyway, I apologize, Congressman. I joke
around a little bit, so I apologize.

But as far as I recall, the key elements that Mr. Solomon put in
that story that were again proffered by Lutsenko, a completely
self-serving individual to save his own skin, and to advance the
interest of the President, more than likely actually with the backing
of the President of Ukraine, and extremely harmful to Ukraine's own
interests, all those elements, as far as I recall, were false.

MR. ZELDIN: Okay. And I don't want you to repeat any other
answers, I was specifically asking about your last comment, which was

funny, we all laughed. I just wanted to be clear. Are you saying that
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everything unrelated to grammar and commas that your sources said were
false?
LT. COL. VINDMAN: I think the most accurate way to do this is,

I believe I thoroughly vetted this issue, and maybe the best thing to

do would be to take a look at the story and we can identify if there's

something in there that's accurate.
MR. ZELDIN: Were any of your sources outside of government?

MR. VOLKOV: Just to clarify, do you mean people or the media

MR. ZELDIN: The reference to authoritative sources, Colonel
Vindman spoke about State Department and IC, I'm just wondering if any
of his authoritative sources were outside of government?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So the truly authoritative sources would be
government -- governmental folks that I trust, they have a clearance,
they have the depth analysis. In fact, I would use every available
data point to help inform my assessments. So when I say that, I'm
talking about Ukrainian language press, U.S. press, you know,
discussions with foreign officials, Ukrainian or other -- I'd use all
of this information to develop a clear picture of what was going on.

MR. ZELDIN: And on page 4 of the July 25th call transcript, the
middle paragraph from President Zelensky. Towards the bottom of the
paragraph, President Zelensky references Ambassador Yovanovitch as,
quote, a bad Ambassador. Says, quote: Her attitude towards me was

far from the best, that she admired the previous President and she was

on his side. She would not accept me as a new President well enough.

UNCLASSIFIED



UNCLASSIFIED

End quote. Do you know what President Zelensky was basing that
position on?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I don't, and I didn't necessarily sense the
fact that she was resistant to President Zelensky. I think, in
general, probably the broader interagency community that I kind of
chaired or pulled together had a more conservative view in terms of,
you know, whether President Poroshenko was going to win or whether
President Zelensky was going to win. She had an established a
relationship with President Poroshenko, maybe that was perceived by
now President Zelensky that he didn't get adequate backing or something
of that nature.

As a matter of fact, as I'm talking through this, I remember at

least two occasions in which the first time she met with President

Zelensky she offered a positive assessment of him. But, I mean, his

perception is obviously different, but she offered a positive
assessment, and then subsequently, a couple weeks later, she offered
another positive assessment more so saying that he's a very quick
learner, you know, inexperienced, but he's sharp.

MR. ZELDIN: Now, earlier you testified that as this process
wears on, our relationship with Ukraine will be damaged. 1Is that
accurate?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I believe so. That's my assessment.

MR. ZELDIN: When you say as this process wears on, are you
referring to this impeachment inquiry?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Yes, Congressman.
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MR. ZELDIN: Your opinion is this impeachment inquiry is damaging
our relationship with Ukraine?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I think so, Congressman.

MR. ZELDIN: Where were you late 2015, early 2016, what was your
position, location at the time?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So one more time, the timeframe is what?

MR. ZELDIN: Late 2015, early 2016.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So are we talking about -- so I know where I
was throughout that entire period, but we're talking probably December
through February of 2016, is that the period you're inquiring about?

MR. ZELDIN: Yes.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So I was assigned to the staff of the Chairman
of the Joint Chiefs as his Russia pol-military officer. As far as I
recall -- so let's see. Is that the time -- that could have
been -- that could have been supporting travel -- I would have to
double check the dates, but the chairman had engagements with his
counterpart, Gerasimov, and if I was out of the country, it would be
for that. But I think this is might still be early on in my tenure
and I was probably just in the bowels of the Pentagon somewhere.

MR. ZELDIN: Did you have Ukraine in your portfolio then?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: No.

MR. ZELDIN: When did you -- remind me, when did you take your
position in charge of the Ukraine portfolio at NSC?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: July 2018.

MR. ZELDIN: And who did you take it from?
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LT. COL. VINDMAN: I took it from a State Department staff
officer, and Congressman, to be -- just to be completely forthright,
I was hired not to be -- to pick up Ukraine. I was actually hired
because of my experience working Russia, putting together the
Department of Defense's military strategy for Russia. That's why I
was hired.

But they needed somebody to cover Ukraine, Moldova, and Belarus,
and I said I was willing to do that. I had, you know, I was best
positioned out of the cohort of folks that were coming in with the
knowledge, the background knowledge and the language to be able to step
in and pick up that role. So I said I'd be happy to do that.

MR. ZELDIN: You took over the Ukraine portfolio in July 2018?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Correct.

MR. ZELDIN: And you're scheduled to have it until about
July 2020?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: If things go as planned.

MR. ZELDIN: 1Is that a typical 2-year term?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Actually, I was initially hired for a year,
and the Army wanted me to come back. Dr. Hill asked me to stay for
a second year, and I thought I could serve better on the National
Security Council, so I stayed.

MR. ZELDIN: And who is the person that you took over the
Ukrainian portfolio from?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Catherine Croft. She was the last senior

advisor to Ambassador Volker.
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MR. ZELDIN: And how long of a term did she have with the Ukraine
portfolio?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I don't recall. I don't recall. I think it

was either a 1 or 2-year term. I think -- it was a 1l-year term.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Okay.

MR. ZELDIN: Earlier you testified that it was not in the U.S.
national security interests when the President brought up
investigating interference in the 2016 election and Joe Biden and
Burisma. Is that accurate?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Could you restate that?

MR. ZELDIN: I believe earlier in the day you testified that the
President referencing investigating interference in the 2016 election
and Joe Biden and Burisma not to be in United States national security
interests?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Actually, I'd go back to my statement, and I'd
just refer to my statement, which -- just looking at it here. Where

is it? So to be clear, and this remains my view to be consistent. I
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listened to the call in the Situation Room with my colleagues from the
NSC and Office of the Vice President, as the transcript is in the public
record, we are aware of what was said. I was concerned by the call.
I did not think it was proper to demand that a foreign government
investigate a U.S. citizen, and I was worried about the implications
for U.S. Government support to Ukraine.

I realized that if Ukraine pursued an investigation into the
Bidens and Burisma it would be interpreted as a partisan play, which
undoubtedly would result in Ukraine losing the bipartisan support it
has thus far maintained. This would undermine U.S. national security.
And then following the call I reported to senior --

MR. ZELDIN: Investigating interference in the 2016 election
wasn't a request to investigate a U.S. citizen, correct?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: No, it wasn't.

MR. ZELDIN: And earlier, as you were speaking with Mr.
Malinowski, you were talking about some of the allegations related to
Ukrainian interference in the 2016 election, correct?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: One more time, please.

MR. ZELDIN: I believe earlier you were answering questions from
Mr. Malinowski where you were talking about some of the allegations
regarding Ukrainians interfering in the 2016 election. Is that
correct?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: What -- I apologize --

MR. ZELDIN: Oh, I'm sorry, he's not here. Earlier, though, you

were answering questions from a Member --
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LT. COL. VINDMAN: Okay.

MR. ZELDIN: -- about some of the allegations that exist related
to Ukrainians interfering in the 2016 election. Do you recall that?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Yes. Was that the gentleman that kind of went
through the -- Ambassador Chaly's statement?

MR. ZELDIN: Yes. I believe you spoke about Ambassador Chaly's
statement and you're familiar with the issue with the Black Ledger and
Mr. Manafort?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Yes.

MR. ZELDIN: Have you ever heard of the name |

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I never met this person. I heard it in the
nature of this investigation unfolding.

MR. ZELDIN: And these are some of the allegations that existed.
You're familiar with the investigation that Robert Mueller conducted
regarding interference in the 2016 election?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: The investigation --

MR. ZELDIN: The special counsel investigation.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Yes, on Russian interference.

MR. ZELDIN: Do you believe that that investigation was in the
best interest of the U.S. national security?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Yes.

MR. ZELDIN: And if there are allegations regarding other
foreigners interfering with the 2016 election, wouldn't that also be
in U.S. best -- wouldn't that also be in U.S. national security

interest?
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LT. COL. VINDMAN: Congressman, I would say yes, but I also feel
obligated to say that I don't have anything to suggest that these were
particularly credible allegations. But, frankly, that's not even why
I followed up. As I said in my statement, I was concerned about the
call to investigate a U.S. citizen by a foreign power.

MR. ZELDIN: You weren't concerned about the request that the
President made with regard to the 2016 elections?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I don't think there was a huge amount of
substance to substantiate it, but that's not the element that was
particularly troubling. The element that was troubling is the element
that I've, you know, stated repeatedly here now, that it was a foreign
power investigating -- a foreign power that doesn't have an entirely
credible justice system, yet, they are striving to move in that
direction. Frankly, any foreign power to advance its own national
security interest could do whatever they think they need to, but in
this case it was a concern about a call for foreign power to investigate
a U.S. citizen.

MR. ZELDIN: So just to be clear, your concern was about
the -- was about one investigation not both investigations. It was
with regard to Burisma -- the Burisma investigation as opposed to an
investigation regarding the 2016 election?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Congressman, you know, I guess I'd have
to -- if we're parsing it, I'd have to think about it. I think I may
have even said that in my view at some point these became not separate

investigations, but basically one -- you know, when there's a call for
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investigations, I understood it to mean both elements because that was
the narrative that had evolved and that was the narrative that was out
there that was being promoted by Mr. Giuliani.

And, you know, I guess I could spend some time thinking about which
element bothered me more, I think it's the investigation of a U.S.
citizen. But I also, Congressman, I could say that in my -- as the
director for Ukraine handling this portfolio for the National Security

Council, I didn't think that that was, you know, there was that much

there there and that, frankly -- we needed to focus on helping the

Ukrainians root out corruption in general, implementing reforms. We
at that point had been reporting consistently that the Ukrainians were
making headway. That, you know, it's above my pay grade, that's what
the President wants to do, I guess, you know, it's his prerogative.
But I'm going back to what I said in the statement was that the
investigation -- what I thought warranted at least a communication with
the lead counsel was the call to investigate the U.S. citizen.

MR. ZELDIN: But your notes from the July 25th call, you believe
that President Zelensky referred to Burisma in response to the
President's reference to Biden?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: That is absolutely in my notes.

MR. ZELDIN: AndBurisma is a natural gas producer in Ukraine that
was investigated for corruption. Correct?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: My understanding is, yes, it was.

MR. ZELDIN: Run by a Ukrainian oligarch investigated for

corruption?
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LT. COL. VINDMAN: That is my understanding, Congressman.

MR. ZELDIN: Paying the son of the sitting Vice President at least
$50,000 a month?

MR. ZELDIN: Correct? Is that your understanding?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Congressman, that's all accurate. But I
guess if we're going down this road, there are multiple entities in
Ukraine that are corrupt. Frankly, some of them much bigger. There's
an entity that's being run by Firtash, it's called the Obligaz, in this
particular entity, and this is something that we've been struggling
with in order to get -- help Ukraine achieve energy independence and --

MR. ZELDIN: Just for sake of time.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I apologize, I'll be brief.

MR. ZELDIN: I know we're going on a tangent here.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: TI'll be brief. There are much, much bigger
issues. And this particular issue has a material effect on the price
that the Ukrainian citizens pay in terms of tariffs, on the viability
of Naftogaz, which is a core state-owned enterprise. And this
particular entity has its very interesting arbitrage case in which they
are obligated to sell gas, but are not obligated to pay for that gas.

So if we're going to go after things that really matter, that would
seem to be one that we should go after. There are, I think, in the
defense sector, I think, again, corruption is endemic.

MR. ZELDIN: We're out of time, so I just want to give you a little
bit of rope to go on a tangent, but I know my colleagues have some more

questions, too. So you're acknowledging that Burisma and Zlochevsky
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did have a corruption issue, and that there was this issue with Hunter
Biden.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: To the best of my knowledge, Congressman.

MR. ZELDIN: But it wasn't corrupt enough for the President to --

LT. COL. VINDMAN: That's an interesting way to put it,
Congressman. I guess all I'msaying is that -- I guess the contention
is that, you know, there was an effort to fight corruption and, you
know, what's being investigated is something that's connected to a U.S.
citizen who's a son of a President -- or a Vice President and a future
contender for 2020. I guess, you know, I don't think -- certainly I'm
not the brightest guy in this room, but there seems to be
something -- some sort of connection there, there are much bigger
issues.

And my concern that I was expressing to my leadership within the
chain of command was specifically about this, these investigations,
and certainly the call for foreign power to investigate a U.S. citizen.

MR. ZELDIN: But did you vet that case as to whether or not there
was actual corruption with regards to the hiring of Hunter Biden?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I don't have any specific knowledge of this,
Congressman, but, you know, my understanding is that, you know,
power -- again, I'mnot the smartest guy, but that power and prominence
oftentimes translates to wealth and opportunities for, you know, for
individuals and for their offspring.

MR. ZELDIN: Are you aware of whether or not Hunter Biden was

qualified for that position?
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LT. COL. VINDMAN: From what I understand, it doesn't look like
he was.

MR. CASTOR: Mr. Perry.

MR. PERRY: Thanks, Colonel, and congratulations on ascension to
the War College. I guarantee you it will probably feel like it's
lasting longer than this when you're there. Out of curiosity, when
did you -- it says on page 1 of your opening statement, you served at
the embassy in Ukraine. What year or years were you there?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So in Ukraine, as a Foreign Area Officer, you
go through an extensive training pipeline. I'm not sure if you're
familiar with the program. In that program you learn language, you
go to graduate school, they sent me, free of charge, to Harvard, and
then you get to do something called in-country training, regional
immersion. And I did that following language. So 2009 to 2010 before
going on to graduate school.

MR. PERRY: So 2009 to 2010?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Summer of 2009 to 2010.

MR. PERRY: Thank you. You're aware that a major benefactor to
President Zelensky is this guy, Zlochevsky, who is tied to Burisma,
are you not?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: 1I'm, frankly, not aware of that fact. There
are more problematic individuals that we've actually raised for
leadership to engage on. There's a gentleman named Kolomoisky who is
a media magnet and owns the movie -- the TV channel that was backing

President Zelensky as he was advancing his campaign. And the most
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pressing issue is whether President Zelensky is in fact supporting
activities of Kolomoisky. The gentleman, Burisma, and these other
connections, I'm not aware of them with President Zelensky.

MR. PERRY: Okay. I need to truncate my questions apparently.
Let me move on to something else here. You said in previous rounds
that you didn't think -- I don't want to put words in your mouth, but
this is my recollection, so if you want to correct it and make it your
own, I encourage you to do it.

You said in previous rounds that you didn't think it was
appropriate that officials, whether it was Sondland or others, should
reference investigations when there were none being conducted. Is
that about right? I remember something to that effect.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So, Congressman, I think maybe the more
appropriate way to phrase this is that I didn't think it was appropriate
for government officials to act on and advance the narrative of these
influencers that were operating counter to the consensus policy for
Ukraine, and I didn't think it was appropriate to advance -- to interact
with them or advance those interests.

MR. PERRY: Okay. So, yet, no problem then with officials
referencing the investigations, whether it was Sondland or anyone else?
Because I remember you saying that, I just -- it's not in your opening
statement, but I'm pretty sure you said something to that effect and
I just want to clarify that.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So if you're referring to the point in my

statement where I identified Ambassador Sondland, this is page 5,
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second paragraph. Ambassador Sondland started to speak about Ukraine
delivering specific investigations in order to secure the meeting with
the President at which time Ambassador Bolton cut the meeting short.
Is that what we're talking about?

MR. PERRY: It could have been. I mean, I'm more interested in
your aversion to pursuing, talking about investigations --

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I understand.

MR. PERRY: -- as a matter of course in these discussions.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So I don't think that's an accurate
characterization, Congressman. What I would say is that what I had
an issue with, and maybe it's the military mindset. We had all come
together in various meetings and charted a course for Ukraine. We did
this through multiple efforts at the sub-policy coordinating committee
level with deputy assistant secretary equivalent, and then we confirmed
that approach at a PCC with assistant secretaries.

That means at that point everybody below -- everybody that you're
referring to, Sondland and Volker, fall within that level. And if we
agreed to move into a particular direction, I believe it would be
appropriate to move in that direction. If you're moving counter to
that then there's an issue. And this is I think something that Dr.
Hill also, you know, some concerns about.

MR. PERRY: Okay. Now, are you aware that there was a notice of
suspicion reported in open source reporting in April 2019 that an
investigation was or essentially what we would characterize as an

investigation based on what they call a notice of suspicion had been
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either reinstated or commenced regarding individuals, including
Zlochevsky?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Yeah. So the timing is -- I vaguely recall
this, but the timing is consistent with Mr. Lutsenko advancing a
self-servicing, self-promoting narrative -- a self-preserving
narrative to ensure that he was serving his current master's interest
and securing his position for his future master.

MR. PERRY: Right.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So the fact that, if I recall correctly, the
fact that the Ukrainian prosecutor general took this kind of action
to, again, you know, to what he thought was caterer to, you know, curry
favor doesn't surprise me.

MR. PERRY: But does that mean that there was no -- there was no
notice of suspicion that there was no investigation?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Congressman, I would bring your attention to
the fact that in, I want to say the May timeframe, Mr. Lutsenko recanted
and said that there was no such -- there was no substance or there was
nothing really to look into.

MR. PERRY: So you're saying there was no investigation?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Correct.

MR. PERRY: Okay. That's your testimony. Okay. I yield.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: As of the time the call occurred, the
July 10th, the incidents that I brought to -- I guess I voiced concern,
the 10th of July and the 25th of July there was no active investigation.

And, frankly, you know, I think I earlier said that there had not been
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an active investigation for years. You may have corrected me in terms
of pointing out that there was a short period of time in which this
prosecutor general, not credible individual, you know, tried to
resurface this narrative to protect himself, and then recanted very
shortly thereafter. So --

MR. PERRY: I yield.

BY MR. CASTOR:

Q Is there concern G
B :bout Kolomoisky's influence on Zelensky?

A There is.

Q Did that hold -- that concern, did that hold up any official
meetings or visits?

A It did not. As part of our policy of increasing engagement
and focusing on the areas I've already addressed, we thought it best
to, through engagement, coach, advise President Zelensky of the
concerns that were surrounding his relationship with Mr. Kolomoisky,
and have him realize that, you know, this is problematic for his, you
know, his platform and his persona as an anti-corruption reformer.
This was going to be problematic.

Frankly, now is this issue starting to get somewhat resolved in
that Mr. Kolomoisky owned an interest called PrivatBank from which he
stole $5.5 billion, and he was looking to do a couple of different
things. One, recoup that interest. Potentially, you know, eliminate
this idea of paying back the $5.5 million or looking for a couple of

compensation -- a couple of billion dollars in compensation after
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stealing $5.5 billion.

So we had concerns continuously that this relationship was
problematic. And, frankly, only recently have there been kind of the
right signals sent that, you know, Kolomoisky wasn't going to be able
to reacquire this interest and destabilize Ukraine and so forth. And
this is also, in fact, one of the key sticking points to the IMF
granting, you know, granting the next -- I apologize for the
term-of-art, but the next kind of -- the next loan package that's
supposed to run through several years. But, again, you know, I think
through engagement we've probably had some positive effects.

MR. CASTOR: Time's up.

THE CHAIRMAN: Colonel, I want to thank you for your testimony
today. I want to thank you for your service to the country. We're
grateful that we have such patriotic Americans, and we are adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 7:55 p.m., the deposition was concluded.]
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