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peniods, Manch and then again in Apni1, which nesulted in Ambassadon

Yovanovitch being recalled. So thene was an element in which

Ambassadon Yovanovitch proffened a no pnosecute list, which fnankly,

based on my expenience with hen, seemed pnepostenous.

Thene was the claim that, you know, this ludicnous claim of the

fact that she was embezzling funds, withholding some $4 million fnom

Lutsenko and the nefonm funds to nefonm the prosecuton genenal's

office. But neaIIy, frankly, aIl of this began because in the Manch

timefname, veny close to the Pnesidential election, Ambassadon

Yovanovitch became highly cnitical of Pnesident Ponoshenko and the

justice system because one of Poroshenko's closest aides, a memben of

the National Secunity and Defense CounciI, his son was implicated in

a connuption scandal in which they dnastically inflated the cost of

militany goods that wene then, you know, given to the

cash-stnapped -- that wene sold to the cash-stnapped Ministny of

Defense fon use on the fnont. The whole thing just was, you know, it

smelled nea1Iy notten.

MR. ZELDIN: Did youn sources, though, say that evenything was

false on just pants of it wene false?

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

MR. ZELDIN: lust so I undenstand what you mean when you say key

elements. Are you nefenning to evenything John Solomon stated on just

some of it?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: A11 the elements that I just laid out fon you.

The cniticisms of connuption wene fa1se.
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MR. ZELDIN: You mentioned

LT. COL. VINDMAN: t^Jene thene mone items in thene, fnankly,

Congnessman? I don't neca11. I haven't looked at the anticle in quite

some time, but you know, his gnamman might have been night.

MR. ZELDIN: Wene any of youn -- ane you saying that eveny

substantive statement made by John Solomon was false on are you

saying - -

MR. NOBLE: If you want to put the article in fnont of him so he

can neview it, then do that. But he just said he doesn't nememben.

MR. ZELDIN: WeI1, the last answer seems to indicate that

evenything othen than -- everything substantive was fa1se, I just

wanted to clanify.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I've been a little light-heanted about 8 houns

into this, so I apologize. Is this a necond?

Not yet. Okay. But anyway, I apologize, Congnessman. I joke

anound a littIe bit, so I apologize.

But as far as I necall, the key elements that Mn. Solomon put in

that stony that wene again proffered by Lutsenko, a completely

self-senving individual to save his own skin, and to advance the

intenest of the Pnesident, mone than like1y actually with the backing

of the Pnesident of Uknaine, and extnemely hanmful to Uknaine's own

intenests, all those elements, as fan as I neca11, wene false.

MR. ZELDIN: Okay. And I don't want you to nepeat any othen

answens, I was specifically asking about youn last comment, which was

funny, we a11 laughed. I just wanted to be c1ean. Are you saying that
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everything unrelated to gnammar and commas that youn sounces said wene

false ?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I think the most accurate way to do this is,

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

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

something in thene that's accunate.

MR. ZELDIN: Were any of youn sources outside of govennment?

MR. VOLKQV: lust to clanify, do you mean people on the media

on --

MR. ZELDIN: The refenence to authonitative sounces, Colonel

Vindman spoke about State Depantment and IC, I'm just wondening if any

of his authonitative sounces wene outside of government?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So the tnuly authonitative sounces would be

govennment -- govennmental folks that I tnust, they have a cleanance,

they have the depth analysis. In fact, I would use eveny available

data point to help infonm my assessments. So when I say that, I'm

talking about Uknainian language pness, U.S. pness, you know,

discussions with foneign officials, Uknainian on othen -- I'd use all

of this infonmation to develop a clear pictune of what was going on.

MR. ZELDIN: And on page 4 of the July 25th call transcnipt, the

middle panagnaph fnom Pnesident Zelensky. Towards the bottom of the

paragnaph, Pnesident Zelensky nefenences Ambassador Yovanovitch as,

quote, a bad Ambassadon. Says, quote: Her attitude towands me was

far fnom the best, that she admined the pnevious Pnesident and she was

on his side. She would not accept me as a new Pnesident well enough.
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End quote. Do you know what Pnesident Zelensky was basing that

position on?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I don't, and I didn't necessarily sense the

fact that she was nesistant to Pnesident Zelensky. I think, in

genenal, pnobably the bnoaden intenagency community that I kind of

chained on pulIed togethen had a mone consenvative view in tenms of,

you know, whethen Pnesident Ponoshenko was going to win on whethen

Pnesident Zelensky was going to win. She had an established a

nelationship with Pnesident Poroshenko, maybe that was penceived by

now President Zelensky that he didn't get adequate backing on something

of that natune.

As a matten of fact, as I'm talking thnough this, I rememben at

least two occasions in which the finst time she met with Pnesident

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

penception is obviously diffenent, but she offered a positive

assessment, and then subsequently, a couple weeks laten, she offened

anothen positive assessment mone so saying that he's a veny quick

Ieannen, you know, inexpenienced, but he's shanp.

MR. ZELDIN: Now, earlier you testified that as this pnocess

weans on, oun nelationship with Uknaine will be damaged. Is that

accunate ?

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

MR. ZELDIN: When you say as this pnocess weans on, ane you

nefenning to this impeachment inquiny?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Yes, Congnessman.
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MR. ZELDIN: Youn opinion is this impeachment inquiry is damaging

oun nelationship with Uknaine?

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

MR. ZELDIN: Where wene you late 2015, eanly 2016, what was youn

position, location at the time?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So one mone time, the timefname is what?

MR. ZELDIN: Late 2075, eanlY 2016.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So ane we talking about -- so I know whene I

was thnoughout that entire period, but we'ne talking pnobably Decemben

thnough Febnuary of 20116, is that the peniod you'ne inquiring about?

MR. ZELDIN: YCS.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So I was assigned to the staff of the Chainman

of the loint Chiefs as his Russia pol-militany officen. As fan as I

necall so let's see. Is that the time -- that could have

been -- that could have been supponting tnavel I would have to

double check the dates, but the chainman had engagements with his

countenpant, Gerasimov, and if I was out of the countny, it would be

fon that. But I think this is might still be eanly on in my tenune

and I was probably just in the bowels of the Pentagon somewhene.

MR. ZELDIN: Did you have Uknaine in youn pontfolio then?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: NO.

MR. ZELDIN: When did you -- nemind me, when did you take youn

position in change of the Uknaine portfolio at NSC?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: JuIY 2Ot8.

MR. ZELDIN: And who did you take it fnom?
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LT. COL. VINDMAN: I took it fnom a State Department staff

officen, and Congnessman, to be -- just to be completely fonthnight,

I was hined not to be -- to pick up Uknaine. I was actually hined

because of my expenience wonking Russia, putting together the

Depantment of Defense's militany stnategy fon Russia. That's why I

was hired.

But they needed somebody to coven Uknaine, Mo1dova, and Belanus,

and I said I was willing to do that. I had, you know, I was best

positioned out of the cohont of folks that wene coming in with the

knowledge, the backgnound knowledge and the language to be able to step

in and pick up that nole. So I said I'd be happy to do that.

MR. ZELDIN: You took oven the Uknaine pontfolio in July 2Ot8?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: CONNECt.

MR. ZELDIN: And you'ne scheduled to have it until about

July 202@?

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

MR. ZELDIN: Is that a typical 2-yean tenm?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Actua11y, I was initially hired for a yean,

and the Anmy wanted me to come back. Dn. HilI asked me to stay fon

a second yean, and I thought I could senve betten on the National

Security Council, so I stayed.

MR. ZELDIN: And who is the penson that you took oven the

Ukrainian pontfolio fnom?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Cathenine Cnoft. She was the last senion

advison to Ambassadon Volken.
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MR. ZELDIN: And how long of a tenm did she have with the Ukraine

portfolio?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I don't necall. I don't recaII. I think it

was either a 1 or 2-yean tenm. I think -- it was a 1-yean tenm.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Okay.

MR. ZELDIN: Eanlien you testified that it was not in the U.S.

national security intenests when the Pnesident bnought up

investigating intenfenence in the 2016 election and loe Biden and

Bunisma. Is that accunate?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Could you nestate that?

MR. ZELDIN: I believe eanlien in the day you testified that the

President nefenencing investigating intenfenence in the 2016 election

and loe Biden and Bunisma not to be in United States national secunity

intenests ?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Actually, I'd go back to my statement, and I'd

just nefer to my statement, which -- just looking at it hene. Whene

is it? So to be clean, and this remains my view to be consistent. I
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listened to the call in the Situation Room with my colleagues fnom the

NSC and Office of the Vice Pnesident, as the tnanscnipt is in the public

necond, we ane awane of what was said. I was concerned by the call.

I did not think it was pnopen to demand that a foneign govennment

lnvestigate a U.S. citizen, and I was wonnied about the implications

fon U.S. Govennment suppont to Uknaine.

I nealized that if Uknaine punsued an investigation into the

Bidens and Bunisma it would be intenpneted as a partisan play, which

undoubtedly would nesult in Ukraine losing the bipantisan suppont it

has thus fan maintained. This would undermine U.S. national security.

And then following the call I neponted to senion --

MR. ZELDIN: Investigating interfenence in the 2016 election

wasn't a nequest to investigate a U.S. citizen, connect?

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

MR. ZELDIN: And eanlien, as you wene speaking with Mn.

Malinowski, you wene talking about some of the allegations nelated to

Uknainian intenfenence in the 2016 election, connect?

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

MR. ZELDIN: I believe eanlien you wene answening questions fnom

Mn. Malinowski whene you wene talking about some of the allegations

neganding Uknainians intenfening in the 2016 election. Is that

connect ?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: What I apologize --

MR. ZELDIN: 0h, I'm sonny, he's not hene. Eanlien, though, you

wene answening questions fnom a Memben
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LT. COL. VINDMAN: Okay.

MR. ZELDIN: -- about some of the allegations that exist nelated

to Uknainians interfening in the 2015 election. Do you necaII that?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Yes. Was that the gentleman that kind of went

thnough the -- Ambassadon Chaly's statement?

MR. ZELDIN: Yes. I believe you spoke about Ambassadon Chaly's

statement and you're familian with the issue with the Black Ledgen and

Mn. Manafont?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: YCS.

MR. ZELDIN: Have you even heand of the name ?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I neven met this penson. I heand it in the

natune of this investigation unfolding.

MR. ZELDIN: And these ane some of the allegations that existed.

you're famitian with the investigation that Robent Muellen conducted

neganding interfenence in the 2016 election?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: The investigation --

MR. zELDIN: The special counsel investigation.

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

MR. ZELDIN: Do you believe that that investigation was in the

best intenest of the U.S. national security?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: YCS.

MR. ZELDIN: And if thene ane allegations reganding other

foneignens intenfening with the 2016 election, wouldn't that also be

in U.S. best -- wouldn't that also be in U.S. national secunity

intenest ?
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LT. COL. VINDMAN: Congnessman, I would say yes, but I also feel

obligated to say that I don't have anything to suggest that these wene

panticulanly cnedible allegations. But, fnankly, that's not even why

I followed up. As I said in my statement, I was concenned about the

call to investigate a U.S. citizen by a foneign powen.

MR. ZELDIN: You wenen't concenned about the request that the

Pnesident made with negand to the 2016 elections?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I don't think thene was a huge amount of

substance to substantiate it, but that's not the element that was

panticulanly tnoubling. The element that was tnoubling is the element

that I've, you know, stated nepeatedly hene now, that it was a foreign

powen investigating -- a foneign powen that doesn't have an entinely

cnedible justice system, yet, they are stniving to move in that

dinection. Fnankly, any foneign powen to advance its own national

security intenest could do whatever they think they need to, but in

this case it was a concenn about a call fon foneign powen to investigate

a U.S. citizen.

MR. ZELDIN: So just to be cIear, youn concenn was about

the -- was about one investigation not both investigations. It was

with negand to Bunisma -- the Bunisma investigation as opposed to an

investigation neganding the 2016 election?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Congnessman, you know, I guess I'd have

to -- if we'ne pansing 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 sepanate

investigations, but basically one -- you know, when thene's a call fon
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investigations, I undenstood it to mean both elements because that was

the nannative that had evolved and that was the nanrative that was out

thene that was being promoted by Mn. Giuliani.

And, you know, I guess I could spend some time thinking about which

element bothened me mone, I think it's the investigation of a U.S.

citizen. But I also, Congnessman, I could say that in my -- as the

dinector for Uknaine handling this pontfolio fon the National Secunity

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

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

Uknainians noot out connuption in genenal, implementing nefonms. We

at that point had been neponting consistently that the Uknainians were

making headway. That, you know, it's above my pay gnade, that's what

the Pnesident wants to do, I guess, you know, it's his prenogative.

But I'm going back to what I said in the statement was that the

investigation -- what I thought warnanted at least a communication with

the lead counsel was the call to investigate the U.S. citizen.

MR. ZELDIN: But youn notes fnom the July 25th ca1I, you believe

that Pnesident Zelensky nefenned to Bunisma in nesponse to the

Pnesident's nefenence to Biden?

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

MR. ZELDIN: And Bunisma is a natunal gas pnoducen in Ukraine that

was investigated fon connuption. Connect?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: My undenstanding is, Yes, it was.

MR. ZELDIN: Run by a Uknainian oligarch investigated fon

connuption ?
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LT. COL. VINDMAN: That is my undenstanding, Congnessman.

MR. ZELDIN: Paying the son of the sitting Vice President at least

$50,0@o a month?

MR. ZELDIN: Connect? Is that youn undenstanding?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Congnessman, that's all accunate. But I

guess if we're going down this noad, thene ane muLtiple entities in

Uknaine that ane connupt. Fnankly, some of them much biggen. Thene's

an entity that's being nun by Firtash, it's called the Ob1igaz, in this

panticulan entity, and this is something that we've been stnuggling

with in onden to get -- help Uknaine achieve enengy independence and

MR. ZELDIN: Just fon sake of time.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I apologize, I'11 be bnief.

MR. ZELDIN: I know we'ne going on a tangent hene.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I'11 be bnief. There ane much, much biggen

issues. And this panticulan issue has a matenial effect on the pnice

that the Uknainian citizens pay in tenms of tariffs, on the viability

of Naftogaz, which is a cone state-owned entenpnise. And this

panticulan entity has its veny interesting arbitnage case in which they

are obligated to sell gas, but ane not obligated to pay for that gas.

So if we'ne going to go aften things that neally matten, that would

seem to be one that we should go after. Thene ane, I think, in the

defense secton, I think, again, connuption is endemic.

MR. ZELDIN: We'ne out of time, so I just want to give you a little

bit of nope to go on a tangent, but I know my colleagues have some mone

questions, too. So you'ne acknowledging that Bunisma and Zlochevsky
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did have a cornuption issue, and that thene was this issue with Hunten

Biden.

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

MR. ZELDIN: But it wasn't cornupt enough fon the Pnesident to --

LT. COL. VINDMAN: That's an intenesting way to put it,

Congnessman. I guess all I'm saying is that -- I guess the contention

is that, you know, thene was an effont to fight cornuption and, you

know, what ' s being investigated is something that ' s connected to a U. S.

citizen who's a son of a Pnesident -- on a Vice Pnesident and a future

contender for 202@. I guess, you know, I don't think -- centainly I'm

not the brightest guy in this noom, but thene seems to be

something -- some sont of connection thene, there ane much biggen

issues.

And my concenn that I was expressing to my leadership within the

chain of command was specificalty about this, these investigations,

and centainty the call for foneign powen to investigate a U.S. citizen.

MR. ZELDIN: But did you vet that case as to whethen or not thene

was actual connuption with negands to the hiring of Hunten Biden?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I don't have any specific knowledge of this,

Congnessman, but, you know, my undenstanding is that, you know,

powen -- again, I'm not the smartest guy, but that powen and pnominence

oftentimes tnanslates to wealth and oppontunities for, you know, fon

individuals and fon thein offspning.

MR. ZELDIN: Ane you awane of whethen or not Hunten Biden was

qualified fon that position?
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LT. COL. VINDMAN: Fnom what I undenstand, it doesn't look like

he was.

MR. CASTOR: Mn. Penny.

MR. PERRY: Thanks, Co1one1, and congnatulations on ascension to

the Wan Co11ege. I guanantee you it will pnobably feel like it's

lasting longen than this when you'ne thene. Out of cuniosity, when

did you - - it says on page 1 of your opening statement, YoU senved at

the embassy in Uknaine. What yean on yeans were you thene?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So in Ukraine, as a Foneign Anea Officen, you

go through an extensive training pipeline. I'm not sune if you'ne

familian with the pnognam. In that pnognam you learn language, you

go to gnaduate school, they sent me, fnee of change, to Hanvand, and

then you get to do something called in-countny tnaining, negional

immension. And I did that following language. So 2@@9 to 20L0 befone

going on to gnaduate school.

MR. PERRY: SO 2@@9 tO 2OLO?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Summer of 2O@9 to 2@tO.

MR. PERRY: Thank you. You'ne awane that a majon benefacton to

Pnesident Zelensky is this guy, Zlochevsky, who is tied to Bunisma,

ane you not?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I'm, fnankly, not awane of that fact. Thene

ane mone problematic individuals that we've actually naised fon

leadenship to engage on. Thene'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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pnessing issue is whethen Pnesident Zelensky is in fact supporting

activities of Kolomoisky. The gentleman, Bunisma, and these othen

connections, I'm not awane of them with Pnesident Zelensky.

MR. PERRY: Okay. I need to tnuncate my questions appanently.

Let me move on to something else hene. You said in previous nounds

that you didn't think -- I don't want to put wonds in youn mouth, but

this is my recollection, so if you want to connect it and make it youn

own, I encourage you to do it.
You said in pnevious nounds that you didn't think it was

appnopniate that officials, whethen it was Sondland on othens, should

nefenence investigations when thene wene none being conducted. Is

that about night? I nememben something to that effect.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So, Congressman, I think maybe the mone

appnopniate way to phnase this is that I didn't think it was appnopniate

fon govennment officials to act on and advance the nanrative of these

influencens that wene openating counten to the consensus policy fon

Uknaine, and I didn't think it was appropniate to advance -- to interact

with them on advance those intenests.

MR. PERRY: Okay. So, yet, no pnoblem then with officials

nefenencing the investigations, whether it was Sondland on anyone else?

Because I rememben you saying that, I just -- it's not in youn opening

statement, but f'm pnetty sure you said something to that effect and

I just want to clanify that.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So if you'ne nefenning to the point in my

statement where I identified Ambassador Sondland, this is page 5,
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seqond panagnaph. Ambassadon Sondland stanted to speak about Ukraine

delivening specific investigations in onden to secune the meeting with

the Pnesident at which time Ambassadon Bolton cut the meeting shont.

Is that what we'ne talking about?

MR. PERRY: It could have been. I mean, I'ffi mone intenested in

your avension to punsuing, talking about investigations

LT. COL. VINDMAN: I undenstand.

MR. PERRY: -- as a matten of counse in these discussions.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So I don't think that's an accunate

chanactenization, Congnessman. What I would say is that what I had

an issue with, and maybe it's the militany mindset. We had all come

togethen in vanious meetings and chanted a counse fon Uknaine. We did

this thnough multiple effonts at the sub-policy coondinating committee

level with deputy assistant secnetany equivalent, and then we confinmed

that approach at a PCC with assistant secnetanies.

That means at that point evenybody below - - everybody that you'ne

referning to, Sondland and Volken, fall within that Ievel. And if we

agneed to move into a panticulan dinection, I believe it would be

appnopniate to move in that direction. If you'ne moving counten to

that then thene's an issue. And this is I think something that Dr.

Hill a1so, you know, some concenns about.

MR. PERRY: Okay. Now, ane you.awane that thene was a notice of

suspicion neponted in open sounce neponting in Apnil 2019 that an

investigation was on essentially what we would chanactenize as an

investigation based on what they call a notice of suspicion had been

UNCLASSIEIED



338
UNCLASS I FIED

eithen neinstated on commenced neganding individuals, including

Zloc hevs ky ?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Yeah. So the timing is -- I vaguely neca11

this, but the timing is consistent with Mn. Lutsenko advancing a

self-senvicing, self-pnomoting nannative a self-pnesenving

narnative to ensune that he was senving his cunnent master's interest

and secuning his position fon his futune masten.

MR. PERRY: Right.

LT. COL. VINDMAN: So the fact that, if I necall connectly, the

fact that the Uknainian pnosecutor genenal took this kind of action

to, again, yoU know, to what he thought was catenen to, you know, cunny

favon doesn't sunpnise me.

MR. PERRY: But does that mean that thene was no -- thene was no

notice of suspicion that thene was no investigation?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: Congnessman, I would bning youn attention to

the fact that in, I want to say the May timefname, MF. Lutsenko recanted

and said that thene was no such -- thene was no substance or there was

nothing neaIly to look into.

MR. PERRY: So you'ne saying thene was no investigation?

LT. COL. VINDMAN: CONNCCI.

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

LT. COL. VINDMAN: As of the time the call occunned, the

July 10th, the incidents that I bnought to -- I guess I voiced concenn,

the 10th of July and the 25th of July thene was no active investigation.

And, fnankly, you know, I think I eanlien said that thene had not been
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an active investigation fon years. You may have cornected me in tenms

of pointing out that thene was a shont peniod of time in which this

prosecuton genenal, not cnedible individual, you know, tried to

nesunface this nannative to pnotect himself, and then necanted very

shontly theneaften. 5o --

MR. PERRY: I yieId.

BY MR. CASTOR:

a Is there concern

I about Kolomoisky's influence on Zelensky?

A Thene is.

a Did that hold -- that concenn, did that hold up any official
meetings on visits?

A It did not. As pant of oun policy of increasing engagement

and focusing on the aneas I've already addnessed, we thought it best

to, thnough engagement, coach, advise President Zelensky of the

concenns that wene sunnounding his nelationship with Mn. Kolomoisky,

and have him nealize that, you know, this is pnoblematic fon his, you

know, his platfonm and his pensona as an anti-cornuption nefonmen.

This was going to be pnoblematic.

Fnankly, now is this issue stanting to get somewhat nesolved in

that Mr. Kolomoisky owned an intenest called PnivatBank from which he

stole $5.s billion, and he was looking to do a couple of diffenent

things. One, necoup that intenest. Potentially, you know, eliminate

this idea of paying back the $S.s mittion on looking for a couple of

compensation -- a couple of billion dollans in compensation aften
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stealing $5.5 billion.

So we had concerns continuously that this nelationship was

problematic. And, fnankly, only necently have there been kind of the

night signals sent that, you know, Kolomoisky wasn't going to be able

to neacquine this intenest and destabilize Uknaine and so fonth. And

this is aIso, in fact, one of the key sticking points to the IMF

gnanting, you know, gnanting the next I apologize fon the

tenm-of-ant, but the next kind of -- the next loan package that's

supposed to nun thnough sevenal years. But, again, you know, I think

thnough engagement we've pnobably had some positive effects.

MR. CASTOR: Time's up.

THE CHAIRMAN: Colone1, I want to thank you for youn testimony

today. I want to thank you fon your senvice to the countny. We'ne

gnatefut that we have such patriotic Amenicans, and we ane adjourned.

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

UNCLASSIFIED


