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- So I'll just go on the record here at 10:03 a.m., and say good

morning.

This is a deposition of Ross Worthington conducted by the House Select
Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol pursuant to
House Resolution 503.

Mr. Worthington, thank you for joining us by Webex.

If could please just state your full name and spell your last name for the record.

The Witness. Ross Worthington, W-o-r-t-h-i-n-g-t-o-n.

_ Thank you.

And if you could please raise your right hand, we'll swear you in for the
deposition.

The Reporter. Do you swear or affirm the testimony you're about to provide in
this deposition, under penalty of perjury, shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing
but the truth?

The Witness. |do.

_ Thank you, Mr. Worthington.

This will be a staff-led deposition, but members of the committee, of course, may
join and choose to ask questions. And I'll note for the record that Mrs. Murphy is with
us this morning.

Thank you for joining us.

My name is_ I'm a senior investigative counsel. And joining me
here in the room where | am are, to my left, is -Who is chief investigative

counsel. To my right is- who is a senior investigative counsel. And to

- right is - who is an investigative counsel.
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Also joining us by Webex is- a senior investigative counsel, and then

various staff and the court reporters.

Now, we'll follow the House deposition rules that we provided you and your
attorneys as part of the subpoena package, and under those rules, you are permitted to
have an attorney or attorneys with you today. And | see that you are in the room with
one of your attorneys, Mr. Burlingame.

So at this time, Mr. Burlingame, can you please introduce yourself and your
colleagues and spell your names for the record.

Mr. Burlingame. Sure, happy to. My name is John Burlingame,
B-u-r-I-i-n-g-a-m-e, representing Mr. Worthington. With me in the room are my
colleagues, also representing Mr. Worthington, James Randolph Evans, E-v-a-n-s, and
Daniel Delnero, D-e-I-n-e-r-o.

And -, as we discussed beforehand, as part of this deposition, I'd

appreciate making part of the record my February 9th, 2022, letter to you and

_We'II do that. We'll mark it as exhibit 69. It will be part of the

record. Thank you.

So before we begin, Mr. Worthington, we'll go over a few ground rules.

There is an official reporter, as you've now seen, transcribing the record of the
deposition, as well as a video is being taken of the deposition. It's being recorded.

The reporter is also joining us by Webex. And for her benefit and the benefit of
the record, if you could please wait before you begin answering each question until the
guestion is complete, and we will do the same and wait until you're done responding
before asking the next question.

Similarly, the reporter can't record nonverbal responses such as shaking your
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head. And soif we ask a question, if you shake or nod your head, excuse us, but we'll
ask you to and say yes or no or otherwise explain. Okay?

Additionally, if you refer to a name that we're not familiar with or an acronym, we
may ask you to spell that, and that's only for the benefit of the reporter and the record.

The Witness. Okay.

_ We ask that you provide complete answers based on your best
recollection. If the question is not clear, just ask us and we'll do our best to rephrase so
it is clear for you. If you don't know the answer, just say so.

If you need a break, whether for comfort or to confer with Mr. Burlingame and his
colleagues in private, just let us know. We're happy to accommodate. You can go off
camera, you can turn off your microphone and go on mute, and we'll give you the time
that you need to confer or just take the break.

My estimation of this, it will likely take a few hours for us to get through the
deposition. So we'll try to take breaks roughly every hour or so if you're amenable, and
if you want to keep going, we're happy to do that as well. But just let us know.

Throughout the deposition, we'll be directing your attention to exhibits. These
are exhibits we provided by Dropbox last night, most of which came from your
production, which we appreciate.

But what we'll do is have a colleague show the exhibits on screen, and hopefully
you're able to see them, and we can zoom in as you see fit to focus on particular parts.

So we'll try that out right now and see if you can see it with exhibit 1.

Are you able to see that, Mr. Worthington?

The Witness. |am.

- Okay. And so for the record, exhibit 1, that is a subpoena to you

issued by the select committee and pursuant to which you're appearing here today and
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produce documents.

So as we go on with our questions, you may only refuse to answer a question to
preserve a privilege recognized by the select committee. If you refuse to answer a
guestion based on a privilege, we may either proceed with the deposition or seek a ruling
from the chairman of the committee. And if the chairman overrules such an objection,
you are required to answer.

| also want to remind you, as we do all withesses, that it is unlawful to deliberately
provide false information to Congress.

And since this deposition is under oath, providing false information could result in
criminal penalties, to include for perjury and/or providing false statements.

Is that all clear?

The Witness. Yes.

- Any questions or issues we should address before we proceed?

The Witness. No.

y

Q  Mr. Worthington, how old are you?

EXAMINATION

A I'm 33 years old.
Q  And what is your current occupation?
A | am a -- | have a consulting firm.

Q  Andis it right that you served in President Trump's administration for some
period of years?
A Yes, | served in the administration.

Q  What year did you join, and what was your role when you joined?
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A | joined in 2017, and | helped set up the speechwriting shop.

Q  Priorto joining the administration, what had been your last occupation or
job before that?

A Before going to the White House, | worked for Newt Gingrich.

Q In aspeechwriting capacity?

A | worked for Newt in a writing capacity.

Q  And how long -- is it right that you stayed in the Trump White House to the
end, through January of 20217

A | was there through January 20th.

Q  Andthroughout that time, did you remain in the speechwriting office, so to
speak, for all 4 years?

A Yeah, | was in the speechwriting office for the whole time.

Q  And what was your title, or titles, throughout your tenure in the White
House?

A At first my title was special assistant to the President and adviser for policy,
strategy, and speechwriting. And at some point, | became deputy assistant to the
President and adviser for policy, strategy, and speechwriting.

Q  And were those the last titles you had up and through January of 2021 when
you left?

A That was the last title | had, yeah.

Q  Okay. Now, was there a particular name or official name for the office for
speechwriting? | don't know if there is, but was there a way you would refer to it?

A Well, | think we called it the speechwriting office. Technically,

organizationally, the speechwriting office was part of the office for the senior adviser for

policy.
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Q  And who was the senior adviser for policy that you served under? And
we're focusing on -- I'll focus us on November of 2020 through January of 2021, in that
timeframe.

A The senior adviser for policy was Stephen Miller.

Q Andsoin your role, did you directly report to Mr. Miller?

A | reported directly to Miller.

Q  Did you have a dotted-line reporting to anyone above Mr. Miller or

otherwise within the White House?

A

Q

supervisor.

I'm not sure what that means.
Sometimes people talk about a direct line. Stephen Miller was your direct

Was there somebody else who you would report to in the chain of

command or you'd only go through Mr. Miller?

A
Q
A

Q

| mean, we reported directly to Miller.
Okay. And did you have people who reported to you?
The speechwriting office, yes, | had people who reported to me.

And were you effectively in charge of the speechwriting office, or was

another of your colleagues who was?

A

| have a -- had a colleague, Vince Haley, who | think | would say we sort of

co-ran the speechwriting office.

Q

A
Q
A

Q

Were these under --

Under Stephen.

And how do you spell Mr. Haley's last name?
H-a-l-e-y.

Thank you.

And was Mr. Haley serving as, I'll call the co-head of the speechwriting office,
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between November of 2020 and January of 2021?

A Yes. Vince had a very similar position to mine.

Q  And how many people were serving in the office under the two of you as
members of the speechwriting office?

A I'm not sure the exact number. Several -- we had several writers working
for us and a couple of researchers, and at times we had interns.

Q I'll say a few names because they show up in your documents, and | think it
will be helpful for us to know who they are, just on the front end.

One of the people we see is William Bock, | think, the IV. Do you know Mr. Bock?

A Yes, | know Will Bock.

Q In what role was he within the speechwriting office, and if so, what role or
title did he have?

A Will Bock was a researcher in the office. I'm not sure what his exact title
was.

Q  And again, I'm focusing on the time November of 2020 to January of 2021.
So he was there during that timeframe?

A Will Bock worked in the office during that time.

Q And then Patrick MacDonnell? And that's M-a-c-D-o0-n-n-e-I-I.

A Yes.

Q  And who was he?

A Patrick was a writer for us.

Q  Robert Gabriel? That's G-a-b-r-i-e-l.

A Robert Gabriel was Stephen Miller's, | would say, aide.

Q  Did he have a role within the speechwriting office or an official role, so to

speak?
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A Robert worked directly for Stephen, but he often facilitated a lot of things
for speechwriting, yeah.

Q  Understood.

A gentleman by the name of Ted Royer? R-o-y-e-r.

A Ted was a speechwriter.

Q  Andthen Anthony Dolan, D-o-l-a-n?

>

Tony worked in the speechwriting office as an adviser.

Q Toyouand Mr. Haley or who was he advising?

A Tony advised Vince and me and Stephen, and in general he was there
for bounce ideas off of, that type of thing.

Q  Where was your office located? Were you in the West Wing, or were you
in the Executive Office Building?

A My office was, | think, 133 EEOB. It was the first floor of the EEOB in
the -- on the far side.

Q  And was Mr. Haley also in the EEOB with you?

A Vince and | shared an office.

Q  And the rest of the team, other than Mr. Miller, were they all based in the
EEOB as well, on the speechwriting team?

A Yes.

Q  Andduring the time period of November of 2020 to January of 2021, as a
general matter, were you all coming into the office to work in person?

A What was the timeframe?

Q  November of 2020 to January of 2021.

A | would say that during that time most people were coming into the office.

Some people may have stayed home some days. But that was the general practice, was
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togoin.

Q  Okay. Andjustto give you a sense of where we are, Mr. Worthington, I'd
like to just take a few minutes to talk about, if it makes sense, the standard process for
speechwriting that you worked under. And then I'll pass it off to- who will
take over, kind of focusing on the timeframe of November, roughly, of 2020 up through
January 6th. And then I'll come back into the picture, okay?

A Okay.

Q  So again just to frame that, though, it would be helpful to talk on the front
end about the standard process.

A Okay.

Q I'm going to come at it with no experience having done speechwriting, so
just work with me here to try to understand what your job was like.

So when it came to any particular speech, how would assighments be given to you
in your office? How would those come down to you?

A We generally found out about speeches by -- | mean, there were several
ways. We attended scheduling meetings, either Vince or | would attend a scheduling
meeting, and we would track speeches as people were considering whether to have
them. And sometimes they would happen and sometimes they wouldn't. And then
other times we would find out from various components that a speech had been
scheduled.

Q  Andinterms of the direction you would be given, when you knew a speech
was going to take place or believed it was going to take place, what sort of direction
would be provided to the office of speechwriting about the themes or the facts or
direction for how to draft it? How would that work?

A You're talking about in general over the course of the administration?
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Q  Right. Justasageneral matter, how that process would work.

A We would generally solicit input from whoever we interpreted to be the
equities involved in that speech and try to understand what they were trying to
accomplish. And then we would try to help them get a draft that would be what we
thought the President wanted to say, provided what those people had in mind.

Q  Andwas it typical at the beginning of this process to have input from the
President about what he wanted to say, or would that typically come later in the process
in terms of his input into the drafting?

A | would say it varied depending on the speech how much input we got. But
as a general matter, the President liked to review a draft.

Q Interms of gathering facts, if it was going to be a factual speech, how would
the office go about doing that?

A We would -- a couple ways. To gather facts, we would often solicit facts
and arguments, et cetera, from other -- from whatever equities were involved in the
speech, what a component had, for instance.

And then, depending on how fulsome that was, we would sometimes have our
researchers also pull together what they thought was appropriate with some input from
us.

Q  Andthen if researchers pulled together facts, if what you got from the
equities partners weren't as fulsome, would the facts that the researchers pulled together
go through a vetting process for accuracy with the equities partners, or how would that
work?

A Well, as you're probably familiar, there's a staff secretary process in the
White House. So for every speech, every component gets a circulation of the draft of

that speech. And as part of that process, the comms staff also had a research team that
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would do -- that would generally do a fact-check.

Q |Isee. Sointerms of drafting the speech, when you would get the
assignment, how would that be delegated within the office? Would you or Mr. Haley
take primary responsibility? Or how would that work?

A | would say how we assigned speeches really depended on the speech. In
general, speeches would be assigned to a writer and they would do a draft, and then we
would edit it.

Q  And the nuts and bolts of editing, would you use -- because, again, it will
come up in talking about some of the speeches -- would you use a live editing platform,
like Google Docs, where people are going in and can change it at the time, or would you
keep version control? How would that work?

A For official speeches, we drafted them on our official computers.

Q |Isee. Andsojust versions through that, they wouldn't be live edited in
Google Docs or something to that effect, for official speeches?

A In general, no, we didn't, no, we didn't use that.

Q  And so you've talked about the staff secretary review process. Before it got
to that process, Mr. Worthington, would you take drafts up to Mr. Miller for his review, or
how would that work generally?

A We, as part of the editing process, we would -- yeah, we would generally
send a speech or physically go over a speech with Stephen before the circulation.

Q  Andthen once it went through the staff secretary process, would it come
back to you to finalize a speech, or what happened after that, as a general matter?

A As a general matter, once we got a circulation back, we -- either Vince or me
or Stephen -- or Vince or | or Stephen, and sometimes a collectivity of the three of us,

would adjudicate the edits, or make any follow-ups with certain components to
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understand what their feedback was.

Q  And once that process was adjudicated and finalized, where would the draft
speech go from there?

A After the circulation, the speech -- and sometimes during the circulation as
well -- the speech would be delivered by, generally, staff secretary to the President -- or
to the President's office.

Q How would you get feedback from the President on speeches as a general
matter? In person? Handwritten notes? Delivered through somebody else? How
would that work?

A The President provided feedback and edits to drafts, sometimes handwritten
on the printout, sometimes verbally, sometimes through others, like telling someone to
tell us something.

Q  Okay. Soitjustdepended on the speech and the circumstances, no routine
practice?

A Well, what I've described, that was the routine practice.

Q  Sure.

A Yeah.

Q  Okay. Interms of, would you be involved with the office of speechwriting
in helping the President practice his speeches if he did practice them?

A To the extent that the President practiced speeches, sometimes | would be
present.

Q Andonthe day that the President would deliver a speech, would you -- was
it the practice of the office of speechwriting to have someone there at the delivery or be
involved on the day of, or how would that work?

A We generally tried to have someone from speechwriting at the delivery of
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every speech.

Q  And for what purpose?

A The reason we had people there, | mean, many reasons, to hear how it went,
in case he had last-minute edits. | mean, it's just -- that was our job.

Q  Interms of a teleprompter, would the President often use a teleprompter to
deliver his remarks?

A The President often used a teleprompter.

Q  Was it the responsibility of the office of speechwriting to run the
teleprompter, or was that another office?

A The teleprompter operation, there was a teleprompter operator, yeah.

Q  Within your office or within the Office of Advance, or how did that work,
whatever office it was?

A | don't know exactly what office the teleprompter operator reported to. |
didn't think of him as working for me. | thought of him as working for the President, but
we were colleagues.

Q  Understood.

And so you referred earlier to how this process worked for what you called official
speeches. That's what you've been describing?

A Yes. Everything I've said is generally how we approached official speeches.

Q  Allright. AndI'll just use the opposite of that for, | guess, unofficial
speeches, or how do you draw the line between what's an official and, say, an unofficial
speech? And how would your process differ for unofficial?

A For political speeches, we understood from the White House counsel's office
that commissioned officers of the President were allowed to work on official speeches.

So generally the people who would do that would be me and Vince and Stephen,
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although there were other commissioned writers who would sometimes help.

Q  For political speeches, you're saying?

A Correct.

Q  Okay. Andinterms of your process, was your process different for political
speeches, and if so, how?

A | would say in general, as a general matter, for political speeches, there was
less interest of various White House components, yeah, to provide input. So generally
political speeches were rallies.

Q  Still would you involve Mr. Miller in the review process? He'd be looking at
the drafts before they were finalized and escalated to the President?

A Miller would always go over speech drafts.

Q  And so for the 2020 reelection campaign, and understanding for political
speeches or rallies there were fewer components within the White House who would
review, who within the campaign, as a general matter, would review the speeches you
would draft, if anyone?

A | would say that for the campaign we would get feedback sometimes from
Jason Miller, maybe Tim Murtaugh. Those are the names that stick out.

Q  And would the researchers and other speechwriters on your staff, were they
also able to assist and help you with that process for political speeches?

A The researchers would -- some of the researchers would volunteer to help
with political speeches, yeah.

Q  Andinterms of the use of government devices versus personal devices, for
the political speeches, was it your practice to use -- you could use your personal devices,
computer and your phone?

A We tried to -- for political speeches, we would generally try drafting on our
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personal devices, to not use government resources.

There comes a point where we understood from the White House counsel's office
that things need to be transferred for them to do the staff secretary circulation and that
type of thing. It would happen for any speech, whether it's political or official. And at
that point, they would generally be moved up to the White House systems.

Q  The staff secretary review process, that also applied for the political
speeches, just as a general matter?

A As a general matter, the staff secretary process reviewed all speeches.

Q  And the again, nuts and bolts of drafting, for the political speeches, it sounds
like at least sometimes you might use Google Docs or kind of a live editing format,
whereas you might not do that for the official speeches. Is that fair?

A | would say we generally would use Google Docs for political speeches and
not for official speeches.

Q  This is little bit off in that | was going through just the process of you
collecting documents before -comes in, which won't take long.

But I'll stop here to see if anybody has any questions about the standard operating

procedure.

- Yeah. Could|? Justa couple things-before you turn it
over.
[

Q  Mr. Worthington, just a couple more questions about intra-White House
coordination.

You mentioned research, for example, would sometimes fact-check speeches.
Was that a sort of formal part of the process, or did you only circulate something to the

folks in research if there was a specific question that you needed to answer?
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A We had our own researchers who fact-checked everything, and White House
comms had their own researchers fact-check everything.

Q |Isee. Andsodid every official speech go through sort of both of those
channels, your own internal speechwriting researchers to check the accuracy of the facts
and then there was a second look from communications research?

A The idea would be that there was two looks at it, correct.

Q |see. Okay.

How about coordination with the press secretary and her operation? Was there
any coordination at all with the folks that were working on sort of the earned media
strategy or responding to press requests?

A We would occasionally talk to people in press. | wouldn't say it was a
constant practice.

Q  Okay. Were there meetings sort of regularly at which you and the
speechwriting team would talk about sort of things upcoming with the press folks, or with
research, or with the digital team? [|'m just trying to get a sense of sort of messaging,
writ large, and whether that was coordinated.

A There would be, on a regular basis, scheduling meetings, | believe, where all
components -- or most components would be represented. And that would be how we
would generally get an idea of what people had in mind and how they saw different
events.

Q  Okay. |appreciate that. It sounds like that was more logistical, though,
than substantive. In other words, was there a sort of, okay, we're going to start talking
about, election fraud, for example -- | think -going to get into the post-election
period -- and we're going to do it through press, and we're going to do it through digital,

and we're going to give three speeches on it?
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Was there any of that kind of strategy coordination during your time in that
position in the White House?

A Well, as a general matter, not related to the election, the scheduling
meetings that I've described, say it was going to be a healthcare speech, you'd have the
comms people there who'd have an idea. | mean, it was more than just purely logistical.

Q |Isee. Okay. Were --was Dan Scavino and his sort of digital team ever
play a similar role, sort of consultation about scheduling or speeches or messaging?

A | think at those meetings someone from digital would generally be there.

Q  Okay. And justtalk generally, if you could, about what digital -- what that
digital operation was like. What did they do, what were they generally responsible for?

A The digital team, they were responsible for the White House website. |
mean, video, social media, that type of thing.

Q |Isee. Sotheywere the ones responsible for social media for the
President's Twitter account, the official White House Twitter account, those kinds of
things?

A The President's Twitter, | don't know exactly the details of what digital's
office -- the digital office and all the people working there were involved in that. But,
yeah, | think you'd have to ask them for the details in that regard.

Q  Okay. Andthen did the President's or other White House Twitter accounts
ever make up sort of part of the basis of research that informed speeches? |n other
words, hey, it's been tweeted, so it's therefore a fact | can include in a speech, or you
would look to include in a speech? Woas that part of your calculus when you were
drafting or reviewing things?

A Speechwriting was certainly aware of the President's tweets, yeah.

Q  Andjust, Mr. Worthington, for example, if something had been tweeted or
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had been posted in the President's or an official Twitter account, was that a sufficient
basis for you to include it in a speech, or would that also need to get some separate
factual review?

A If the President tweeted something, that was an indication to us that that
was something that was on his mind or that he wanted to get out there.

| can't speak as a general matter whether -- | mean, as a general matter, we would
separately fact-check everything that was in a speech once it was written, once we had a
full draft.

Q  Yeah, and | appreciate that. I'm just trying to clarify whether the
fact-checking would stop at the verification being the President tweeted it or whether
there would be an underlying evaluation of whether it was accurate even if it had been
tweeted.

A | can't speak to that as a general matter. | mean, the fact-checkers, of
course, would know more about any particular decision. But, yeah, | think they would
always try to determine whether something is defensible.

Q  How about the chief of staff's office, did you have any contact with them,
with Mr. Meadows, or anybody that worked for him?

A We would occasionally, yeah, have contact with Meadows and people in his
office.

Q  Did he ever review speeches, get involved in evaluating messaging or the
accuracy of things in speeches?

A As a general matter, the chief of staff was on the circulations. We would
sometimes speak to him for input if there was a particular reason to, but we tried not to
bother him unnecessarily.

Q  Fair to say that all of these various components we've discussed -- press,
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communications, speechwriting -- all ultimately reported up to the chief of staff? He
was sort of in charge of all of these various intra-White House components?

A | don't know if | could speak to that as a general matter. That's sort of my
understanding of what the role of the chief of staff is, but | don't have really much beyond
that.

Q  Well, just what was your understanding as to sort of -- you said you reported
to Mr. Miller. Who did he report to?

A | thought it was -- yeah, Miller reported to the chief of staff and the
President.

Q  Okay. And then lastly, you mentioned that you got advice from the White
House counsel about the permissible boundaries of the Hatch Act, is that right, was the
White House counsel's office your source of information about those regulations?

A Yes, we had advice from the White House counsel about the Hatch Act.

Q Okay. And how did that -- what form did that take? Was that just sort of
a training when you were onboarded, or was that sort of an ongoing consultation, hey,
can | do this, or, I've been asked to do that? How did that work?

A | believe there was a briefing early on, but then as needed we would ask
them questions.

Q  Okay. Sothere was a process by which, Mr. Worthington, you could raise a
guestion if it arose, a fact-specific question, and get advice from somebody in the White
House counsel's office?

A Yes. We could solicit input from the White House counsel's office. And,
in addition, they were on every circulation of every speech.

Q Yeah. Ilguess|I'mjust --- again, is going to get into the -- sort of

the campaign or post-election period.
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Were there times when you went to the White House counsel with a specific
request, or you had an issue arise about something political and needed their advice?

A As | recall, our questions to the White House counsel were generally more
process-oriented.

Q  What do you mean process-oriented?

A Just about using our personal computers and things like that would be the
type of question we would try to check with them.

Q  Okay. Were there other lines you needed to draw when you were working
on political speeches, as opposed to official speeches, other than the use of a personal
device, like time spent, hours of the day, anything like that?

A | don't recall anything in particular, aside -- for commissioned officers -- aside
from trying to not use -- to minimize the use of government resources, except when really
necessary for -- in order to support the President in his capacity.

Q Yeah. Okay. Sogenerally, the only thing you would do differently, if it
was a political speech, would be the use of your personal email or device? There were
no other ways in which you differentiated that work?

A | would say | thought of political speeches as political.

Q How did that manifest in terms of how you approached your work on that
particular speech if it was political? s it just the same as every other, or were there
other things you did differently?

A | don't know. | think generally the process for doing a political speech was
similar in terms of, like, writing a speech.

Q  So you could write a political speech at 10 in the morning from your desk in
the White House? You could do anything you needed to do for a political speech other

than not use a White House device?



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

23

A | don't remember specific instructions in terms of the time of day. But,
yeah, just in general, what | remember doing was using my personal device. | think|
would even generally use my personal hotspot. Sometimes -- often | would do it at
home or at night. But there would be times when Vince and | would be together at the
office.

Q |Isee. Okay. And, Mr. Worthington, did you have, like, two computers in
your office, like, your White House computer on one side of your desk and your personal
computer on the other? Or were you using the same actual machine, just different
accounts, right, like email or -- accounts?

A No. |didn't have -- | had my personal laptop, which | would only generally
bring in if | needed it for some particular reason.

But as a general matter, | wasn't generally working on political speeches on work
computers, again, unless at the last minute.

Q Yeah. Okay.

_ All right. That's all | have. | know- going to get into
more of the post-election stuff.

_ I'll just cover the document issue, Mr. Worthington. And we're
running up on having gone 40 minutes, so maybe when |I'm done we take a break and

then we'll start With- How about that? Okay?

Mr. Burlingame. Sounds good.

- But thanks for working through this with us.
oY [

Q Andso as- was talking about -- and I'll preface this by saying,

John, as a team of experts, we've interfaced with them, they're all -- they're great. So

I'm not going to ask you technical questions about the document collection but just about
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your process and making sure that the things were searched that needed to be.

Was your, the laptop you talked about, did you make sure that that could be
searched for anything responsive to the subpoena?

A Are you talking about my personal laptop?

Q Yes. Yes.

A That laptop actually -- my personal laptop died sometime last spring, and |
gave it to them. But it was a Chromebook, so everything was on the cloud.

Q Understood. Okay. And soitsounds, like, then, what was on the cloud
available in your Google account was able to be searched by your attorneys? You
provided it to them so they could look for responsive documents?

A My understanding is that everything on the cloud was, yeah, available.

Q  Okay. Andwe've seen a Gmail account that you have. Was that the
personal email account you would use, through Gmail?

A My personal account is a Gmail account.

Q  Andthen also cell phone, just ending in the last four digits of -, is that
right?

A Yes.

Q  And it sounds -- from what we've seen, it looks like your lawyers were also
provided with your phone to search for anything responsive within it?

A My lawyers had my phone.

Q  Okay.

A Yes.

Q  There's reference in | think at least one of your text messages, as is normal
for folks we've talked to, to the use of the app Signal, at least on occasion. Is Signal

something you would use back in November of 2020 through January of 2021 that you
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can recall?

A Occasionally | would communicate with people on Signal.

Q Do you continue to have messages on your Signal app from back in that
timeframe, just as a general matter, or do you have it so that they disappear after a set
amount of time?

A | turned over the devices to the lawyers. So anything that was on there
that would be responsive, including on Signal, would have been turned over.

Q  Okay. Thankyou.

Mr. Burlingame. And, - let me just state that when he turned it over to his

lawyers, we turned off the automatic-delete function at that moment.

_ Okay. Understood.
sv I

Q  Allright. And then appreciating that, and just so the record's clear, were
there any other messaging applications you used, Mr. Worthington, that you can think of
that would have been on your phone other than the text or the Signal app?

A | don't think there were any other messaging applications that | can think of.

Q  Fair enough.

A Facebook Messenger would be installed on my phone, but | don't
communicate with Facebook Messenger as a general matter.

Q  Okay. Sothere are afew hard-copy documents that you provided. And
so just where -- did you keep those at home in a personal file and you just searched
through those to give them to your attorneys?

A The hard-copy documents were in a box at my mother's house.

Q  And because -- you have great handwriting, but still a little bit hard for us to

go through, and they're undated. And so we had asked John in advance of this morning
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if you could just take a look at ones that we've marked. And we'll go through those not
to get into substance, but just to help us, tell us what it refers to so that it can inform our
guestions as we go on, if at all. Okay?

And so I'll direct your attention first to exhibit 11, which starts at the Bates

number 2243. And if we can show it on the screen.

- Now, do you have a hard copy, John, with Mr. Worthington there?

Mr. Burlingame. |do.

Q  Okay. Solthink they were produced to us in, maybe, 2-page sets. And so
| don't -- Mr. Worthington, was this just one notebook and you were taking pages out, or
did you have loose-leaf pages in the box at your mom's house?

A | believe almost everything that was produced that was a hard copy was
from one, yeah, notebook.

Q  Okay. Andso presumably it would go in chronological order as you
progressed through the notebook, as a general matter?

A Yes. As ageneral matter, | would say | would, yeah, turn onto the next
page.

Q  Right. An old trick of the speechwriters.

We're going to go through them in order of the Bates number. So this is what
was produced to us. | don't know if they're in chronological order. If you could just
help us understand.

A Okay.

Q  Sothe first one we're looking at, exhibit 11, again, is 2243. It's a front and
a back of the page. Can you tell us what this generally is relating to? | imagine you had

seen these before, and that's why they were turned over as responsive.
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A | believe these are notes relating to the Georgia rally.
Q  Andis that the one the night of January 4th of 2021, before the runoff

election?

Mr. Burlingame. [I'msorry. What date did you say,-

Q | know there was a rally January 4th of 2021 in the evening, and that was the
night before the runoff on January 5th.

A There were two Georgia rallies, and | don't know from looking at this, but my
guess, if | had to guess, is that it's the first one.

Q  Okay. Andif you turn over to just the second page, 2244, does it look like
this all relates to, whichever of the rallies, it continues to be about Georgia onto the next
page, as best you can tell?

A This all looks like it's about Georgia to me.

Q  Andwas it part of your standard process to do handwritten notes like this, to
outline or otherwise put your thoughts down on paper, or would it depend on the
speech?

A It would depend on the speech what type of notes | would take.

Q  You mean whether you would do it in longhand, in writing, or whether you
would do it on the computer?

A | didn't generally write out a speech in longhand and paper, no.

Q  But would you draft an outline in longhand on paper before you started
typing?

A Occasionally | would do that.

Q  Okay. And we'll turn to the next one, which is exhibit 12. It will be on the

screen, but if you have it there, it's --
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_ Just to be clear, are these notes, Mr. Worthington, that you took as

you were preparing the speech or notes that you took as you were listening to the speech
that was ultimately delivered at that Georgia rally?
The Witness. These would have been notes, | believe, from discussions

preparing the speech.

- | see. Okay. Thanks.

-

Q  Andto exhibit 12, it starts with Bates number 2245, Again, it's a front and

a back, and the back page has material redacted.

Do you know what this relates to?

A This also looks like it's related to one of the Georgia rallies.

Q  Okay. Fairenough. Andonthe back page as well, from what you can
tell?

A | don't know the answer to that.

Q  Okay. Then moving to exhibit 13, starts at Bates number 2247, and it lists,
in numbered format, three speeches.

Do you know what these notes relate to?

A Which? We're talking about 2247 and not 2248? Just 22477

Q  Well, | don't know if they continue on. It looks like it's the front and back
page. Butstarton 2247. It looks like you're -- | don't know if you're talking about
three speeches that had already been given or --

A 2247 looks like it's referring to three speeches that might be upcoming.

Q  Might be upcoming. Okay. That helps.
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_ And then | would just note at the bottom of that first page, there's a
little arrow, bottom right.

The Witness. Yes.

_ Does that suggest to you that the next page was part of the same
document?

The Witness. Well, | don't know if these two pages were in the notebook
chronologically next to each other. But the arrow would often be something that I'd
write if we're going to flip over.

_ | guess | can ask John, do you know that you produced these so that
they're in sequential order out of the notebook [inaudible] the Bates number?

Mr. Burlingame. We'll have to -- during the break, I'll be happy to confirm that

foryou. |justdon't -- | want to be absolutely certain before | answer that, and I'll go

back and double-check, -

_ Understood.

_ | think they were produced to us as one document, which is why we

were thinking that they go together. But if you can check that, that'd be great.

Mr. Burlingame. Be happy to.
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Q  And understand at the top of the next page, it looks to say -- and you tell us
if we're wrong -- that it starts with "violence at the capitol"? Do you see that at the top
of 22487

A Yes.

Q  Or'"violence in the capitol," | should say.

Do you know what this is referring to, and when you would have written these
notes?

A The second page looks to me as though -- it's about the farewell address, |
believe.

Q In other words, the reference to violence in the Capitol is looking back at
what happened -- is a reference to January 6th that you're writing after the fact, not
beforehand?

A Yeah. |don't know why they're -- it's possible they're next to each other in
the notebook and | just hadn't written anything in the notebook. But the second page
looks to me like the farewell address.

Q  Then continuing on to exhibit 14, which we'll flash up, but | think you have
there, it starts with 2249,

Do you know what this is? | mean, | note about a third down, it looks like it says,
thank supporters and Secret Service. Is this also about the farewell address likely?

A | believe so. | believe it's about the farewell address.

Q  And same on the second page, if you can look at that, of that same exhibit?

A | believe these two pages are either about the farewell address or about the

goodbye at Andrews on the last day. But most likely the farewell.
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Q  Andthen, last one of the handwritten notes, exhibit 15, we'll put it on the
screen, but hopefully you have there. It starts at Bates number 2742. So it's got a later
Bates number, but | don't know if you were talking about a farewell address, is whether
this -- if you can tell what this is relating to.

A Okay. | believe this document is notes from much closer to the election.

Q | do note on the -- what makes you say that, can you tell? Is there anything
in particular you're seeing that keys you into that?

A Well, for one thing, we weren't talking about these things close to the
farewell. But, in particular, | think the reference at the end to talking to Matt Morgan
and Justin Clark --

Q And that -- understood.

- Sorry to interrupt, but | think that is a natural stopping place,
because | think that's Where-will pick up.

So | don't know if in the interim, John, if we take, say, a 10-minute break and come
back at 11:10, will that work?
Mr. Burlingame. Yeah, that'd work, and I'll try to confirm the order of this for
you. Going off the record,-l'd like to just raise something with you if that's okay.
_ Sure, yeah.
We're off the record at 10:57 a.m.

[Recess.]
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[11:14 a.m.]

- So we'll go back on the record.

Welcome back, Mr. Worthington and Mr. Burlingame. |I'm going to pass the
baton to my coIIeague-

Mr. Burlingame. Before we begin, consistent with our discussion right before
the break, let me try to clarify a few things with respect to Mr. Worthington's
handwritten notes.

The notes that we produced that were marked as exhibits, those were pages from
just a regular notepad, and I'm holding up just a notepad here. The notepads
themselves remain intact. In other words, we didn't tear out the pages from the

notepad as part of the copying process. So I'm able to put the sequence of these notes

in order for you if you would like, _

- That would be great if you can -- do you just want to do it by Bates

number?

Mr. Burlingame. Or exhibit number. What has been marked as exhibit 15, the
beginning Bates number is 02742 --

Mr. Burlingame. -- and those consist of two and a half pages of handwritten
notes. That is the first in order of the notepad.

Mr. Burlingame. The second in order was marked as exhibit 11, beginning Bates
No. 02243, and those are two pages.

_ Understood.

Mr. Burlingame. The next in order was marked as exhibit 12, Bates Nos. 02245
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and 02246.
Mr. Burlingame. The next in order is exhibit 13, and that is 02247. 02248 was
the next in order. That was a copying error. So Bates No. 02248 is a separate and later

entry on the notepad. There should have been produced to you accompanying 02247
another page, which | PDF'd to you during the break, -

- We just received it, so I'll have my coIIeague,-, we'll print it

out so we have it.

Mr. Burlingame. Sure.

_ Is that Bates, or we'll just refer to it as the second page?

Mr. Burlingame. | suggest we refer to it as 02247A, if that's okay with you.
- Yeah. We'll mark it -- we'll just include it within exhibit 13 as an
add-on and note the change on the one page.
Mr. Burlingame. Okay. And, again, the copying error was solely and exclusively
my fault. | apologize the confusion.
_ We've all been there. We appreciate the clarification.
And then just to round it out, though, John, exhibit 14 which starts 2248, is that
next in order?
Mr. Burlingame. 2248 would be the next in order on the notepad.
Mr. Burlingame. And that's just the one page with the top sentence "Violence in
the Capitol."
- Okay. And then exhibit 14 starts at 2249. |imagine that's then
after?

Mr. Burlingame. It is, and actually that appears on a separate notepad.
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- Great. Okay.

_ Do those notepads have anything that would give you a sense of the

dates? So -- okay.
Mr. Burlingame. Theydon't. Mr. Worthington doesn't date his notes. So he's
the best source of approximate dates, but there's no date indicator on the notepads.

- Understand.

Mr. Burlingame. Okay. That's all | have.

- Great. Thank you for the clarification.

v

Q  So, Mr. Worthington, | want to go back to the fact-checking process. So

now we're talking about what you called political speeches, | believe, as opposed to
official speeches.

For political speeches, can you describe in as much detail as possible the
fact-checking process?

A | believe, for political speeches, it was similar. |t would go through the
similar sort of double-blind fact-checking process of having the comms do their
independent fact-check and our researcher would do a fact-check.

Q  Okay, and can you give me names, to the extent you can recall them, so both
for the communication people and who your researcher was?

Mr. Burlingame. s this for the entire period, or are we looking at the
November-to-January period?

_ No. Thankyou. Let's focus from the election to the inauguration,
so November 3, 2020, to January 20, 2021.
Mr. Burlingame. Thank you.

The Witness. Well, the speech-writing researcher was Will Bock. |don't
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remember the names of the comms researchers who would have been working on it at
that particular time.

Q | didn't notice emails that you produced to the comms department
fact-checkers as far as | could tell. So is that something you would have done using your
White House email account?

A To be clear, | did not send the speeches to the comms fact-checkers. That
was done as part of the staff secretary circulation process.

Q  Okay. |appreciate that.

So, with Will Bock, you would have given that directly to Mr. Bock? s that
correct?

A | believe in general we would have given Will a copy, yeah.

Q  And so would that occur before the communications office would have done
a fact-check?

A It would depend on the speech and the timing of the speech when we give it
to Bock, and sometimes it would be simultaneous, and sometimes it would be before,
sometimes it would be after.

Q  And, if it was a political speech, did anybody at the campaign also have a role
in fact-checking?

A | don't believe there were fact-checkers at the campaign, but it would
have -- | didn't send it to the campaign for that purpose.

Q  Okay. |understand.

A Okay.

Q Thankyou.

And if we wanted to get the names of the communications people who did the
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fact-check, who would we ask?

A Whomever -- you would ask, | guess, whoever was White House comms at
that point, which -- you could also ask the staff secretary, the staff secretary's office.

Q  Okay. And would that have been Derek Lyons at the time?

A My recollection is that Derek left at some point, maybe in
December -- December -- I'm not sure when Derek left.

Q  Okay.

A But he wasn't there the whole post-election period until January 20th.

Q  Anddo you recall who took his place?

A The -- | don't know if anyone took his place. | believe the more junior
people in his office remained on staff.

Q  Okay. Do yourecall somebody that was an acting staff secretary or
anything like that?

A | do not recall that there was an acting staff secretary. There were people
in his office that remained.

Q Do you remember their names?

A One person who remained in the staff secretary would be Madison Porter.
Another would be Shane Harris. | don't remember specifically when everyone departed,
but | do remember that Madison was there until the end.

Q  And so, if a fact-checker in the communications department found
something that was either incorrect or couldn't be verified, would that then be reported
back to you? And, if so, how?

A As a general matter, the comms fact-check would come back to us through
the staff secretary circulation, and then we would -- yeah. Yeah, we would send that to

our researcher.
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Q Okay. Anddo you know how -- and the researcher, again, is Will Bock?
Correct?

A Will was -- yeah, Will was our researcher at that time.

Q  And was he the one who did the fact-check for all the political speeches for
the time period we're talking about, so from the election to the inauguration?

A | don't know if Will did all, but he certainly did many speeches during that
period, to the extent that there were speeches at all.

Q Yeah. Do youknow of anybody else, at least for political speeches, during
that time period who was the fact-checker for the speech-writing office?

A | can't remember anyone else.

Q Okay. Anddo you know what his process was? So, for example, if there
was an allegation of election fraud in a particular State, do you know how either Mr. Bock
or the people in the communications department would go about verifying the facts?

A | had a great deal of trust in Will. | don't know -- | think it probably varied
depending on the fact.

Q  Okay. Did Mr. Bock or the people in the communications office, as far as
you can recall, from the time period of the election to the inauguration, ever come back
and say that something that was in a draft speech was either incorrect or not sufficiently
supported?

A I'm sure there were times that they said that.

Q  And, as far as you can recall, were there ever times when the fact or the
allegation ended up in the speech despite the concern being raised?

A | don't recall specific examples of them flagging a fact. There were certain
facts that were contested.

Q  Okay. Explain how that would work. What would happen if a fact was
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contested?

A When | say "contested," | mean contested in general. | don't mean
contested by me.

Q  lunderstand.

A Yeah.

Q  So, | mean, would that be an example of something that could happen,
where Mr. Bock or the people in communications come back and say, "We can't verify
this fact because it's a contested fact"?

A There would be times when Bock would come back and say, "l don't know
what the source is on this," or "We need to change this number," something like that.

Q  Okay. Andif he came back and said, "l don't know what the source is,"
what did you do at that point?

A We -- if he came back and said, "l don't know what the source is," | mean, it
would depend on the fact. Sometimes we had more contacts than he did. Sometimes
we would tell him: Look into this again.

Q  But, going back to my question, can you recall a time ever where either Mr.
Bock or the fact-checkers or, say, the communications office raised a concern about a
statement in a draft speech, but it ended up staying in the speech?

A [ don't know.

Q  Okay. So nothing that you can recall offhand?

A If you're asking me if | can recall a specific fact that we inserted despite -- no,
| don't recall a specific fact.

Q  Okay. Butdoyourecallingeneral that that ever happened, even if you
can't recall which specific fact was at issue?

A | don't know.
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Q  Okay. So wasthere ever atime that you can recall where a fact was taken
out of a speech because of concerns that it was either inaccurate or not sufficiently
supported but where the President ended up making that statement anyway, such as if
he ad-libbed?

A There were certainly times when the President would ad lib.

Q  Okay. Butdoyourecall, did he ever ad lib in a way that was inconsistent
with what your fact-checkers had found?

A | don't have the fact-checks memorized.

Q | know. I'mjust asking if you can recall it.

If the answer is you can't recall that ever happening, that's, you know, a sufficient
answer. You can only testify as to what you recall. But do you ever recall watching the
President give a speech and having him say something where your reaction was
something to the effect of, "Oh, no, we had taken that out because the fact-checker
thought it wasn't supported"?

A | don't recall any specific instances of that.

Q  Okay. Solwanttotryand gothrough with you some of the documents
that have been produced, mostly from you, but a few others that we sent to your counsel
that we got from others.

And, when | get to emails, I'm going to try and do that roughly chronologically, but
| think I'll probably start off with the notes just because we don't have exact dates for
those. So I'll probably go through that first. But -- and this is not intended to be a
memory test. |I'm asking this question only because it might give us a frame of reference
or sort of an outline for the chronology that we're going to go through.

To the best of your recollection, how many political speeches did you help write

for delivery between election day and the inauguration, and what were they?
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A | believe there was a press conference related to the election relatively soon
after the election. | believe there was some type of video speech right before
Thanksgiving, or it was taped right before Thanksgiving.

Q  Okay. Now, there was a video that came out December 2nd. Do you
know if that's the same one you're referring to that was taped before Thanksgiving, or
was that a separate one?

A | believe the video -- the video that was taped before Thanksgiving came out
after Thanksgiving.

Q  So around December 2nd, does that sound correct to you?

A That's probably right, yeah.

Q  Okay.

A Okay. There was the first Georgia rally.

Q Do you remember roughly when that was?

A | don't remember a date, but, you know, that's public information what date
the Georgia rally was.

Q Yeah. We'lltry to find that, but do you think that's after -- are you going,

roughly, chronological here? So do you think that was after -- well, after Thanksgiving?

A It was after Thanksgiving, | believe, yeah.

Q  Okay.

A | believe he taped some type of video before Christmas that was on the
election.

Q  Sothere was -- | can represent to you there was a video by the President
that was released on December 22nd. Does that sound like the one that you're
referring to?

A That sounds about right. And then | believe there was the -- there was
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another Georgia rally.

Q  Okay. There was one on January 4th. Is that the one you're referring to?

A Okay, okay. And then -- and then, yeah, January 6th.

Q  Okay. And that's the Ellipse speech or the rally or march, whatever you
want to call it. Correct?

A The January 6th speech, yeah, on the Ellipse.

Q  Okay. So justdistinguishing that from the videotaped statement that the
President did later on the 6th.

A Okay.

Q  And were you involved in that videotaped statement, either drafting it or
watching it be videotaped, or anything like that?

A | wasn't involved in the -- if you're talking about the video that was released
on Twitter, | was not involved in that.

Q  Okay. Andthen what about after January 6th?

A Um --

Q  Sothere was another video on the 7th. |don't know. Were you involved
in that?

A | -- I don't remember specifically. | may have been involved in the video on
the 7th, but it doesn't stick out in my memory.

Are you talking about political speeches?

Q  Well, the one on the 7th, December 7th, was discussing what had happened
the day before.

A Okay.

Q  Soldon't know if that would count as political or official.

Mr. Burlingame. Let me just ask, is that one of the videos that you sent over to
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_ Yes. That's exhibit 19. It's the video on January 7th that was --

Mr. Burlingame. | wasn't able to -- | didn't know, but you're representing that
that was indeed on January 7th?

_ Yes, that's when it was.
Mr. Burlingame. Okay. | appreciate it.
Thank you.
By I

Q  Okay. Andthen|think you referred earlier to a farewell address -- | don't
know if that would be official or political- and then an Andrews Air Force Base speech.

Did you work on those?

A | worked on the farewell address and what was prepared for Andrews.
And, yeah, I'm not representing that's a comprehensive list of speeches. There were
certainly other remarks in that time period.

Q  lunderstand.

Okay. And then did you work on something called "Remarks on Healing"? |
don't know if that's one of the ones we already referenced.

A Yes. | have that document, yeah.

Q Wecanshowit. It's exhibit 16 if it helps.

Do you remember what that speech was?

A My memory is that it was something -- it's what it says, "Remarks on
Healing."

Q  Well, | guess, do you recall when it was delivered, or if it was delivered first?

A | don't recall whether it was delivered or not. | mean, you would probably

be able to find that out.
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Q  Okay.

A | don't have a very specific memory of -- | remember this document, but |
don't remember whether it was delivered or not.

Q lunderstand. Okay. Well, that's very helpful overview.

| guess just to finish up, you mentioned previously | think a farewell address and
Andrews Air Force Base. What was the farewell address and where was that given?

A The farewell address was certainly released publicly. That was recorded in
the Blue Room shortly -- a few days before the President left office.

Q Okay. Andthenthe Andrews Air Force Base | assume was on inauguration
day when the President was leaving. Is that correct?

A His remarks at Andrews right before he got on the plane, yeah.

Q  Okay. Thankyou.

Okay. So, if you can look at exhibit 15, just your handwritten notes.

And at the very top -- well, actually, before | go through it, do you recall what
these notes are from? |n other words, are these notes you took during a meeting, was
somebody giving you the information they wanted in the speech, or was this just your
own thoughts that you wrote down?

A | believe these are notes from talking about the subject with Stephen Miller,
and Vince would have been there as well, | believe.

Q Do yourecall if anybody else was there?

A No, | don't think anyone else was there.

Q  Okay. Andso were these largely your thoughts or Mr. Miller's?

A | believe these are notes, yeah, from our conversation with Stephen,
so --yeah. Go ahead.

Q  Butdothey largely reflect -- like, for example, was he sort of dictating to you
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what he wanted in there, or was it more brainstorming, or was this more your ideas?

A | don't know if | would say dictating, but he was giving thoughts on what he
thought should be included in the speech, and | was writing them down.

Q  Anddid he say whether those thoughts came from the President?

A | don't recall.

Q  Okay.

All right. So, at the very top there, what does that say, that first line?

A Speech detailing.

Q  Okay. Andthenitlooks like it says: Election fraud and irregularities.

So what was the purpose of this speech, as you understood it?

A My memory is that we had sort of -- we were trying to prepare for various
contingencies so that we would be ready if the President wanted to give remarks on the
election, that we wouldn't be caught flatfooted.

Q  Anddo you recall whether this meeting in which you took the notes was
before or after election day?

A Oh, this -- these notes would have been from after election day.

Q Okay. Do youremember roughly how long after election day?

A | don't remember exactly, but not -- | think they would have been certainly
within the first couple of weeks after the election.

Q Okay. Anddid you work at all on the President's remarks or even his
potential remarks for election night itself?

A Yes, | worked on remarks and potential remarks for election night.

Q  Okay. And what was your role?

A In terms of -- | think the first thing | did was prepare a few contingencies

before or maybe like early in the evening, or maybe during the day -- | don't even
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remember exactly the time -- just so that we would have things on hand as a basis and
then --

Q  Goahead.

A Then throughout the evening those were -- | continued to help with
whatever he needed.

Q  And were there -- did you draft different versions for different scenarios,
such as win, lose, or maybe contested?

A | believe before -- before -- yeah, or early in the evening or before that, | did
that, yes. | would have drafted, you know, a very brief victory, very brief concession,
and very brief "we don't know what the outcome is tonight."

Q Do you know, did the President end up using remarks that you drafted?

A | would have to look at the transcript of what he said. | believe that maybe
what we gave him were numbers is what | recall him using. | don't know if he used the
prepared remarks or not.

Q Do you know whether somebody else prepared any remarks for him or was
he entirely ad-libbing? What was he doing, as far as you know?

A | can't remember. | remember that Stephen and Vince and | helped
prepare something at his request, but my memory is there was a lot of ad-libbing.

Q  Anddoyou remember what his request was?

A Specifically he wanted the numbers -- at that point in the evening, shortly
before he went up, he wanted the numbers from, like, whenever that night, like midnight.
| don't know what time it was, but he wanted the numbers in the States.

Q  Were you involved in any discussions about what version of the speech he
should give? |In other words, should he do a concession speech, a victory speech, or

we-don't-know-the-outcome-yet type speech?
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Was | involved in any discussions? Well, he was asking for the numbers.
Okay.

Um, yeah, | don't recall -- | don't -- the various versions, to my memory, were

never presented to him.

Q

Okay. | mean, do you recall being involved in any discussions about

whether the President should declare a victory on election night?

A

| was involved in the discussion. | think | was in the background as he was

demanding numbers. | don't remember the details of the discussion that was going on.

Q

A

Well, so where were you? What room were you in?

To start, | believe | was downstairs in the residence in the basement, and

then, at some point, Vince and | went upstairs.

Q

A

Q

A

Upstairs in the residence of the White House?
Yes.
Okay. To meet with the President?

| wouldn't say to meet with him. We were -- we were there to see -- we

were on the top -- in, | guess, the main floor of his living area, and | think we went up

there at Stephen's request and -- yeah, it was to help with whatever was needed.

Q

A

> 0O

> 0O

Okay. And roughly what time was that, do you recall?

| don't recall specifically the time. | think it was after midnight.
And do you remember what the President said?

| remember that the President wanted the numbers.

Okay. Do you remember anything else he said?

Um, not a specific quote, no.

Well, do you remember the general sentiment of what he said?

He -- the general sentiment of what he said? He wanted to -- he -- he felt
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like, um, he had been up in many States and he wanted the numbers for that is my
memory.

Q  Okay. Did he give any indication of whether he thought he had won or lost
the election?

A | can't really speak to that. | mean, | --

Q  Because you don't recall?

A Well, | wouldn't want -- | don't know how to interpret what exactly he
thought, whether he had won or not.

Q  No, | understand you can't get into his head. But to the best of your
recollection, did he say anything about whether he had won or lost?

A He thought he was up in the numbers is my recollection.

Q  Who else was in the room?

A Um, well, to be very clear, | think that -- | may have been in the room at first,
but then | went outside in the hallway because he had asked for numbers. We were
trying to look them up. | think also with me in the hallway was Vince. Inthe room
with him | believe -- with the President?

Q Yes.

A | believe Justin Clark, maybe Jason Miller, campaign people, | believe
Stepien. Stephen | believe was there at some point. Jared | believe was there at some
point.

Q  So | may have asked you this already, but do you know who was involved, if
anyone, in writing the President's remarks that he ultimately gave that night?

A Well, | believe -- my memory is that we prepared a -- that Vince, Stephen,
and | prepared, like, a very short document of some type but that ultimately he was

interested in the numbers. And | don't remember whether he ultimately gave or read
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that one page. My memory is that he ad-libbed much of it and that he was handed a
sheet of numbers.

Q Do you recall what that one page that you helped prepare said?

A My memory is it was something like, um, you know, we were way up, we
were way up in the numbers, and then they started slipping, or something like that that
he had said.

Q  Okay. Does anybody want to ask anybody else about that evening?

Okay. So let's go back to exhibit 15, which | think you were saying were your
notes from a meeting that you had in the couple of weeks after the election.

Do you recall, were these notes then ever incorporated or used for a speech that
the President actually ended up giving?

A Well, my memory is that we constantly tried to have something ready for
him in the event that he wanted to go out and speak about it, and that that was sort of a
continuous evolving thing.

Q  Okay. If youlookon sort of the bottom half of the first page of this
document, there's reference to ballot harvesting.

Do you remember what was discussed about ballot harvesting?

A Oh, | see. | don't remember specifically what was discussed about ballot
harvesting.

Q  Okay. Andthe nextone obviously says: Outright fraud.

Do you remember what was discussed about that? And there's some
explanation there which may help refresh your recollection.

A Um, my memory is that these -- this is sort of a catalog of just different types
of concerns.

Q  Okay. Do you know what the source was for the concern that there was
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outright fraud?

A Well, these are notes from a conversation -- | remember that Stephen was
just ticking off different types of examples that we wanted to have on hand.

Q  Okay. Soyour recollection is that Mr. Miller said one of the concerns to be
included is outright fraud?

A | believe -- yeah, | believe so.

Q  Okay. Do yourecall whether he stated what his source was for believing
there was outright fraud?

A | don't recall.

Q  Okay. Andthen same questions a little bit later there, a couple of lines
down it says: Fake Social Security -- | think it says.

A Yeah.

Q  Was that also something Mr. Miller said?

A | believe that would have been something that Stephen said.

Q  Okay. But, again, you don't recall him saying what his source was for that
information?

A No, | don't recall.

Q  Okay. Ifyoulook at the top of the next page, can you read those first two
lines for us?

A "We mailed out tens of millions of" -- oh, no -- "tens of millions without even
knowing if they could vote."

Q Isthat something Mr. Miller said?

A | don't recall specifically, but that -- these are my notes from that
conversation.

Q  Andthen in the middle of that page there's a heading "Specific Examples of



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

50

Fraud."

So the first line under that is "dead." |'m guessing that refers to dead people
voting. Is that your recollection?

A Um --

Q  Or, to be more precise, ballots being cast in the names of people who are

A | suppose that's probably what that's a reference to.
Q  Okay.
| --

Q  Andthen it says -- and, again, that would have come from Mr. Miller, as far
as you can recall?

A These are my notes from that conversation, yeah.

Q Andthenitsays: Fact patterns for all contested States.

Do you recall what that means?

A | believe the idea was just to get the list of different facts in the States that
the campaign was contesting.

Q  Okay. Does this line, though, mean that either Mr. Miller or somebody else
was saying that the same fact pattern applied to all contested States?

A | don't believe that that's what that means, no.

Q  Okay. Soitwasyour understanding that it was more a note to get the fact
pattern from the contested States?

A | believe what it means is that he wanted to lay out a fact pattern for all of
the contested States.

Q Okay. Anddo you know how that fact pattern was identified?

A Well, | believe in this conversation we discussed asking the campaign for
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their information in order to have the best argument for all of the States the campaign
was contesting.

Q  Okay. And did somebody ask the campaign for the information?

A | believe that Stephen asked the campaign for information and that Vince
and | followed up on that request.

Q  Okay. Do yourecall who you followed up with?

A | think we would have asked -- in terms of the argument from the campaign,
we probably would have asked and did ask Jason and possibly Justin Clark and some other
people who associated with them.

Q  Okay. Andthen, justso | make sure I'm reading this correctly, below that it
says: Specific allegations of fraud, irregularities, and constitutional violation -- or
violations. |can't tell.

Next looks like: Large numbers of registered voters are wrongfully registered,
people who have moved.

Is that correct?

A | believe it says: People who have moved.

Q Okay. Andwhat doesthe next line say?

A Well, the first word is "live."

Q  The next looks like it says: Ballots. But | don't want to put words in your
mouth.

A That seems possible. |I'm not sure.

Q Do you know what that means, live ballots?

A | assume it just means ballots.

Q  Okay. Butdoyouknow what it's a reference to, what -- this is under the

heading "Specific Examples of Fraud." Do you know what the fraud example is that live
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ballots would refer to?

A | don't specifically remember.

Q  Allright. Atthe bottom of that page, what does that last line say at the
bottom of that page?

A | believe that says: Civic ritual, faith in elections.

Q  Okay. Andthenthe next page, it looks like it says: Talk to lawyer, Matt
Morgan, and Justin Clark. Do you recall if those are the people -- if those are the people
that you talked to about examples of fraud?

A | believe those were the people that -- Matt Morgan and Justin Clark, we
connected with them by email, possibly by phone and asked for the campaign's facts.

Q  Okay. Andthen do you recall, was this information ever written up and
shared with the President in any way?

A Was what information ever written up?

Q The information reflected in your notes from the meeting.

A Is the question, did | type up my notes and share them with the President?

Q  No, I'm not asking that. I'm asking whether the information that you had in
your notes was ultimately used in any document that went to a draft, whether it's a draft
of a speech or, you know, notes, background paper for his press conference, or anything
like that.

A Well, as | said, | believe these are notes of trying to have a draft on hand and
that that draft was continuously evolving and that eventually -- | don't remember all of
the revisions, but that it would have formed part of the basis of whenever he asked to
give a speech.

Q  Okay. Butdoyou recall which speech this ended up ultimately forming the

basis of?
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A Um, well, again, this was -- this was to be the basis of a contingency draft
that we would have on hand.

Q  Right. But was that draft ever used?

A Um, was it ever used? Um, | believe that that draft formed the basis of
whenever he went out and did his first press conference, but | don't know if it -- how
similar those documents were.

Q lunderstand. Thank you.

B Al right. Does anybody have a question on that document?

Okay. So let's look at exhibit 11.

Mr. Burlingame. Before we go to another exhibit, just raising a question about
the next break. |don't know if you want to take a break in the middle of an exhibit.
We're happy to go for a little bit longer, but at the pace this is going, | expect we're going
to want to break before you finish up with the next exhibit, so you're call.

_ It's really up to you. [I'm happy to keep going, but if you would like

a break --

- Why don't we -- | think we came back on the record at 12:15, and
maybe we get through this exhibit and maybe more, and then we can talk next steps. Is
that fair?

Mr. Burlingame. That's fine. We're happy to keep going for a little bit.
- Yeah. And for some of these documents, they won't take all that
long.
> [N
Q  So, for exhibit 11, | think you said earlier, related to, | believe you said the
first of two Georgia rallies?

A | believe so.
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Q And, yeah,_who's here with me, looked it up and saw that there
was a Georgia rally on December 5th.

What does it say at the very top?

A | believe that says: Existential doom.

Q  Existential doom. So these notes, are these also notes from a meeting the
way the previous ones were?

A | believe these are notes from a meeting.

Q Do you recall who was in the meeting?

>

It would have been me, Vince, Stephen Miller.
Q  Okay. And what does the reference to "existential doom™ mean?
A | believe "existential doom" is referring to what would happen if the
Democrats took over the Senate.
Q  Okay. So, asfar as you can recall, that does not refer to the 2020
Presidential election but refers to, as you just said, if the Democrats won the Senate?
A My memory is that it refers to, yeah, them winning the Senate or stakes of
the Senate race -- or races.
- Okay. Does anybody else -- | don't have any other questions on this
document. Does anybody else?
Okay. We got through a document there. Should we try for 12 and see if it
goes as quickly?
Mr. Burlingame. Yeah. If you keep that pace, we'll keep going. Thank you.
Al
Q  Let's look at exhibit 12, and same question. Are these notes from a

meeting?
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A | believe this document would be notes from a meeting.

Q Okay. Anddoyouremember who that was with?

A Me -- the meeting would have been me, Vince, and Stephen.

Q  And can you tell from these notes whether this was from the first Georgia
rally, which we think was December 5th, or the second one which was January 4th?

A I don't know that | can tell.

Q  lunderstand.

So, over on the right, it looks like it says, in what you can see there on the screen,
something about election fraud, and | can't read the rest of it, or maybe it says "framed";
I'm not sure.

A It could say "fraud"; it could say "framed." |'m not sure.

Q Okay. Do youremember what that refers to? And what does it say after
that?

A | don't know. It looks like: At some way. Butldon't know what that
means.

Q  Allright. Andthen, later on the page there's a box, and it says: Last line
of defense. Does that refer to the Senate as being the last line of defense, or does that
in some way reference the 2020 Presidential election?

A | believe that's a reference to the Georgia Senate seats.

Q  Andthen, over on the left in the margin, does that say, "Channel anger"?

A | believe that's what it says.

Q Okay. Andwhat doesthat mean?

A | don't remember specifically.

Q Do youremember generally?

A | mean, looking at it now, | believe it means channeling people's anger about
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Q  Okay. Doesthat mean channel people's anger over the Presidential
election as a way to motivate people to vote Republican in the Georgia runoff?

A Um, | believe it means channeling anger about the election into the crowd,
into the Georgia Senate races.

Q Okay. Anddo you think that was something that Stephen Miller was
requesting?

A | believe that would have been -- | think it's probably a general phrase that
he uttered.

Q Okay. "He" being Stephen Miller?

A Correct.

Q  Okay. Ifyoulook at the next page, what's that first word there?

A Um, I'm not sure. It could be "citation," but I'm not sure.

Q  Allright. Do you recall what that refers to?

A No, | don't recall.

Q  Okay. Thenitsays -- looks like "statistical anomalies" --

A Yes.

Q Do you know what that refers to?

A That refers to -- the statistical anomalies are things, like, out of 18 of 19

bellwether districts, bellwether counties, that type of thing.
Q  lunderstand.
And what is the next thing you have written there?
A | believe that says: Compelling anecdotes.
Q  Allright. And then, under the next line, "PA," which | assume is for

Pennsylvania, you've got something written under that. What isthat? Does that say

56
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"equal protection"?

A | don't know. It could be "equal protection,” but | don't know.

Q Okay. Andthen"WI,"|assume is Wisconsin. Do you know what it says
under that?

A ['m not sure.

Q My best guess was "Constitution," but it's not my handwriting, so | don't
want to attribute anything to you.

A That looks plausible, although I'm not sure.

Q  Andthen "GA" | assume is Georgia. And what does it say after that?

A Looks like "case" -- I'm not sure.

Q  Allright. Andthen the next line starts with, looks like "20K" and then a
bunch of numbers, 8, 12, 16. And then what does it say after that?

A | believe this -- this is "did," probably with "vote," it looks like. | believe
that was referring to 2008, 2012, 2016.

Q Ah. Andwhat about the --

A My memory is that there were a lot of people -- the idea was that there
were people who voted in 2020 that didn't vote in any of those years.

_ | see. Allright.

Does anybody have any other questions on that document?

_ Yeah.
By
Q  If you could just go to the previous page to the part where you reference
"steal the White House" and "steal the Senate."

Mr. Worthington, do you remember who raised --

Farther -- no, no. Farther down.
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A Yeah, | see it.

Q  I'mjust curious about the words: They have been trying to steal the White
House. Don't let them steal the Senate.

Do you remember any discussion in that meeting or otherwise about the use of
the word "steal"?

A | believe this would have been a line that Stephen was suggesting for the
speech.

Q  Okay. Again, was there ever any strategy discussions that you recall about
whether that word "steal," "stop the steal," "steal the White House," any manifestation
of "steal" was or was not the right message or appropriate message for the President to
use in speeches?

A | don't recall a discussion on that.

Q  Was this one of those claims that needed to go through a fact-checking
process, a verification process, that the election was stolen and they're trying to steal the
White House?

A The whole speech would generally be fact-checked, but not everything in the
speech is a fact that's checkable. Some things are --

Q | appreciate that. The whole speech went through a fact-checking process.

Do you ever remember any discussion about whether or not there was any
checking of that fact, the allegation that the election was stolen or that they are trying to
steal the White House?

A | don't remember that, no.

Q  Allright. | mean, the President used that word repeatedly in lots of
speeches, and it sounds like you're saying you don't recall any discussion of whether that

was or wasn't a verifiable claim or a claim that research could justify?
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A | certainly recall discussions about the integrity of the election, but as it
relates to using the specific word "steal," | don't recall a specific discussion of that.

Q  Okay. Well, we've had testimony from other witnesses in this case that
they purposely avoided the use of the term "steal" or "stop the steal" because of
concerns about its reliability.

Do you ever remember any discussion along those lines with Mr. Miller, Mr. Haley,
or anybody in the speech-writing apparatus?

A | don't remember a specific discussion about the use of the word "steal."

Q Do you remember putting that word into speech drafts that you composed
for the President from this meeting and going forward?

A | believe this line is in the -- was in the Georgia speech.

Q  Exactly.

So, again, it sounds like you used notes of this conversation with Mr. Miller and
used some of these actual words in the speech itself?

A Yeah. The purpose of the meeting was to discuss content of the speech.

Q  Right. |understand.

But did all of these words get into the speech, or was this just sort of your notes of
things that you might include when you subsequently actually composed the speech?

Mr. Burlingame. Object to the breadth of the question.

Go ahead and answer.

The Witness. | --in general, we tried to put in the speech the things that
Stephen asked for.

_ Okay. And, again, | won't belabor it. There was -- steal was
something -- this particular line appeared without any at least effort you're aware of to

fact-check or to verify whether that was a claim that could be supported?
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The Witness. | don't remember anything about the fact-check of that line.

_ Okay. Thank you.

_ Okay. Are you all for another one or do you want to take a break?
Mr. Burlingame. Let's go ahead and take a break.

- Okay. Ten minutes?

Mr. Burlingame. Sure.

_Or did you want a longer lunch break --
I /ould you rather --
Mr. Burlingame. -- off the record.

B Vel we might as well say what we're going to do now. Would

you prefer to take a break for lunch now or come back for another round of questions

and shoot for, say, a 1:15 lunch break --

Mr. Burlingame. Let's come back for another round, and we'll shoot for, you

know, 1:15ish, maybe a little bit beforehand.

B /i right. Sounds good. We'll come back in 5 minutes, 12:17.

We'll see you then.

We'll go off the record.

[Recess.]
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[12:24 p.m.]

- And we'll go back on the record. And I'll just note for the record
that Congressman Aguilar has joined us.

sv [

Q  So, Mr. Worthington, if you could turn your attention to exhibit 13. And
you said earlier, | believe, that this refers to three upcoming speeches.

Are you able to tell from the notes what speeches were upcoming roughly when
you would have written these notes?

A | believe this is referring -- this is sometime shortly before Christmas.

Q  Gotit. Andwas this -- were these notes from a meeting?

>

These are notes from discussing three upcoming speeches with Stephen.
Q Okay. Andanybody else?
A Vince.

Q Okay. Sothe third of these, looks like it says, "3) Election Hoax."

So what was the purpose of that speech, as you understood it?

A My understanding was that the President wanted to give an update on the
election before Christmas.

Q  Okay. Anddo you know if that ultimately became video that | think he
released on December 22nd? Does that sound roughly correct?

A It sounds -- that would be the video, | believe, with the election update.

Q  Okay. So the first arrow, looks like it says, "Shortly after midnight, Trump
was leading, then everything started to disappear."

Can you explain the significance of that? Because hadn't it been widely reported

in the media that in certain States the absentee or mail-in ballots were counted after the
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in-person ballots and that those votes tended to be overwhelmingly for Vice President
Biden, because President Trump had been so critical of mail-in voting?

A Are you asking if this refers to that phenomenon?

Q  Well, | guess I'm asking, did anybody, in connection with this statement here,
during your meeting, did anybody speak up and point out that the reason why shortly
after midnight Trump was ahead but that he ended up -- everything started to disappear,
that that could be because in certain States absentee or mail-in ballots were counted
later?

A | don't recall discussing that.

Q  Okay. Atany point during the fact-checking of any of the President's
speeches or videotapes or comments did anybody point that out, as far as you can recall?

A | remember being aware that it was contested, but that people had
explanations for it.

Q  What were the explanations for it?

A Well, | believe one of them was something like you just described, but I'm
not sure that this referred exclusively to that phenomenon.

Q  Okay. The nextarrow says, "Black voters in blue cities in purple States."
Did | read that correctly?

A | believe so.

Q  Okay. What does that referto?

A | believe it refers to the idea that there was high turnout among Black voters,
particularly in blue cities in purple States.

Q Okay. Andthen how does that relate to what | understand from your notes
was supposed to be the purpose of the speech, which was election hoax? Why would

Black voters having high turnouts in blue cities in purple States be evidence of election
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hoax?
A | believe the idea was that it was only in -- among blue cities in purple States.
Q  Okay. Do youknow if that ended up getting into any of the President's
speeches?
A | don't recall in particular.
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