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I s is o transcribed interview of Michael Reed conducted

by the House Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the U.S. Capitol
pursuant to House Resolution 503.

At this time, I'd ask the witness to please state your full name and spell your last
name for the record

Mr. Reed. My name is Michael Joseph Reed. Spelling of the last name is
R-e-e-d.

_ Mr. Reed, this will be a staff-led interview, although
members may choose to ask questions.

| will note that Ms. Lofgren is joining us today on the Webex.

My name is_ and I'm an investigative counsel with the

select committee. With me from the select committee staff are ||| GGz senicor

investigative counsel,_financial investigator, and joined on the
Webex by investigator_

At this time, I'm going to ask counsel to identify himself for the record, please.

Mr. Steggerda. I'm Todd Steggerda. [I'm a partner in the Washington, D.C,,
office of McGuireWoods, representing Mr. Reed.

| am joined by my associate from McGuireWoods, Emily Kelley, also resident in
our D.C. office.

I V. Reed, you are voluntarily here for this transcribed
interview. |I'm going to give you some ground rules.

There are official reporters transcribing the record of this interview. That
transcription will serve as the official record of the proceeding.

This proceeding is also audio and video recorded. We ask that you and your

counsel do not audio or video record the proceeding.
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Please wait until each question is completed before you begin to respond, and we
will do our best to wait until your response is complete before we ask the next question.

The reporter cannot note nonverbal responses, such as shaking or nodding your
head. Soit'simportant that you respond to each question with an audible verbal
response.

Please give answers to the best of your recollection. If a question is unclear,
please ask for clarification. If you don't know the answer, please just say so.

I'm also going to remind you that it's unlawful to deliberately provide false
information to Congress, and doing so can result in criminal penalties.

At any time, if you want any breaks for any reason, whether just a comfort break
or to speak with your lawyer, please let us know. We're happy to accommodate.

Do you have any questions before we begin?

Mr. Reed. No.

I A right

EXAMINATION

BY I

Q  Mr. Reed, can you please provide us with your date of birth?

Q  And where do you reside?
A

>

Washington, D.C.

Q  And what is your cell phone number?

A I

Q  And was that the number you had in November 2020 through January '217
A Yes.

Q  And do you have any other cell phones besides that number?
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A No.

Q  What about email addresses that you used from November 2020 through
January '21?

A My work email. Do you want the actual addresses?

Q Yes, please.

A My work email is mreed@gop.com -- or dot-org. Gosh. Sorry. And my
Gmail is Reed,_ And | don't think | have any other email
addresses.

Q  Anddid you conduct any RNC work through your Gmail?

A Never purposefully, | don't believe, no. There may have been times when
sometimes a Gmail would get accidentally added to a chain or something to that effect.
But, no, | try and conduct all of my work on my work email.

Q  And what about social media accounts? Instagram? Twitter?

A Yes. | have a Twitter and an Instagram account. | think the handles for
both are Reed1311.

Q  Okay. Canyou tell usa bit about your educational background?

A Yes. | wentto -- graduated undergraduate college at Hobart College in
Geneva, New York.

Q  And when did you graduate?

A 2006.

Q  Allright. Now, we've taken a look at your public LinkedIn page.

Is it fair to say that what everything is on there is a fair and accurate description of
your background?

A Yes, | believe so.

Q  Allright. So we're going to jump ahead to your time at the RNC, and it
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notes that you joined the RNC in January 2017 as research director and deputy
communications director. |s that right?

A Yes, that's correct. January, February 2017.

Q  And what did you do in that role?

A | essentially was the research director at the RNC for 2017 and 2018,
responsibilities of the research department. | also had a foot in comms helping assist
the communications department. It's really one operation.

But the role of the research director at the RNC is essentially to run a team to
assist the communication team, and fact-checking various public communications that go
out from the communications team, oftentimes dealing with the press directly, trying to
shape stories with facts and figures or putting research out publicly, working with the
regional communications team, the chairman's office, other departments, to make sure
their speeches or public communications are accurate and have the information they
need.

Q  Andthen you became the deputy chief of staff for communications in
February of 2019. Is that correct?

A Yes, that's correct.

Q  Andyoustayed in that role until February of 20217

A Correct.

Q  Canvyou tell us a bit about what your roles and responsibilities were in that
position?

A Yes. So that was just more of an oversight role over both the entire
research and communications operation. | had someone backfill my role and become
research director behind me. So | helped oversee him and the research department, as

well as very much having a hand in the communications team to help them oversee that
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operation, and reporting to the chairman’s office on behalf of research and
communications.

Q  Sowho did you directly report to in your role as deputy chief of staff for
communications?

A The chief of staff and the chairwoman, | would say.

Q  Sowasthat --in, let's say, 2020 through January '21, was that Richard
Walters and Ronna McDaniel?

A Yes.

Q  Allright. | wantto move forward to the 2020 cycle, and I'll give you a brief
overview. Woe're going to talk a good bit today, Mr. Reed, about what role, if any, you
had with the review of fundraising emails and TMAGAC's fundraising efforts with the
Trump campaign.

So you're familiar with TMAGAC, correct, the joint fundraising committee between
the RNC and the Trump campaign?

A Yes.

Q  And did you have a role with regard to the fundraising emails that were
disseminated from TMAGAC?

A | had a role in approving them, yes.

Q  Whendid you first get involved with approving those emails?

A | don't remember what month it was, but | would say just generally speaking
likely when the JF -- likely when the -- best of my recollection, when the JFC started, |
would have been the research -- serve mostly as the research sign-off whenever the
JFC was -- whenever they started being sent on for approval.

Q  So before we get into that, let's just quickly go over our understanding of

how -- the RNC's role with the TMAGAC fundraising.
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Our understanding in our investigation thus far is that RNC copywriters
served -- were the primary authors of the fundraising copy that went out of TMAGAC on a
team led by Austin Boedigheimer.

Was that your understanding for the 2020 cycle?

A Generally, yeah. I'm not sure who wrote all of them. | think that tracks
generally with my understanding, though, that, yes, | believe that it was RNC digital
staffers, I'm not sure exactly who, that would come up with some or if not all of that copy.
I'm not sure how much of it, but certainly it generally tracks with my understanding, yes.

Q  And was it your understanding that after they drafted that copy it would be
reviewed by Austin Boedigheimer?

A | actually don't know the review process purely on the digital side.

Q  So what was your understanding -- and we'll get into your role in the
approval process -- but what was your understanding as to how copy got from the RNC
copywriters into the approval process for when you would see it?

A Yeah. So just generally, my understanding of how that team puts these
emails, digital emails, fundraising emails together, it would typically be them taking
something, the messaging that's coming from the campaign or the RNC or the President
at the time, and taking that message, putting it in some -- putting the copy togetherin a
fundraising email. And then it would be sent around for approval to several members of
the RNC as well as, if we're talking about the JFC, as well as to the campaign.

Q  Now, our understanding through our investigation thus far is that the
copywriters sought to capture the voice and tone of President Trump in its messaging.

Was that your understanding, that that was accurate?

A Yeah, that generally tracks with -- | wouldn't dispute that. That tracks with

my understanding as well.
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Q  And was it your understanding that the copywriters would also necessarily
follow the messaging of President Trump?

Meaning, if President Trump was focused on a particular issue, that in their role
they would also tend to focus on similar issues that he was speaking to his supporters
about?

A Yeah. That's my understanding.

Q Now, going into the election, we're going to talk substantially, Mr. Reed,
about the kind of post-election fraud claims that were present in the fundraising emails
that went out from TMAGAC and your role in approving those. But | want to kind of up
back a little bit in your role as deputy chief of staff.

In the lead-up to the 2020 election, did you have discussions internal to the RNC
about how the RNC would deal with the potential for fraud in the 2020 election from a
comms messaging point?

A I'm sure we did. | couldn't remember specifically when or what those
conversations were, but I'm sure we did have conversations. | know we did from a legal
perspective have conversations about how we were going to handle the flood of ballots
coming in and making sure everything was handled properly and if we needed to litigate,
if the legal team thought that there were issues places.

But | don't remember specifics about when or drill down more than that. ButI'm
sure we did discuss it, yes.

Q In 2020, were you ever in -- how often did you meet with the chairman -- or
the chairwoman, | should say?

A | would say fairly often. She doesn't live in D.C,, so if she wasn't in D.C.
we'd talk on the phone multiple times a week. And if she was in D.C,, | would typically

meet with her, especially if she had a media hit. | would typically staff her for that.
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Q In 2020, did she ever have any discussions with you about any meetings she
had with President Trump?

A Yeah. [I'm sure we would -- yeah, we would discuss them from time to
time. Yes.

Q  How often would you have these discussions?

A It would be hard for me to say right now, I'm sorry, to put a number on it.
Obviously, she would talk more with her chief of staff with those. But |'ve been a close
adviser for her for a long time, so they'd certainly come up from time to time. We have
each other's confidence, so --

Q  And did she ever have discussions with you about President Trump's view of
the 2020 election pre-election?

A Again, I'm sure -- yeah, I'm sure we did. Well, could you repeat the
guestion actually?

Q  Did you have any discussions with Ms. McDaniel about -- or did she ever
reflect to you her conversations that she had with President Trump about the lead-up to
the 2020 election in any way?

A Oh, just generally about -- yeah. You mean, how the election was going to
be conducted? | mean, yeah, we were very concerned at the time about laws being
changed in the name of COVID. [I'm sure that -- | can't recall specifics, but I'm fairly
certain that she would talk to the President about that. Now, | may have spoken to her
about those conversations at various points, but, again, | can't remember specifics.

Q  Did she ever talk to you about a conversation that -- about any conversations
in which President Trump asserted that he would claim victory in the 2020 election even
if he lost?

A | don't remember anything specifically on that. ['m sorry.
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Q  Didyou, yourself, have any meetings where the President attended?

A Yes, one specifically in my mind that | remember. There could -- yeah.
Actually, I'm trying to remember on the spot. |'m sorry.

Yeah, there's one that comes to mind. | don't remember exact timing. | think it
was early summer of 2020 where we brought the communications team from the
campaign, as well as the RNC, together to the White House to just do a quick summit with
him.

And then | would sometimes be in the room with him at finance event donor
retreats, where we would do a small roundtable. And then, obviously, | was there for
various speeches in larger rooms from time to time.

So that's what | can recall right now about times |'ve been in -- | was in meetings
with him.

Q  And with the comms meeting you talked about with the comms teams, |
assume that was a pretty large meeting? Was that an intimate meeting?

A Yeah. There were about 20, 30 people there.

Q  Okay. Andthe roundtables, were those intimate meetings -- or those were
with donors you were saying?

A Correct. Those were with donors. 1'd say those were a little smaller.
They ranged from 8 to 20. That's a guess, but generally in that range.

Q | want to turn back to your approvals.

When did you start approving emails from TMAGAC?

A I'm sorry. | don't remember what month that started. |'m assuming that |
started approving them whenever the JFC began, but | don't remember when that was.

Q  Sois it fair to say you did this for the duration of the 2020 cycle, meaning

post-midterms through election day and out?
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A Yeah. |think to the best of my recollection that's fair to say, yes.

Q  And what did you see your role as on the approvals chain?

A | was -- | served mostly, best of my recollection, as the research sign-off. So
if | saw something in the emails that was easily verifiable -- typically it was something like
a fact or figure -- I'd give like -- | guess | can give an example.

Like if an email came through and said -- a fundraising email said the average price
of gas is $1.50, but it was actually $4.00, that's something you can easily look up on a
website, GasBuddy or whatever it is online. | would correct that sort of thing and say,
well, actually this number is incorrect or something like that. That's the way | could
describe how | would look at these and what my role was then.

Q  Were you only checking kind of facts and figures, or were you also checking
broader comms messaging, things of that nature?

A | would say as the research sign-off, | was mostly focused on facts and
figures. But if | saw something on the messaging -- we would have someone -- | think
we -- if | remember correctly, we had two sign-offs from the research and comms
department. |sort of -- | was the research -- typically served more as the research
sign-off, and then someone else would be the comms sign-off.

Sometimes, | can't remember exactly, but maybe sometimes | would serve as both
and just say okay for comms and research. If | saw something on the messaging side, |
might pipe in. But | don't remember specifically how often that was or whatnot.

Q  Walk us through -- and I'm really going to be focused on summer of 2020
through January 6th -- who were the sign-offs from the RNC side? Can you tell us their
names and what they were signing off for?

A Sure.

Q  Andif that changes by the time we get to January 6th, if you could just note
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the changes.

A Again, this is the best of my recollection, this is a year and a half or 2 years
ago, so it's a little bit hard for me to remember.

But, generally, | think | was mostly the research sign-off. | think if | was out of
pocket then, best of my recollection, sometimes the research director who backfilled me
at the 2020 cycle would, | believe, sign off.

And then there would be someone from comms typically would sign off. |
believe it would be Cassie. Her name at the time was Smedile. | think I'm saying that
correctly. Now it's Docksey. Or Michael Ahrens, who was my colleague at the comms
director.

| don't remember if there were others. There could have been. But those are
the ones that mostly come to mind for me.

Q  Wasthere a legal sign-off?

A | believe there was, yes.

Q  And who was that?

A | don't -- | really don't remember. Some departments do it where the head
will sign, the director will sign off, which obviously Justin Riemer was our lawyer then.
Sometimes two departments will delegate it to -- | think he delegated it to someone else.
| really honestly can't -- | can't remember specifically. He may or may not have
delegated it. Might have done it himself. |don't remember. Or it may have been a
combination.

Q Inreviewing some emails, it looks like Jenna Kirsch often signed off, as well
as Justin Riemer. Does that sound right to you?

A Yeah, that rings a bell. Thank you. That very well could be right.

Q  Now, did you understand that for an email to go out, the RNC and the Trump
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campaign had to sign off?

A That's my understanding, yes.

Q  And who did you understand to be -- did you understand that the Trump
campaign also had a similar research/comms/legal sign-off procedure?

A Yeah. That's my understanding.

Q  And looking forward to election day and after, is it your recollection that
Alex Cannon served as legal sign-off for the campaign?

A It rings a bell, yes.

Q  And what about the name Zach Parkinson from research? Does that sound
like -- is that who you recall signing off for the campaign research team?

A Yes, | do recall that.

Q  Andwas it your understanding, generally, that they were engaged in the
same general tracks that you were doing on the RNC side, but just from the campaign
perspective?

A |, obviously, can't speak to their process, but generally speaking | would
assume that's the case, yeah.

Q  And on the comms side, did you understand someone besides Zach
Parkinson to be working on the comms side in addition to research, or what was your
understanding there?

A | don't remember. | do remember Zach replying his approval on some of
them. |don't remember if there was a comms person who would also jump in from the
campaign. |just--lcan't recall. Maybe, if you know, you could refresh my memory,
but | don't remember.

I /f somebody said that Mr. Parkinson served as both research and

comms, would that sound consistent or inconsistent to you?
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Mr. Reed. That very well could be consistent. It wouldn't surprise me if that

was the case.

I /! risht.  Sol'd like to move forward to election day.
B /A ctually, apologies, really quickly on that.
oY I

Q  Canvyou describe, to the extent that you had communications with it, was it
a wholly separate process from the sense of did you ever talk with the research or
communication side -- | guess it would have been Mr. Parkinson -- if there were issues?

Did the Trump campaign and the RNC, did the two teams talk to each other, or
was it an exclusive RNC approval process, Trump campaign approval process?

A | don't remember having any specific conversations, like, with Zach about
that. It may have happened. But maybe the lawyers would talk. | couldn't speak to
that.

So it's certainly possible that there was a conversation back and forth about it, but
| don't remember specifically on it, if it happened or over what.

Q  And so understanding that the lawyers may have had conversations -- and
we'll carve those out -- from your best recollection, you don't remember your side of the
shop having conversations with their side of the shop?

A I'm not disputing that it happened. It may have. | just don't remember
specifically a time that it did. But it might have.

Q  Andthat's fair. | want to make sure you know we're just asking for your
best recollection. So if you say, "l don't recall it happened,” we don't think you're saying
it didn't happen at all.

Just all we're asking is, do you remember a time where your research side ever

communicated with the Trump research side with regard to an approval issue?
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A | don't remember a specific instance, no.

Mr. Steggerda. Yeah. And more generally, | think that's a good question. Just
in terms of the process, if | could just add a question just to help us clarify.

| think part of what she's trying to understand is on -- with all -- we're going to get
to these sign-offs and these emails, but was it normal for you to work in conjunction,
hand in hand, with your research guy from the campaign and you guys decide together?
Or was this just kind of --

Mr. Reed. No, | think --

Mr. Steggerda. -- you just basically --

Mr. Reed. Right --

Mr. Steggerda. --the RNC --

Mr. Reed. Yeah --

Mr. Steggerda. -- signed off or didn't sign off on their own?

Mr. Reed. Yeah. We wouldn't -- | wouldn't -- | think it's typical -- | think it's fair
to say | typically wouldn't back channel with Zach about it. If | had anissue, | would
reply all. And | believe he saw, would see that. | remember seeing his name
sometimes when he replied all and same for him. So | think that's typically how he
would make edits if | remember correctly.

B hat's very helpful.  Thanks, Todd. Appreciate it.

I  /d, Mr. Reed, on that point, something we endeavor to
understand here is the TMAGAC messaging.

The messaging coming out of TMAGAUC, is that really is where the Trump campaign
starts and where the RNC ends as far as controlling and driving that messaging?

Obviously, as we discussed, there are RNC copywriters drafting the messaging, but

often with the President's tone or the President as the so-called surrogate.
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What was your understanding as to the RNC's comms role in driving that
messaging or otherwise influencing the messaging coming out of TMAGAC?

Did you see that as really this is driven by the Trump campaign and Trump's
messaging and that's what we're endeavoring here to do?

Or was it best to say this is a joint enterprise where really the RNC's voice needed
to be present and consistent with the RNC's own voice as well?

Mr. Reed. | would say the messaging, my recollection, the messaging would
typically track more with the campaign.

You know, the way the RNC works in a Presidential cycle, we're sort of the support
arm of the White House and the campaign. So typically, | would say that the messaging
would take the lead from the President or the campaign.

But if there was an issue on the RNC side of something that was going out, | mean,
it was a joint fundraising committee, so we would have, if there was a real issue or
concern, we would have spoken up. Likely we would have spoken up.

I

Q  Let me ask just a point of clarification there, because there were emails that
were coming out at the time that were either, | believe, from the RNC, like if you went to
the bottom and you looked at the disclaimers, there were emails that were coming out
from the RNC that were separate from the TMAGAC emails.

Is it fair to say that for the RNC emails that were coming out from the RNC that
communications messaging was handled by the RNC communications shop with no input
from the campaign, right?

A Yeah, that makes sense to me, yes.

Q Andifit was an email from TMAGAC that purported to be from Ms.

McDaniel -- who | believe was the primary representative of the RNC in the emails. |
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can't -- sitting here, | can't remember another surrogate, so I'm just going to use Ms.
McDaniel as an example.

But presumably, if the email purported to be from Ms. McDaniel as the head of
the RNC, comms at the RNC would have strong feelings about what TMAGAC was putting
out in her voice, correct?

A | think that's fair to say. Yes.

Q Andsointerms of TMAGAC emails that do not purport to be from the RNC,
that purported to be from the President himself or surrogates of the President, like his
children or other interested parties, would you say that the RNC's comms department
had the same interest or was it more, to my colleague's point, those were really driven by
the campaign's comms department in terms of the content?

A Yeah. |understand the question. | mean, | guessit's a little of both. |
mean, obviously, if something is going out, a quote from the chairwoman or something is
going out in the chairwoman's name, we would obviously pay very close attention to that.

But we also would still -- look, it's still a JFC. Soit's still at least partially an RNC
fundraising sent. So we would still certainly check the emails that were going out from
the JFC.

But, yeah, | guess to your point, it's fair to say in certain instances we might take a
closer look at a quote from the chairwoman than something else. | guess that's a fair
point.

Q  Well, and let me be clear, I'm not saying that there was a -- the look -- like,
I'm assuming you're reviewing them, right, because they're coming to you through the
approvals process.

| guess what we're more trying to gauge is obviously the tone of the emails that

came from Ms. McDaniel tried to simulate her voice, whereas the tone of the emails that
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purported to be from the President or his surrogates tended to be in their voices. And
those voices were different, right?

So to the extent that what my colleague said earlier, if an email that came
from -- that purported to come from President Trump or one of his surrogates made a
statement or took a stand or had a tone that was different or stronger, not
necessarily -- we're not getting to the accuracy just yet, but in terms of like tone or
communication strategy, if it was different than what the RNC was putting out for itself or
Ms. McDaniel, how strong was the weigh-in from the RNC comms folks on those emails?

A It's hard -- yeah, | understand your question. | guess it's just hard for me to
give an answer without, like, specifically looking at an instance.

You know, if we had an issue, | believe we would have flagged it. That's kind of
the best -- I'm sorry, that's kind of the best way | could answer it. We certainly checked
them all.

It's fair to say that we may have looked closer at an email from the chairwoman,
like you said, as a surrogate of the President or one of his children or whatever.

But | don't know how to answer, sorry, clearer than that. | mean, we still would
have checked it. But, yes, certainly the messaging may have been different because it's
a different surrogate. That's, of course, typical across all digital fundraising.

Q  Soa moment ago you said siting here right now it's hard to generally answer
if there would have been issues that you would have flagged.

Sitting here right now, can you actually remember any issues that you flagged with
their communications department about those emails?

A | can't remember a specific instance. | very well might have. But, again,
this is a year and a half ago. | might have provided edits here and there. |just--1don't

remember. Sorry.
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Q  Okay.
sY I

Q  And typically when you provided edits you would reply all to the chain. s
that right?

A | think | typically would reply all. I there was some reason | wouldn't,
maybe | would one-off it to somebody. But | typically would reply all, | think.

Q  Andis it fair to say that you typically did not have edits to TMAGAC emails?

A | don't remember. |'m notsure. | might have had some edits here and
there. |don't remember.

Q  Well, I'm not asking whether you ever had edits. But is it fair to say that it
wasn't the norm that emails came and then you provided edits to those emails. Is that
fair?

A | think it's fair to say that oftentimes when they're sent through for approval
it's, you know, once, kind of one message is set. You may have 15 more that are very
similar. And so, yes, if that was the case, | would scan through them. Ifit all tracks
with previously approved messaging, | would hit okay. Sure.

Q | wantto gocloserto the 2020 election, just prior to the election.

From our -- if | recall correctly, President Trump at that time had been publicly
speaking about the potential for fraud in the 2020 election, and that was kind of a theme
of public conversation. Is that your recollection as well?

A Yeah. VYes.

Q  Leading into the 2020 election, so our investigation has revealed, | guess -- |
mean, | don't want to use a word that suggests anything sketchy, but we understand

that --

_ Uncovered?
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_ Yeah. Uncovered. That doesn't sound suspicious.
B Lcss dramatic.
BY [

Q  But our understanding, Mr. Reed, is that the RNC in the lead-up to the 2020
election had approved certain fundraising emails that were ready to go post-election day
on some topics, but not others.

Specifically, that the theme of trying to steal, which, as I'm sure you're aware,
there are emails that talk about Democrats trying to steal the election. Are you familiar
with those emails or that theme of emails?

A Yeah. Yes. Generally familiar with the emails, yes.

Q  Soour understanding is that Mr. Boedigheimer had received approval for
emails dealing with "trying to steal" messaging going into the 2020 election. So by
election day, certain emails were approved on that theme, but emails were not
approved -- there was not yet approval given for victory emails or emails regarding that
the election results might be undecided, let's say, kind of in suspense.

Do you have a recollection of leading up to election day what approvals were
granted regarding emails to be sent post-election day?

A | don't have a specific recollection of that, no. But it wouldn't surprise me.
But | don't have a recollection of that.

Q  Soyou say it would not surprise you that there had been approvals given
specifically for the "trying to steal" messaging to be sent after election day?

A | only say it wouldn't surprise me because obviously I've been in politics a
long time, and if a race is close -- it wouldn't surprise me because if a race is close, you
typically have plans in place, whether it be fundraising or legal or communications or

whatever, of the days post-election day, E plus one, two, three, how we talk about it.
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And so if a race is close and there could be ballots coming in after a deadline or
ballots without the proper safeguards on them, we would have -- typically, in politics
you'd have a plan in place of how to message to make sure the lawyers have the correct
strategy and communications has the correct strategy to make sure that we have plansin
place to message on and have the legal team potentially file lawsuits or challenge
potentially illegal things that are happening in a very close race, whether it be leading to a
recount or any of those matters.

Q Isitfair to say that the TMAGAC emails that went out to millions of people
on a daily basis, that that was part of the kind of campaign messaging apparatus as well.
Is that fair?

A Sorry. Repeat the question.

Q Isitfair to say that the TMAGAC emails were part of the RNC and the
campaign's messaging apparatus? Meaning, they're delivering campaign messaging,
talking points effectively to millions of people on a daily basis. Is that a fair
characterization of the emails?

A I'm actually not sure that's a fair statement. | don't really see digital
fundraising emails as like the lead on messaging. Oftentimes those are kind of what
follows what you're publicly communicating. I'm not sure | would say that's a fair
statement. | don't see it strategically that way, that digital fundraising would be the lead
messaging on matters like that.

_ What would you say is the lead on messaging?

Mr. Reed. Obviously, like a principal, like the President or the chairwoman or top
surrogates, top communications people, messages that go out on Twitter, press releases,
speeches, that's more of what | think of.

| can't think of too many scenarios, just not talking about this period but just in my
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career, where we had -- you would just put up something, a digital fundraising product
like an email, to donors and that would be the lead of the messaging.
s I

Q  And, Mr. Reed, | wasn't trying to suggest it was the lead, but that it was part
of the messaging. | use the term apparatus, but not so much the lead. But it sounds
like you were saying fundraising emails are going to be consistent with the
candidate's messaging --

A Well, yeah, | concede that, yes, because fundraising emails track with the
public messaging. | concede that point, yes.

Q  Sowhen individuals are receiving those emails, they are in fact receiving
campaign comms messaging in those emails, hence why folks like you were involved and
the comms teams of the campaign --

A Yes. Yes.

Q  Okay.

A Fair to say, yes.

Q  Allright. And you talked about it would be normal to prepare. So when |
say that -- or proffer to you that Austin Boedigheimer indicated in documents that there
were "trying to steal" messaging had been approved, your understanding is that that
would be normal and typical and that doesn't surprise you to hear. Is that fair?

A Yeah. |thinkit's fair to say it, generally speaking, wouldn't surprise me that
the digital team, the comms team, and the legal team on a campaign would have
messaging and plans in place based off of various scenarios that could transpire on
election night.

Q  Andso | want to now hone in specifically on the "trying to steal" scenario.

Leading into election day, did you have conversations internally at the RNC about
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Democrats trying to steal, which is the wording Mr. Boedigheimer uses? Did you have
discussions about messaging that post-election?

A | don't remember specifically, but I'm sure we did. | mean, there were
many concerns at the time about how the election was being conducted. | think
everyone was talking about the potential for a very close race in several States and having
a scenario where it's kind of mayhem in the counting process in some of these States on
election day and post-election day. So I'm sure conversations like that took place.

Q  Andis it fair to say that when the term "trying to steal" the election is used,
we're talking about election fraud? Is that fair?

A To say -- yeah. The phrase "Democrats trying to steal the election," | think
it's fair to say, yeah, there we would be referring to, yeah, Democrats, there being fraud
or counting of illegal ballots or not following the proper processes in counting or recounts
or whatever it may be. That's generally what we'd be referring to, | believe.

Q  So going to election day, you don't recall any specific kind of strategy of how
to handle various potential post-election outcomes. Is that what you're saying?

A I'm saying I'm sure we talked about it. I'm just not saying -- | can't
remember specifically when or those specific conversations. But I'm sure we talked
about strategy around these issues prior to election day.

Q  Solet'sgotoelection day. Election day comes. There's voting. Election
evening comes. No winner is declared.

Going into election day, there was lots of discussion about a potential red mirage
and then the late blue wave, | believe it was called.

Are you familiar with those concepts?

A I'm familiar with the concepts, yes.

Q  Allright. Sois it fair to say that there was a lot of public discussion about
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the potential that President Trump may be ahead on election day but that Joe Biden
may -- could catch up because some more left-leading votes may be counted later? s
that a fair characterization of one perspective?

A Yeah, | remember hearing those arguments.

Q  And was that your expectation as well, that election night there wouldn't be
a -- there would likely not be a winner called election night because of the role of mail-in
ballots and whatnot?

A | think that's fair to say. Although | would say it varied by -- | remember it
very much varied by State, because some States would be allowed to count mail-in ballots
that were arriving prior to election day and report those totals earlier, if | remember
correctly, and then other States -- which is insane in my mind -- didn't start counting
mail-in ballots, | believe, till like election day or even after election day.

So | remember it varying by State. And | remember there being confusion about
it and not -- maybe we would generally be where | just said, but maybe not have an -- we
maybe wouldn't have accurate counts on election night of what ballots were in or were
part of the tabulation process that were being counted, whether they were election day
votes or mail-in votes that arrived before election day, and there being confusion about
how many votes may be left outstanding to be counted.

So that generally tracks with my understanding. But again, it varied by State. |
remember there certainly being some confusion.

s I

Q  Soa moment ago when we were talking about kind of the nature
of -- because | think it's important to use a couple of terms or kind of define a couple of
terms just so we're being clear. A moment ago when we were talking about -- my

colleague said something along the lines of election fraud, which suggested intent.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

| think you used the words an intent to count illegal ballots or something nefarious
where the intent is to have votes counted that shouldn't be or hide votes, all the stories
of suitcases full of ballots or ballots from dumpsters, right, things that we traditionally
think of as election fraud and intent to violate the legal system to get votes counted that
shouldn't be.

And then there's the term that some people use, which I'll say is election integrity,
where the concept is, oh, they changed the law, should the secretary of state be able to
do that, should those rules work that way, did they follow the procedures correctly, et
cetera.

Let me start with, have you ever heard those terms defined that way? In your
head, is that a framework that you're familiar with as the comms person for the RNC?

A Yeah. |would say in the election fraud bucket | would include all of those
things, whether it be, like you said, straight up dead people voting or, like you said,
suitcases full of ballots or whatever it may be. Everything from that to an election
tabulator counting a ballot they shouldn't, like if a ballot didn't have a signature match
and it was the law that it should; or they didn't look at a voter ID when they should have
or they counted it after a certain date that they weren't allowed to.

I'd consider that all in the fraud bucket. Does that kind of answer your question?

Q In asense, yes, because | think even in the later examples you gave, those
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