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THREE YEARS LATER: D.C. NATIONAL GUARD
WHISTLEBLOWERS SPEAK OUT ON JANU-
ARY 6 DELAY

April 17, 2024

SUBCOMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT,
COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC.

The Subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10 a.m., in room
1310, Longworth House Office Building, Hon. Barry Loudermilk

[chair of the Subcommittee] presiding.

Present: Representatives  Loudermilk, Griffith, Murphy,
D’Esposito, Morelle, and Torres.

Staff present: March Bell, General Counsel; Annemarie Cake,
Staff Assistant; Hillary Lassiter, Deputy Staff Director, Sub-
committee on Oversight; Janet Schwalb, Deputy Staff Director for
Advice and Guidance; Elliott Tomlinson, Staff Director, Sub-
committee on Oversight; Jamie Fleet, Minority Staff Director;
Owen Reilly, Minority Professional Staff; and Matt Schlesinger, Mi-
nority Senior Counsel.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. BARRY LOUDERMILK, CHAIR-
MAN OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT, A U.S. REP-
RESENTATIVE FROM GEORGIA

Chairman LOUDERMILK. The Subcommittee on Oversight will
come to order.

Without objection, the chair may declare a recess at any time.

Also, without objection, the meeting record will remain open for
5 legislative days so Members may submit any materials they wish
to be included therein.

Thank you, Ranking Member Torres, Members of the Sub-
committee, and our courageous whistleblowers, for joining us for to-
day’s oversight hearing.

These whistleblowers are coming forward today to share for the
first time under oath their firsthand account related to National
Guard deployment on January 6. None of today’s whistleblowers
were interviewed under oath by the Department of Defense Inspec-
tor General or the Select Committee.

January 6, 2021, highlighted a culmination of failures at many
levels. For today’s hearing, we are examining the Department of
Defense and the D.C. National Guard’s response to the violent
breach of the Capitol. We will get into it.
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1 { would like to play a brief video about the timeframe of the
elay.

Mrs. ToRRES. Is this the video we received just this morning?
Last night? OK.

[Video shown.]

Chairman LOUDERMILK. I want to thank the minority for their
indulgence in playing the video. I think it is important to kind of
set the stage of just how important 3 hours and 19 minutes can be
on a day like that.

At a previous hearing, we heard testimony from former U.S. Cap-
itol Police Chief Steven Sund about the former Speaker and the
congressional leadership delay of the U.S. Capitol Police’s request
for assistance.

On January 6, 2021, at 1:49 p.m., the D.C. National Guard re-
ceived the first request for immediate assistance from the U.S.
Capitol Police as protestors started to gather and force their way
into the Capitol complex. However, at this time the Capitol Police
Board had not officially approved the request.

At roughly 2:12 p.m., protestors breached the Capitol and began
assaulting police officers. Staffers and Members of Congress were
ordered to evacuate, including myself and others that are here
today. Capitol Police attempted to secure Members and clear the
Capitol but were quickly outnumbered.

There have been many testimonies of that day, but one thing is
clear: The U.S. Capitol Police requested and needed urgent assist-
ance from anyone who would answer the call, including the Metro-
politan Police Department and various Federal law enforcement
entities and the D.C. National Guard. However, there was a delay
deploying the National Guard for over 3 hours.

Almost an hour after the Capitol was breached, at 3:04 p.m., the
Acting Secretary of Defense, Christopher Miller, approved the D.C.
National Guard to deploy to the Capitol.

Just a brief history lesson for those who do not know. Executive
Order 11485 delegates oversight of the D.C. National Guard to the
Department of Defense. A 1969 memo further designates this au-
thority specifically to the Secretary of the Army.

On January 6, 2021, the Commanding General of the D.C. Na-
tional Guard, William Walker, reported directly to the Secretary of
the Army, Ryan McCarthy.

The D.C. National Guard was at the Armory, 1.2 miles away
from the Capitol, waiting for authorization to deploy to assist civil
authorities and quell the riot. However, the D.C. National Guard
did not arrive at the Capitol until almost 6 p.m. That is 3 hours
and 19 minutes of delay.

During those hours, chaos engulfed Members of Congress, law
enforcement officers, reporters, staffers, and citizens. During those
hours, necessary help from the D.C. National Guard was not on the
way.

Our goal today is to get to the bottom as to why.

It took too long for the D.C. National Guard to arrive at the Cap-
itol. The 113th Wing—Capital Guardians—have a proud history of
protecting our Nation’s capital and serving our Nation’s leadership.
Nevertheless, the New Jersey State Police from nearly 150 miles
away responded to the Capitol before the D.C. National Guard.
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Additionally, the Pentagon knew that there was a threat to gov-
ernmental operations because, by 3:37 p.m. the Pentagon sent its
own security forces to guard the homes of defense leaders.

At 3:37 p.m., no D.C. National Guard forces were on the way to
the Capitol.

Throughout my Subcommittee’s extensive investigation into the
events of January 6 and the Select Committee on January 6, we
have uncovered concerning inconsistencies regarding the mobiliza-
tion of the D.C. National Guard.

Through phone records, firsthand accounts, sworn testimonies,
and after-action reports we have gathered, there appears to have
been a significant delay at the Department of Defense in either de-
ploying the National Guard or communicating the order of deploy-
ment.

Either way, the purpose of this hearing is to hear the D.C. Na-
tional Guard’s story for the first time ever about the 3 hour and
19 minute delay.

On November 16, 2021, the Department of Defense Inspector
General released a report reviewing their role in the response to
January 6 which claimed that the D.C. National Guard was de-
ployed to the Capitol as quickly as possible.

However, the report also credited significant delays in deploy-
ment to D.C. National Guard Commanding General Major General
William Walker neglecting to mobilize after receiving orders.

Specifically, the DOD IG (Department of Defense Inspector Gen-
eral) report concludes that the leader of the National Guard re-
sponse, Major General Walker, received direction from the Sec-
retary of the Army, Ryan McCarthy, to deploy the D.C. National
Guard to the Capitol twice, once at 4:35 p.m. and again at 5 p.m.

Major General Walker denies that either of these calls took
place.

Despite the many inconsistencies and contradictions of the De-
partment of Defense’s responsibility that day, the Select Committee
on January 6 ignored these discrepancies, despite them being
shared privately by their own staff, and barreled forward with the
DOD’s side of the story.

Following the release of the DOD IG report, multiple whistle-
blowers from the D.C. National Guard who were present with
Major General Walker have come forward to share their experi-
ences.

According to their testimony, hours of vital response time were
missed because senior Army officials had personal concerns regard-
ing military presence at the U.S. Capitol.

Today we have the responsibility of recognizing these D.C. Na-
tional Guardsmen, listening to their testimony, and honoring their
patriotism, these brave men who showed up to defend the Capitol
and were discarded and ignored when they tried to come forward.

I reached out to the DOD IG regarding concerns with their re-
port and contradictory narratives. For nearly 2 months I have not
received any answers.

Today we will learn more about what happened that day regard-
ing the delay. We will hear a side of the story that has been ig-
nored for too long.
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Most importantly, today we will look into the future and make
sure that our Capitol, our Capital Guardians, and our law enforce-
ment partners are more prepared today than they were 3 years
ago.

We are only able to conduct this oversight because whistle-
blowers have come forward to share their stories. I encourage any-
one to reach out to the Subcommittee as our investigation con-
tinues.

[The prepared statement of Chairman Loudermilk follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF CHAIRMAN OF THE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT BARRY LOUDERMILK

These whistleblowers are coming forward today to share for the first time under
oath their firsthand account related to National Guard deployment on January 6.
None of today’s whistleblowers were interviewed under oath by the Department of
Defense Inspector General or the Select Committee.

January 6, 2021, highlighted a culmination of failures at many levels. For today’s
hearing, we are examining the Department of Defense and the D.C. National
Guard’s response to the violent breach of the Capitol. We will get into it.

I would like to play a brief video about the timeframe of the delay.

[Video shown.]

I want to thank the minority for their indulgence in playing the video. I think
it is important to kind of set the stage of just how important 3 hours and 19 min-
utes can be on a day like that.

At a previous hearing, we heard testimony from former U.S. Capitol Police Chief
Steven Sund about the former Speaker and the congressional leadership delay of the
U.S. Capitol Police’s request for assistance.

On January 6, 2021, at 1:49 p.m., the D.C. National Guard received the first re-
quest for immediate assistance from the U.S. Capitol Police as protestors started to
gather and force their way into the Capitol complex. However, at this time the Cap-
itol Police Board had not officially approved the request.

At roughly 2:12 p.m., protestors breached the Capitol and began assaulting police
officers. Staffers and Members of Congress were ordered to evacuate, including my-
self and others that are here today. Capitol Police attempted to secure Members and
clear the Capitol but were quickly outnumbered.

There have been many testimonies of that day, but one thing is clear: The U.S.
Capitol Police requested and needed urgent assistance from anyone who would an-
swer the call, including the Metropolitan Police Department and various Federal
law enforcement entities and the D.C. National Guard. However, there was a delay
deploying the National Guard for over 3 hours.

Almost an hour after the Capitol was breached, at 3:04 p.m., the Acting Secretary
%f Defelanse, Christopher Miller, approved the D.C. National Guard to deploy to the

apitol.

Just a brief history lesson for those who do not know. Executive Order 11485 dele-
gates oversight of the D.C. National Guard to the Department of Defense. A 1969
memo further designates this authority specifically to the Secretary of the Army.

On January 6, 2021, the Commanding General of the D.C. National Guard, Wil-
liam Walker, reported directly to the Secretary of the Army, Ryan McCarthy.

The D.C. National Guard was at the Armory, 1.2 miles away from the Capitol,
waiting for authorization to deploy to assist civil authorities and quell the riot. How-
ever, the D.C. National Guard did not arrive at the Capitol until almost 6 p.m. That
is 3 hours and 19 minutes of delay.

During those hours, chaos engulfed Members of Congress, law enforcement offi-
cers, reporters, staffers, and citizens. During those hours, necessary help from the
D.C. National Guard was not on the way.

Our goal today is to get to the bottom as to why.

It took too long for the D.C. National Guard to arrive at the Capitol. The 113th
Wing Capital Guardians have a proud history of protecting our Nation’s capital and
serving our Nation’s leadership. Nevertheless, the New Jersey State Police from
nearly 150 miles away responded to the Capitol before the D.C. National Guard.

Additionally, the Pentagon knew that there was a threat to governmental oper-
ations because, by 3:37 p.m. the Pentagon sent its own security forces to guard the
homes of defense leaders.

At 3:37 p.m., no D.C. National Guard forces were on the way to the Capitol.
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Throughout my Subcommittee’s extensive investigation into the events of January
6 and the Select Committee on January 6, we have uncovered concerning inconsist-
encies regarding the mobilization of the D.C. National Guard.

Through phone records, firsthand accounts, sworn testimonies, and after action
reports we have gathered, there appears to have been a significant delay at the De-
partment of Defense in either deploying the National Guard or communicating the
order of deployment.

Either way, the purpose of this hearing is to hear the D.C. National Guard’s story
for the first time ever about the 3 hour and 19 minute delay.

On November 16, 2021, the Department of Defense Inspector General released a
report reviewing their role in the response to January 6 which claimed that the D.C.
National Guard was deployed to the Capitol as quickly as possible.

However, the report also credited significant delays in deployment to D.C. Na-
tional Guard Commanding General Major General William Walker neglecting to mo-
bilize after receiving orders.

Specifically, the DOD IG report concludes that the leader of the National Guard
response, Major General Walker, received direction from the Secretary of the Army,
Ryan McCarthy, to deploy the D.C. National Guard to the Capitol twice, once at
4:35 p.m. and again at 5 p.m.

Major General Walker denies that either of these calls took place.

Despite the many inconsistencies and contradictions of the Department of De-
fense’s responsibility that day, the Select Committee on January 6 ignored these dis-
crepancies, despite them being shared privately by their own staff, and barreled for-
ward with the DOD’s side of the story.

Following the release of the DOD IG report, multiple whistleblowers from the
D.C. National Guard who were present with Major General Walker have come for-
ward to share their experiences.

According to their testimony, hours of vital response time were missed because
%enior 1Army officials had personal concerns regarding military presence at the U.S.

apitol.

Today we have the responsibility of recognizing these D.C. National Guardsmen,
listening to their testimony, and honoring their patriotism, these brave men who
showed up to defend the Capitol and were discarded and ignored when they tried
to come forward.

I reached out to the DOD IG regarding concerns with their report and contradic-
tory narratives. For nearly 2 months I have not received any answers.

Today we will learn more about what happened that day regarding the delay. We
will hear a side of the story that has been ignored for too long.

Most importantly, today we will look into the future and make sure that our Cap-
itol, our Capital Guardians, and our law enforcement partners are more prepared
today than they were 3 years ago.

We are only able to conduct this oversight because whistleblowers have come for-
ward to share their stories. I encourage anyone to reach out to the Subcommittee
as our investigation continues.

I now recognize the Ranking Member, Mrs. Torres, for 5 minutes
for the purpose of providing an opening statement.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. NORMA TORRES, RANKING
MEMBER OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT, A U.S.
REPRESENTATIVE FROM CALIFORNIA

Mrs. TORRES. Thank you, Chairman.

Thank you to our witnesses for being here today and for your
service to our Nation, particularly on January 6. You have sac-
rificed your time to protect us, and we owe you a debt of gratitude.

We are here today discussing the delayed National Guard re-
sponse to the Capitol for one reason and one reason only: Donald
Trump dispatched an armed mob to try to overturn the election he
knew he lost.

For 3 hours and 19 minutes, as that violent mob assaulted law
enforcement and hunted for Members of Congress and the Vice
President, who they were trying to hang, the National Guard was
forced to wait and wait and wait, all because of the chaos at the
Pentagon caused by the Commander in Chief and the fear that he
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would involve the military in domestic political affairs, a big no-no
we teach worldwide to emerging countries.

This was a Commander in Chief who, as the riot unfolded, did
not call his Acting Secretary of Defense or Secretary of the Army
to ask why the National Guard was missing, where were they?

A Commander in Chief who, after he learned someone was shot,
did not care. He did not call the National Guard directly.

A Commander in Chief whose aides and family partied and
danced as the mob prepared to overturn the Capitol.

A Commander in Chief who sat in his dining room watching it
all unfold on TV like it was an action movie with an ending favor-
able to him.

How did we get here? Let me tell you.

In response to the June 2020 demonstrations responding to the
murder of George Floyd, President Trump said he would, quote,
“deploy the United States military,” end quote, to put down the
protests and even asked Secretary of Defense Mark Esper why the
military could not just, quote, “shoot the protesters in the legs or
something,” end quote.

Secretary Esper found the President’s comments so disturbing he
held a press conference, saying he opposed invoking the Insurrec-
tion Act.

Then, in December, as Trump continued to spread conspiracy
theories supported by Members of this Congress sitting here today
about the election being stolen, talk of invoking the Insurrection
Act reached a boiling point.

It got so bad that his own Secretary of the Army and the Army
Chief of Staff, a four-star general, issued a joint statement saying,
quote, “There is no role for the U.S. military in determining the
outcome of an American election,” end quote.

As our top military leaders worried the President would declare
martial law, the rest of the national security apparatus was in total
disarray. People were getting fired or resigning left and right. Ev-
eryone remembers that, right? With only 71 days left in his term,
Trump terminated the Secretary of Defense and replaced him with
an Acting Secretary of Defense who was completely, completely
over his head.

Contrary to attempts to rewrite history, the January 6 Select
Committee conducted more than two dozen interviews and re-
viewed over 37,000 pages of documents related to the National
Guard and dedicated 46 pages of its final report to this issue.

The Select Committee found that the chaos led to an ill-equipped
Acting Secretary of Defense issuing an unclear order to the Sec-
retary of the Army, an order so unclear that it was interpreted dif-
ferently by the Acting Secretary of Defense, the Army Chief of
Staff, and the Secretary of the Army—three people, three different
interpretations.

It is all there in the Select Committee’s final report and the doz-
ens of relevant transcripts available online.

Adding to the chaos, these top Army officials exercised extreme
caution and imposed unprecedented restrictions on when and how
to deploy the Guard on January 6. This was the direct result of the
President’s decision to involve the military in domestic affairs.
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To our witnesses, I am so sorry. I am so sorry that Trump’s De-
fense Department and Army leadership failed you and they failed
us on January 6. You should never have been forced to sit on your
hands while we were lying on our stomachs, planning to use a pen
in our purses as a weapon to defend ourselves against the mob that
was sent here to kill us by the President of the United States of
America. We were preparing to die.

I yield back.

[The prepared statement of Mrs. Torres follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF RANKING MEMBER OF THE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT NORMA TORRES

We are here today discussing the delayed National Guard response to the Capitol
for one reason and one reason only: Donald Trump dispatched an armed mob to try
to overturn the election he knew he lost.

For 3 hours and 19 minutes, as that violent mob assaulted law enforcement and
hunted for Members of Congress and the Vice President, who they were trying to
hang, the National Guard was forced to wait and wait and wait, all because of the
chaos at the Pentagon caused by the Commander in Chief and the fear that he
would involve the military in domestic political affairs, a big no no we teach world-
wide to emerging countries.

This was a Commander in Chief who, as the riot unfolded, did not call his Acting
Secretary of Defense or Secretary of the Army to ask why the National Guard was
missing, where were they?

A Commander in Chief who, after he learned someone was shot, did not care. He
did not call the National Guard directly.

A Commander in Chief whose aides and family partied and danced as the mob
prepared to overturn the Capitol.

A Commander in Chief who sat in his dining room watching it all unfold on TV
like it was an action movie with an ending favorable to him.

How did we get here? Let me tell you.

In response to the June 2020 demonstrations responding to the murder of George
Floyd, President Trump said he would, quote, “deploy the United States military,”
end quote, to put down the protests and even asked Secretary of Defense Mark
Esper why the military could not just, quote, “shoot the protesters in the legs or
something,” end quote.

Secretary Esper found the President’s comments so disturbing he held a press
conference, saying he opposed invoking the Insurrection Act.

Then, in December, as Trump continued to spread conspiracy theories supported
by Members of this Congress sitting here today about the election being stolen, talk
of invoking the Insurrection Act reached a boiling point.

It got so bad that his own Secretary of the Army and the Army Chief of Staff,
a four star general, issued a joint statement saying, quote, “There is no role for the
U.S. military in determining the outcome of an American election,” end quote.

As our top military leaders worried the President would declare martial law, the
rest of the national security apparatus was in total disarray. People were getting
fired or resigning left and right. Everyone remembers that, right? With only 71 days
left in his term, Trump terminated the Secretary of Defense and replaced him with
an Acting Secretary of Defense who was completely, completely over his head.

Contrary to attempts to rewrite history, the January 6 Select Committee con-
ducted more than two dozen interviews and reviewed over 37,000 pages of docu-
n}llents related to the National Guard and dedicated 46 pages of its final report to
this issue.

The Select Committee found that the chaos led to an ill equipped Acting Secretary
of Defense issuing an unclear order to the Secretary of the Army, an order so un-
clear that it was interpreted differently by the Acting Secretary of Defense, the
Army Chief of Staff, and the Secretary of the Army three people, three different in-
terpretations.

It is all there in the Select Committee’s final report and the dozens of relevant
transcripts available online.

Adding to the chaos, these top Army officials exercised extreme caution and im-
posed unprecedented restrictions on when and how to deploy the Guard on January
6. This was the direct result of the President’s decision to involve the military in
domestic affairs.
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To our witnesses, I am so sorry. I am so sorry that Trump’s Defense Department
and Army leadership failed you and they failed us on January 6. You should never
have been forced to sit on your hands while we were lying on our stomachs, plan-
ning to use a pen in our purses as a weapon to defend ourselves against the mob
that was sent here to kill us by the President of the United States of America. We
were preparing to die.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. The gentlelady yields.

The chair now recognizes the full Committee Ranking Member,
Mr. Morelle, for 5 minutes for the purpose of making an opening
statement.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. JOSEPH MORELLE, RANKING
MEMBER OF THE COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION,
A U.S. REPRESENTATIVE FROM NEW YORK

Mr. MORELLE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you to our witnesses for your careers of distinguished
service.

The D.C. National Guardsmen are known as the Capital Guard-
ians, and we as Members are only able to do our jobs in the days
and months that followed January 6 because you stood guard over
us as you did. For that and for all of your long service, we owe you
an enormous debt of gratitude. Thank you.

I want to be clear: We are here today for a single reason. An un-
patriotic, cynical, power-hungry man incited a deadly insurrection
as part of his months-long effort to overturn a free and fair Amer-
ican election. We are here because of his lies about the 2020 elec-
tion.

It is hard to believe, it is, frankly, even hard to say, but it does
not make it any less true. Yet many cannot bring themselves to ac-
knowledge it, many in this room.

As a result, we are here because of the majority’s 15-month quix-
otic mission to find malfeasance from the January 6 Select Com-
mittee who investigated the insurrection where no malfeasance ex-
ists.

Frankly, just as a question of jurisdiction should be raised. If this
hearing is about the chain of command and/or communication be-
tween the various elements of the defense apparatus of the United
States, then it falls to the House Armed Services Committee to do
that investigation. They should be doing it. I do agree. This is
clearly not the venue for this to happen.

I do want to address something at the outset. There is a notion
that persists that President Trump ordered or pushed for 10,000
National Guard troops ahead of January 6. It has been debunked
repeatedly, and it is also a red herring, and here is why.

As the chair has stated, a 1969 executive order delegated author-
ity of the D.C. National Guard to the Secretary of Defense who, in
turn, delegated that authority to the Secretary of the Army.

The President of the United States ultimately sits atop the chain
of command. What he did with the National Guard before January
6 does not matter compared to his actions—or, I should say, inac-
tions—on the 6th of January itself.

What he never did on the 6th was call the Secretary of Defense,
the Secretary of the Army, or the D.C. National Guard itself to find
out why they were not on the scene or to order them to the Capitol
for that 3 hour and 19 minute delay.
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I want to quickly dispense with the claim once and for all that
he ordered 10,000 troops, as he has said. Acting Secretary of De-
fense Christopher Miller was asked the following questions and
provided the following answers under penalty of perjury.

First question: “The 10,000 troops, did you take that as a request
for you or an order for you to deploy 10,000 troops?”

His answer, and I quote: “No, absolutely not. I interpreted it as
a bit of Presidential banter or President Trump banter that you're
all familiar with, and in no way, shape, or form did I interpret that
as an order or direction.”

He was also asked: “In February 2021, Mark Meadows said on
FOX News that, quote, ‘Even in January, that it was a given as
many as 10,000 National Guard troops were told to be on the ready
by the Secretary of Defense.” Is there any accuracy to that state-
ment?”

Mr. Meadows’ (sic) answer: “Not from my perspective. I was not
given any direction or order or knew of any plans of that nature
. . . No, there was—obviously we had plans for activating more
folks, but that was not anything more than contingency planning.”

Then a few questions later, “To be crystal clear,” the question
was, “there was no direct order from President Trump to put
10,000 troops to be on the ready for January 6. Is that correct?”

His answer, quote: “That’s correct. There was no direct order.
There was no order from the President.”

I think that is all you need to know. Under oath, the Secretary
of Defense said it never happened.

Here is the bottom line. The President of the United States ma-
nipulated his followers into believing the election was stolen from
him, summoned an armed mob to Washington, and then unleashed
them on the United States Capitol, and then did absolutely nothing
to stop what unfolded.

People died. We almost lost our democracy. We could have a hun-
dred hearings to deflect blame, but the facts are not going to
change.

President Truman famously had a sign on his desk that said,
“The buck stops here.” President Trump’s sign, on the other hand,
would read, “The buck stops anywhere but here.”

He lit the fire. He fanned the flames. The Defense Department
delayed the troops. He wants everyone else to take the blame.
Frankly, I find it pathetic.

I agree with Senator Mitch McConnell who said, “Former Presi-
dent Trump’s actions preceding the riot were a disgraceful, dis-
graceful dereliction of duty.”

Former Speaker Kevin McCarthy said Trump bears responsi-
bility for his actions, no ifs, ands, or buts.

I agree with Senator Lindsey Graham who said, “All I can say
is count me out. Enough is enough.”

I only wish that they and the rest of the Republican Party agreed
with their prior versions of themselves.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield back.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Morelle follows:]
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PREPARED STATEMENT OF RANKING MEMBER OF THE
COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION JOSEPH MORELLE

The D.C. National Guardsmen are known as the Capital Guardians, and we as
Members are only able to do our jobs in the days and months that followed January
6 because you stood guard over us as you did. For that and for all of your long serv-
ice, we owe you an enormous debt of gratitude. Thank you.

I want to be clear: We are here today for a single reason. An unpatriotic, cynical,
power hungry man incited a deadly insurrection as part of his months long effort
to overturn a free and fair American election. We are here because of his lies about
the 2020 election.

It is hard to believe, it is, frankly, even hard to say, but it does not make it any
less true. Yet many cannot bring themselves to acknowledge it, many in this room.

As a result, we are here because of the majority’s 15-month quixotic mission to
find malfeasance from the January 6 Select Committee who investigated the insur-
rection where no malfeasance exists.

Frankly, just as a question of jurisdiction should be raised. If this hearing is about
the chain of command and/or communication between the various elements of the
defense apparatus of the United States, then it falls to the House Armed Services
Committee to do that investigation. They should be doing it. I do agree. This is
clearly not the venue for this to happen.

I do want to address something at the outset. There is a notion that persists that
President Trump ordered or pushed for 10,000 National Guard troops ahead of Jan-
ua}llry 6. It has been debunked repeatedly, and it is also a red herring, and here is
why.

As the chair has stated, a 1969 executive order delegated authority of the D.C.
National Guard to the Secretary of Defense who, in turn, delegated that authority
to the Secretary of the Army.

The President of the United States ultimately sits atop the chain of command.
What he did with the National Guard before January 6 does not matter compared
to his actions or, I should say, inactions on the 6th of January itself.

What he never did on the 6th was call the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary
of the Army, or the D.C. National Guard itself to find out why they were not on
the scene or to order them to the Capitol for that 3 hour and 19 minute delay.

I want to quickly dispense with the claim once and for all that he ordered 10,000
troops, as he has said. Acting Secretary of Defense Christopher Miller was asked
the following questions and provided the following answers under penalty of perjury.

First question: “The 10,000 troops, did you take that as a request for you or an
order for you to deploy 10,000 troops?”

His answer, and I quote: “No, absolutely not. I interpreted it as a bit of Presi-
dential banter or President Trump banter that you’re all familiar with, and in no
way, shape, or form did I interpret that as an order or direction.”

He was also asked: “In February 2021, Mark Meadows said on FOX News that,
quote, ‘Even in January, that it was a given as many as 10,000 National Guard
troops were told to be on the ready by the Secretary of Defense.’ Is there any accu-
racy to that statement?”

Mr. Meadows’ (sic) answer: “Not from my perspective. I was not given any direc-
tion or order or knew of any plans of that nature . . . No, there was obviously we
had plans for activating more folks, but that was not anything more than contin-
gency planning.”

Then a few questions later, “To be crystal clear,” the question was, “there was
no direct order from President Trump to put 10,000 troops to be on the ready for
January 6. Is that correct?”

His answer, quote: “That’s correct. There was no direct order. There was no order
from the President.”

I think that is all you need to know. Under oath, the Secretary of Defense said
it never happened.

Here is the bottom line. The President of the United States manipulated his fol-
lowers into believing the election was stolen from him, summoned an armed mob
to Washington, and then unleashed them on the United States Capitol, and then
did absolutely nothing to stop what unfolded.

People died. We almost lost our democracy. We could have a hundred hearings
to deflect blame, but the facts are not going to change.

President Truman famously had a sign on his desk that said, “The buck stops
here.” President Trump’s sign, on the other hand, would read, “The buck stops any-
where but here.”

He lit the fire. He fanned the flames. The Defense Department delayed the troops.
He wants everyone else to take the blame. Frankly, I find it pathetic.
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I agree with Senator Mitch McConnell who said, “Former President Trump’s ac-
tions preceding the riot were a disgraceful, disgraceful dereliction of duty.”

Former Speaker Kevin McCarthy said Trump bears responsibility for his actions,
no ifs, ands, or buts.

I agree with Senator Lindsey Graham who said, “All I can say is count me out.
Enough is enough.”

I only wish that they and the rest of the Republican Party agreed with their prior
versions of themselves.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. The gentleman yields.

Just for the record, this hearing is not being done in isolation.
It has been carefully coordinated with the House Armed Services
Committee and not only has their blessing but a bipartisan bless-
ing to hold this hearing.

Also, without objection, I would like to submit for the record Sec-
retary Miller’s transcribed interview under oath to the Select Com-
mittee on January 6.

[The transcribed interview referred to follows:]

16 Q  Soljustwant to kind of take a step back and be clear here.

17 On January 3rd, did you have or even prior, did you have all the authorities you

18 needed in terms of activating/deploying the D.C. National Guard?

19 A | felt 1 did, yes.

20 Q  Did you need any additional authorities or was there a discussion about your
21 authorities in any way at that January 3rd meeting?

22 A No. Ididn't --1felt like | had all the authorities | needed and did not need

23 to discuss anything with the President regarding authorities.

2 Ms. Cheney. Some. Yeah, | have a question.

3 So, Mr. Miller, did you try to reach President Trump that day?

4 Mr. Miller. No, | did not.

5 Ms. Cheney. And why not?

6 Mr. Miller. | had all the authorities | needed to perform my duties and

7 responsibilities that day and didn't need any further guidance from the President.
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Chairman LOUDERMILK. Two excerpts.

“So, Mr. Miller, did you try to reach”—let me back up.

“On January 3d, did you have or even prior did you have all the
authorities needed in terms of activating, deploying the D.C. Na-
tional Guard?”

He said, “Yes. I felt I did.”

“Did you need any additional authorities, or was there a discus-
sion about your authorities in any way at the January 3d meet-
ing?”

“No, I didn’t. I felt like I had all the authorities I needed and did
not need to discuss anything with the President regarding authori-
ties.”

Another question: “So, Mr. Miller, did you try to reach President
Trump that day?”

“I did not.”

“Why not?”

“I had all the authorities I needed to perform my duties, respon-
sibilities that day and didn’t need any other guidance from the
President.”

I now recognize the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Griffith, for 5
minutes for an opening statement.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. MORGAN GRIFFITH, A U.S.
REPRESENTATIVE FROM THE STATE OF VIRGINIA

Mr. GRIFFITH. Let me start, Mr. Chairman, by submitting for the
record the Army timeline of events from December 31, 2020,
through January 7, 2021, that report dated January 7, 2021.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Without objection.

[The report referred to follows:]
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SECRETARY OF THE ARMY
WASHINGTON

SASA 7 January 2021

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD
SUBJECT: Timeline For 31 December - 7 January 2021

1. The purpose of this mémorandum is to memorialize the planning and execution
{imeline for the Washington D.C, National Guard’s involvement m the & January 2021
First Amendment Protests in Washington D.C.

2. The timeline is as follows (ifalics are from OSD timeline):

a. 31 December 2020. Mayor Muriel Bowser and Dr. Chiistopher Rodriguez
requested DCNG support from 0700 to 2400 and January 5-6 2021, fo support the
Metro Police Department and DC Fire and Emergency Service response to planned
First Amendment. The D.C. National Guard’s analysis of the mission set (traffic control
points, crowd control at Metro Stations, and the CST) generated the need for 340
Soldiers.

b. Z January 2021. SecArmy briefs the A/SD on the mission requirement.
Codifies brisfing with a letter

b. 3 January 2021. Carol Corbin OSD HD P. Gallagher (Protective Services
Bureau Commander that USCP was not requesting DOD support.

0SD HD&GS confirmed wUSCP, that US Capitol Police (USCP) was not
requesting DoD support

1300: A/SD and CJCS meet with select Cabinet Members (A/AG, SEC/nterior,
A/SEC DHS, APNSA) fo discuss DoD support to faw enforcement agencies and
potential requirements

1645: A/SD and CJCS meet with APNSA at the White House

1730: A/SD and CJCS meet with POTUS at White House; POTUS concutred that
A/SD could activate NG to support law enforcement. A/SD approved the activation of
340 DC NG and SECARMY notified Mayor Bowser of the approval.

c. 4 January 2021. A/SD approved DC Mayor support for 340 DC national
guardsmen.

SECARMY sent noftification to A/SD on DC Mayor’s request for 340 DC NG. Capitol
PD confirms wSECARMY that they do not need additional support.

Ptka@RecydedPam

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE USE ONLY JAN 6 ATTACK DoD 00001088
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-[ PAGE Y MERGEFORMAT -

0900: DoD Intemal senior leaders; prep for Cabinétmeeting and discuss DoD
support fo law enforcement for expected protests on 6 January.

1700: A/SD and CJGCS sync wiCabinet Members
1745: A/AG call with SecDefand CJCS

d. & January 2021. Mayor Bowser sonds lefter oonﬁrmmg the City of DC is not
requesting support from additional law enforcement.

DC National Guard in pos:tlon at checkpoints; Memo from DG Mayor fo A/AG,
A/SD, SECARMY stated they do not need additional support, MPD is prepared for the
First Amendment activifies.

e. 6 January 2021.

1302: VRPOTUS releases a letfer via Twitter regarding his mfe in the electoral
process

1305: Demonstrators march to U.S. Capitol and begin to bypass barricades

1305: Conference call between SECARMY and DG Mayor; DC Mayor requested
employment of addifional 150 DG NG fo assist with crowd controf. SECARMY
approves activation from existing mobilization. .

[ HYPERLINK “x-apple-data- -detectors://6" ]: Mayor Bowser requested additional
support on behalf of the Capltol police for more DC National Guardsmen.

1340: Reporis of polential explosive devices at DNC/RNC headquarters.
Cannon Building evacuated.

1349: Chief Sund, the chisf of the United States Capitol Police, requested
immediate assistance from MG Wailker, the Commanding General of the DG
Mational Guard. MG Walker alerted Army leadership of the request.

1410: Chief Sund contacted MG Wailker again to request immediate
- assistance and stated 200 Guardsmen were needed and fo send more if
they are available. . ‘

1429: Media reports Police on Senate Floor shouted “Shots fired. Move avay
from the doors.”

1430: A/SD, SECARMY, LA/PA Sync

HOLIRF 8FI FCT COMMITTEE USE ONLY JAN 8 ATTACK DoD 00001087
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{PAGE V MERGEFORMAT }-

1431: Media reports protestors enfer Senate floor

1444: DHS reported protestors entered capitol and successfully delayed vote
count for Electoral College

1445; Joint Staff leadership establishes open bridge for senior leader discussion
and to monitor situation

1447: Media report public calls by Speaker of the House for National Guard
support to clear the Capitol .

[HYPERLINK "x-apple-data-detectors:/7" 1. Secretary of Defense approves
activation of all available 1100 DC National Guard, Note: 2700 Guardsmen are
assigned to DCNG. 1100 were available for mobilization. Secretary of Army calls
MG Walker, CG DCNG, and orders mobilization of 1100

1604: A/SD, vith advice from CJCS, OGC, CNGB, SECARMY, CSA, provides
verbal approval of the full activation of DC National Guard (1100 fotal) in support
of DC(DOD rapid response: 4 mins after DC Mayor request and 35 mins affer
media reports of first shots fired) )

1505: SECARMY phone call with Speaker Pelosi and Senator Schumer.
SECARMY explains that A/SD has already approved

[ HYPERLINK "x-apple-data-detectors:/8" ]: Media reports that DOD denied
Mayor Bowser's request for more guardsmen.

1518: A/SD, with advice from CJCS, OGC, CNGB, SECARMY, CSA, requested
that VA and MD National Guard be on standby. Pending request from DC Mayor,
no out of state officers authorized to deploy fo the District of Columbia

[ HYPERLINK "x—apple-déta-detectors:/!9“ I: Secretary of the Army conducts
phone call w/ Sen. Schumer and Speaker Pelosi about the nature of Mayor
Bowser's request,

[ HYPERLINK "x-apple-data-detectors://10" ]: SA conducts phone call with Mayor
Bowser and MPD police chief to reinforce there was not a denial of their request
and convey that their request has been approved by way of activating 1100
DCNG.

1528: A/SD and CJCS conduct phone call vith HASC Chairman Smith

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE USE ONLY JAN 6 ATTACK Dol 00001088
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JPAGE Y MERGEFORMAT ]-

1530: WH announces National Guard is on its way, media reports that one
person has been shot in the Capitn_{ and has been moved

1530: A/SD and CJCS Interagency Synich Call with D/FBI, D/DHS, WH
(Cipollone).

~1535: DC mayor establishes 6pm curfew

1540: Attorney General Phone Call that was interrupted by 1544 cell
wCongressional leadership’

1544: A/SD and CJCS conduct phone Call with Pelosi/ Schumer/McConnell/
Hoyer

1600: DoD Releases Statement on DC Guard Mobilization: STA TEMENTBY
JONATHAN HOFFMAN, CHIEF PENTAGON SPOKESMAN, ON.D.C. GUARD
MOBILIZATION , :

1600: SA participates in planning session at MP HQ

1604: DHS Secretary calls A/SD; CJCS also part of the call

1608: Phone Call between VPOTUS and A/SD and CJCS; A/SD conveyed this is
a law enforcement issue and DOD is in suppotting role -

1610: CNGB Meets vith A/SD and CJCS.

1613: US Capitai Police indicates intent to request 15-20 Pentagon Force
Protection Agency (PFPA) officers under mutual aid agreement. WHS recalls
officers to standby ahead of formal request.

[ HYPERLINK “x—apple-data-dete¢tors:111 1" |: BA participates in phone update
with A/SD and CJCS8. Confirms 25K/30K protesters

1617: A/SD briefed on media reports of POTUS remarks via Twitter ’
1619: A/SD Phone Call with CJCS and SEGARMY

1632: A/SD phone call with CJCS and SECARMY. A/SD provides verbal
authorization for employment of DCNG to conduct perimeter and clearance

operations and for SECARMY to provide public nofification _ :
1636: Media reporling of FBI deployment fo the Capifol'

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE USE ONLY JAN 8 ATTACK DoD 00001089
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{ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT }-

[ HYPERLINK "x-apple-data-detectors: /12" 1: DCNG movés 150 paxio 1st & D
with FBI tactical tearms and MPD.

1640: A/SD and CJCA conduct cafl with Congréssiona! leadership

[ HYPERLINK "x-apple-data-detectors:/f13" 1. SA pammpates in press
conference with Mayor and MPD chief

1647: DC Mayor gives Press Conference vith SECARMY

1648: Upon receipt of the formal request from USCP, A/SD approves and directs
20 PFFA officers to support U.S. Capitol Pcmce under mutual aid agreement.
Officers deployed fmmedlaz‘e,‘y

1662: DOD issues press statement on full activation of D.C. National Guard:
STATEMENTBY ACTING SECRETARY MILLER ON FULL ACTIVATION OF
D.C. NATIONAL GUARD

1700: Cabinet-levei meeting occurs with APNSA/DOJFBIDHS/DOIDoD
leadership, WH Counsel fo POTUS and DOD; FBI updates that 300 law
enforcement are.currently clearing the Capilol; next meeting set af 1800. A/SD-
reguests update from DHS on deployment of non-scalable fence. CJCS asked if
any additional DOD support is needed to Capitol Police.

1700: NORTHCOMAJTF NCR Convene Threat Workmg Group Meeting; readout
provided fo A/SD and CJCS at 1740

1700: Sec Army launches 150 DCNG to reinfbrce Capitol perimeter with lkical
and federal law enforcement.

1705: P/C with Sen. Schumer

1716: SECARMY provides update to A/SD and CJCS via phone call (Update
150 DC National Guard QRF staged to support MPD)

1717 Update w/ A/SD

1725: A/SD and CJCS cal! with WH Counsel. DOJ reaﬁ‘ rmed as the Iead federal
agency for response coordination

1726: Request fences from DHS Secretary
1740; DCNG Linked up fo tunnel at Capitol 1st and D st

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ’USE ONLY JAN 8 ATTACK DoD 00001090
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- PAGE V MERGEFORMAT }-

1740: A/SD and CJCS briefed on media reporis that Capifol building secure

1800: Cabinet-level inferagency sync call convened (APNSA, DHS, DOI, DOJ,
FBI, WH Caunse{, A/SD, CJCS, SECARMY in aftendance).

1800: DC curfew goes into effect
1800: Mayor Bowser activates curfew

{HYPERL!NK “s-apple-data-detectors:f114" 1 Update to A/SD; 150 on-site, 150
enroute and 350 FBl on-site. Goal for clearing of Capitol by 2100.

1829: Phone call with deputy director of the FBI David B
1850: Phone Gall with Gov. VA |

1915: A/SD, CJCS, A/DAG, and VPOTUS phéne cafl with Pelosi/ Schumer/
MeConnell

1916 Update wf NSD VPOTUS, Pelosi, Schumer, MeConnell, DOJ-Richard
Donahue.

1930: A/SD VOCO approves DOD fo pay for fences
1930: Determining when Congress will résume_. 2000

1936: SECARMY update call with A/SD and CJCS. A/SD approves Sec. 284
EEE funding for the fence around the Capilol.

1952: SA mesis w/ MG Walker orders no shift change and link up with Chief
Carroll to discuss disposifion and perimeter expansion until fences are in place.
Next tranche (150 pax) enroute to Capitol. SA orders MG Walker to start working
on Forc for incoming National Guardsmen .

2010; Congress back in session.

2015: DHS CFO, Mr. Troy Edgar, contagted Deputy Secrefary Norguistto
officially request funding support options for emplacement of fencing aroand the
Capitol referenced in 1936 cafi .

2017: COL Lubas calis USA fo run !egal traps of what happened and what is to
come,

2036: A/SD signs 502f

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE USE ONLY JAN 6 ATTACK DoD 00001091
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- PAGE - V" MERGEFORMAT }-

"2100: Phone call update w/ Hokanson, A/SD and MG Walker. 250-270 PAX lat
Capitol. Discussed foree flow over the next couple of days. CJCS says mobilize
all 6200 guard pax

2100: A/SD and CJCS phone call WSECARMY
2118: E-mail Approval of Emergency and Extraordinary Expenses (EEE) Funding
Support to DHS, in the form of reimbursement of expenses through the Economy

Act, vas sent by Mr. Thomas Harker to Mr Tmy Edgar on behalf of Deputy
Secretary Norquist

2158: SA meets with DCNG leaders at DC Armory 1o discuss force flow and 30
day mobil lzatlon orders.

2323: E-Mail containing DHS Poinis of Contact for Capitol Fence effort was sent
fo Secretary McCarthy to facilitate DIRLAUTH for construction scheduled to
commence at 0900, 07 Jan 21 ‘

2334: Check in with MPD chief

2330: Phone call with A/SD to discuss next 24 hour. 2 planned protest, DCNG
support to TCP and Capitol Perimeter.

2345: A/SD and CJCS phone call w’SECARM Y, CSA, CNGB, CJCS, CGDC NG
(SECARMY Back brisf)

. 7 January 2021,

0015: A/SD conducts final infemal sync with CJCS, CNGB, DOD QGC.

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE USE ONLY JAN & ATTACK DoD» 00001092
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Mr. GRIFFITH. I find some of the comments this morning inter-
esting because I, too, was on the floor that day. I find it interesting
because there is an allegation that the Commander in Chief has to
call everybody who is in the chain of command to make sure his
orders are followed.

It is my understanding, and I believe that the evidence today will
show from these gentlemen who have given their time and are
whistleblowers, meaning they are coming forward with something
that other people may not want to have heard, that we will dis-
cover through their testimony that, in fact, the President had given
the instruction, perhaps misunderstood on January 3 but certainly
on January 6, prior to that instruction being relayed by his officers
iérl aC((:iordance with general military procedure to the D.C. National

uard.

That is a big part of what this hearing will be about today, and
I think it is important that we keep that in mind.

Further, we have heard a lot about the attempts to rewrite his-
tory because the January 6 Committee is allegedly supposed to
have already done all of this. We will hear, I believe, from these
gentlemen today that they were not talked to by the January 6
commission.

Further, that commission will forever in history be tainted be-
cause it was the first time in history, in an attempt to write the
history after the fact, that both sides, both major parties in this po-
litical situation, that we find—have found ourselves in for the last
175, 200 years, both were not invited to participate in an equal
manner, that the Republican Representatives who were supposed
to be on that, who as it was originally set up were supposed to be
a part of the January 6 Committee, were not allowed to be present.
They were not allowed to cross-examine witnesses. They were not
allowed to ask for witnesses like these four brave gentlemen who
are here with us today. They were not allowed to call those wit-
nesses to appear in front of the January 6 Committee.

While the January 6 Committee may have found some very in-
teresting information, they intentionally chose not to tell the truth,
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth. At the very best, it can
be described as a partial attempt to put forward facts that favored
their side of the narrative and not to get to all the facts.

As Jack Webb in his famous character from “Dragnet” used to
say, “The facts. We just want the facts, ma’am.”

That is what we are here to do here today, is to try to make sure
that we are getting to the facts, not the political rhetoric, not the
emotions, per se, but the facts from four brave gentlemen who
serve our Nation and have served our Nation, who have come for-
ward.

I do not know any of these gentlemen. I do not believe any of
them has a political axe to grind. They are here just to deliver the
facts.

I yield back.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Griffith follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. MORGAN GRIFFITH

I find some of the comments this morning interesting because I, too, was on the
floor that day. I find it interesting because there is an allegation that the Com-
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mander in Chief has to call everybody who is in the chain of command to make sure
his orders are followed.

It is my understanding, and I believe that the evidence today will show from these
gentlemen who have given their time and are whistleblowers, meaning they are
coming forward with something that other people may not want to have heard, that
we will discover through their testimony that, in fact, the President had given the
instruction, perhaps misunderstood on January 3 but certainly on January 6, prior
to that instruction being relayed by his officers in accordance with general military
procedure to the D.C. National Guard.

That is a big part of what this hearing will be about today, and I think it is im-
portant that we keep that in mind.

Further, we have heard a lot about the attempts to rewrite history because the
January 6 Committee is allegedly supposed to have already done all of this. We will
hear, I believe, from these gentlemen today that they were not talked to by the Jan-
uary 6 commission.

Further, that commission will forever in history be tainted because it was the first
time in history, in an attempt to write the history after the fact, that both sides,
both major parties in this political situation, that we find have found ourselves in
for the last 175, 200 years, both were not invited to participate in an equal manner,
that the Republican Representatives who were supposed to be on that, who as it
was originally set up were supposed to be a part of the January 6 Committee, were
not allowed to be present. They were not allowed to cross examine witnesses. They
were not allowed to ask for witnesses like these four brave gentlemen who are here
with us today. They were not allowed to call those witnesses to appear in front of
the January 6 Committee.

While the January 6 Committee may have found some very interesting informa-
tion, they intentionally chose not to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but
the truth. At the very best, it can be described as a partial attempt to put forward
facts that favored their side of the narrative and not to get to all the facts.

As Jack Webb in his famous character from “Dragnet” used to say, “The facts. We
just want the facts, ma’am.”

That is what we are here to do here today, is to try to make sure that we are
getting to the facts, not the political rhetoric, not the emotions, per se, but the facts
from four brave gentlemen who serve our Nation and have served our Nation, who
have come forward.

I do not know any of these gentlemen. I do not believe any of them has a political
axe to grind. They are here just to deliver the facts.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. The gentleman yields.

Without objection, all other Members’ opening statements will be
made part of the hearing record if they are submitted to the Com-
mittee clerk by 5 p.m. today.

Pursuant to paragraph (b) of Committee Rule 6, the witnesses
will please stand and raise your right hand.

[Witnesses sworn.]

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Let the record show the witnesses have
answered in the affirmative.

You may be seated.

I will now introduce each of our witnesses.

Our first witness is Command Sergeant Major Michael Brooks.
Command Sergeant Major Brooks’ military career spanned 29
years, with combat tours in Iraq. Command Master Sergeant
Brooks spent the end of his career in the D.C. National Guard, in-
cluding at the Joint Task Force D.C. Mr. Brooks now works at a
company that seeks to protect national and economic security from
undue foreign influence.

On January 6, 2021, Mr. Brooks was the senior enlisted advisor
to Major General William Walker and advised on all enlisted mat-
ters.

Our next witness is Colonel Earl Matthews, a decorated military
veteran with a long and accomplished career in government and
the private sector. Colonel Matthews served as Deputy Assistant to
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the President and Senior Director for Defense Policy and Strategy
on the National Security Council staff. He also served as the
Army’s Acting General Counsel and Principal Deputy General
Counsel, as well as the Deputy Legal Counsel to the Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

On January 6, 2021, Colonel Matthews was the Chief Legal Ad-
visor to Major General William Walker and was with him all day.

Our next witness is Brigadier General Aaron Dean, with a simi-
larly accomplished career in military service.

Brigadier General Dean served in Operation Desert Storm and a
combat tour in Iraq. He also served in the D.C. National Guard for
over 35 years, exemplifying what it means to be a Capital Guards-
man.

On January 6, 2021, Brigadier General Dean served as Major
General Walker’s Adjutant General and Principal Advisor.

Our final witness 1s Captain Timothy Nick, an Active-Duty serv-
icemember in the Florida National Guard. Captain Nick has expe-
rience in law enforcement, including as a current officer in the U.S.
Secret Service. Captain Nick previously served in the D.C. National
Guard’s Public Affairs Department.

On January 6, 2021, Captain Nick was the aide-de-camp to
Major General William Walker and took detailed notes of actions
of Major General Walker on that day.

Thank you, gentlemen, for your service to our country and your
strength and courage to come forward and share your accounting
of events on January 6, 2021. We all look forward to your testi-
mony.

As a reminder, we have read your written statements, and they
will appear in full in the hearing record.

Under Committee Rule 9, you are to limit your oral presentation
to a brief summary of your written statement unless I extend the
time period in consultation with Ranking Member Torres.

Please remember to turn on your microphone using the button in
front of you so that Members can hear you. When you begin to
speak, the light on the timer in front of you will turn green. After
4 minutes, the light will turn yellow. When the red light comes on,
your 5 minutes has expired, and we just ask that you please wrap
up your comments at that moment.

I now recognize Command Sergeant Major Michael Brooks for 5
minutes.

STATEMENTS OF COMMAND SERGEANT MAJOR MICHAEL
BROOKS, SENIOR ENLISTED OFFICER, D.C. ARMY NATIONAL
GUARD; COLONEL EARL MATTHEWS, CHIEF LEGAL ADVI-
SOR, D.C. ARMY NATIONAL GUARD; BRIGADIER GENERAL
AARON DEAN, ADJUTANT GENERAL, D.C. ARMY NATIONAL
GUARD; AND CAPTAIN TIMOTHY NICK, AIDE-DE-CAMP, D.C.
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD

STATEMENT OF COMMAND SERGEANT MAJOR MICHAEL
BROOKS

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Good morning, Chairman Loudermilk,
Ranking Member Torres, and Members of the Subcommittee.
Thank you for the opportunity to testify today.
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I am Command Sergeant Major, Retired, Michael F. Brooks. I am
the former command senior enlisted

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Mr. Brooks, I am sorry to interrupt.
Could you pull the microphone a little closer to you? People in the
audience are having a hard time hearing. I apologize for that. You
can start over, and we will reset your time.

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Thank you.

Is that better?

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Much better. Thank you.

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Good morning, Chairman Loudermilk,
Ranking Member Torres, and Members of the Subcommittee.
Thank you for the opportunity to testify today.

I am Command Sergeant Major, Retired, Michael F. Brooks. I am
the former Command Senior Enlisted Leader of the District of Co-
lumbia National Guard—the Capital Guardians. I retired on March
1 of 2023 with 29 years of active Federal service in the Army and
the Army National Guard.

While I am no longer in service, I continue defense of our great
Nation as a Compliance and Investigation Specialist with the Com-
pliance and Adjudication Division of the Office of Information and
Communications Technology and Services of the Bureau of Indus-
try and Security.

I served as the Command Senior Enlisted Leader of the D.C. Na-
tional Guard from December 2017 to December 2022. As the most
senior noncommissioned officer in the organization, I reported di-
rectly to the Commanding General. From 2017 until his retirement
and selection as the 38th Sergeant at Arms for the House of Rep-
resentatives, my commander was Major General William J. Walk-
er

As his Senior Enlisted Advisor, I reported only to him, and I was
with him throughout the days before, the day of, and the subse-
quent weeks and months that followed the events of January 6,
2021.

Imagine my surprise when the DOD IG released their report
without once interviewing myself or other critically significant D.C.
National Guard members with firsthand knowledge of what oc-
curred that fateful day—not anonymous witnesses or anonymous
officials but senior ranking military members that were in the
room, on the calls, and on the secure video teleconference.

I am not here to disparage the Army that I love and served for
nearly three decades, but to correct the record and speak for the
hundreds of enlisted soldiers and airmen of the D.C. National
Guard who have always answered the call to serve without political
bias or prejudice, who have always faithfully fulfilled their oath to
support and defend the Constitution of the United States against
all enemies, foreign and domestic, those Capital Guardians who
continue to do so even today, after being degraded by senior offi-
cials of the Army and the Army staff in their inaccurate and biased
report.

I believe those who steered the narrative of the DOD IG report
did so not for historical documentation or to enhance future mili-
tary capability, but to protect and advance individuals who sought
to shield themselves from responsibility, to overly enhance their
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role and perceived significance in a critical moment in the history
of our Nation’s democracy.

In truth, their actions, no matter how innocent they believe them
to be, have led to an awful mark on our military and shown an in-
credible lack of respect for the service of the men and women who
served in the D.C. National Guard before, during, and after Janu-
ary 6, 2021.

Trust in our Army’s most senior leadership was lost. Their ac-
tions and comments have highlighted the Army Staff and the Sec-
retary of the Army’s lack of knowledge and understanding of the
D.C. National Guard, its authorities, and capabilities.

Prior to the protests following the murder of George Floyd in
May 2020, I do not believe any of them understood just how unique
the D.C. National Guard is and the responsibility that is delegated
from the President to the Secretary of Defense and further dele-
gated to the Secretary of the Army. I believe it is this lack of un-
derstanding that led to the significant delays in the military re-
sponse on January 6.

I will not sit here today and say if we had been given authority
to immediately respond when Chief Sund, the Chief of the Capitol
Police, made that first frantic call for support at 1:49 p.m. that we
would have prevented the breach of the Capitol.

What I can tell you with absolute certainty is that we had a force
equipped and ready to respond and that, despite the inaccuracies
of the DOD IG report, we had a plan and would have liked the op-
portunity to try.

Instead, we waited for hours, less than 2 miles east of the Cap-
itol Building, absolutely frustrated, knowing our Capitol had been
breached and not understanding why we had not received the au-
thorization to respond.

I cannot tell you the number of times someone has asked me:
Where were you? Where was the National Guard? Or how can you
call yourselves Capital Guardians?

There is no easy response to those questions, and the truth is we
were there and we were ready. We just were not authorized to re-
spond, and that is difficult to explain.

The soldiers and airmen of the D.C. National Guard deserve bet-
ter. They deserve to be recognized for their sacrifices over a pro-
longed period of civil unrest from May 2020 to May 2021.

I look forward to your questions you may have. Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Command Sergeant Major Michael
Brooks follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF COMMAND SERGEANT MAJOR
MICHAEL BROOKS
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Oral Testimony of Command Sergeant Major (Retired) Michael Brooks, The
Subcommittee on Oversight, Committee on House Administration, U.S. House of
Representatives Wednesday, April 17, 2024.

Good morning Chairman Loudermilk, Ranking Member Torres, and Members of the
Subcommittee. Thank you for the opportunity to testify today.

I am Command Sergeant Major (Retired) Michael F. Brooks, I am the former Command Senior
Enlisted Leader of the District of Columbia National Guard, The Capital Guardians. I retired on
March 1, 2023, with 29 years of active federal service in the Army and the Army National
Guard. While I am no longer in service, I continue defense of our great nation as a compliance
and investigations specialist with the Compliance and Adjudication Division of the Office of
Information and Communications Technology and Services of the Bureau of Industry and
Security.

I served as the Command Senior Enlisted Leader of the DC National Guard from December
2017 to December 2022. As the most senior noncommissioned officer in the organization, I
reported directly to the Commanding General. From 2017 until his retirement and selection as
the 38th Sergeant at Arms for the House of Representatives, my commander was Major General
William J. Walker. As his senior enlisted advisor, I reported only to him and I was with him
throughout the days before, the day of, and the subsequent weeks and months that followed the
events of January 6, 2021. So, imagine my surprise when the DoDIG released their report
without once interviewing myself or other critically significant DC National Guard members
with firsthand knowledge of what occurred that fateful day. Not anonymous witnesses or
anonymous officials, but senior ranking military members that were there, in the room, on the
calls, and on the secure video teleconference.

I am not here to disparage the Army that I love and served for nearly three decades, but to correct
the record and speak for the hundreds of enlisted Soldiers and Airmen of the DC National Guard
who have always answered the call to serve without political bias or prejudice, who have always
faithfully fulfilled their oath to “Support and Defend the Constitution of the United States against
all enemies foreign and domestic”, those Capital Guardians who continue to do so today even
after being degraded by senior officials of the Army and the Army Staff in their inaccurate and
biased report.

I believe those who steered the narrative of the DoDIG Report did so not for historical
documentation or to enhance future military response capability, but to protect and advance
individuals who sought to shield themselves from responsibility, to overly enhance their role and
perceived significance in a critical moment in the history of our nation's democracy. In truth their
actions, no matter how innocent they believe them to be, have led to an awful mark on our
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military and shown an incredible lack of respect for the service of the men and women who serve
in the DC National Guard before, during and after January 6, 2021.

Trust in our Army’s most senior leadership was lost. Their actions and comments have
highlighted the Army Staff and the Secretary of the Army’s lack of knowledge and
understanding of the DC National Guard, its authorities, and capabilities. Prior to the protests
following the murder of George Floyd in May 2020, I do not believe any of them understood just
how unique the DC National Guard is and the responsibility that is delegated from the President
to the Secretary of Defense and further delegated to the Secretary of the Army. I believe it is this
lack of understanding that led to the significant delays in the military response on January 6,
2021.

I will not sit here today and say if we had been given the authority to immediately respond when
Chief Sund, the Chief of the Capitol Police made that first frantic call for support at 1:49 PM,
that we would have prevented the breach of the capitol. What I can tell you with absolute
certainty is that we had a force equipped and ready to respond and despite the inaccuracies found
in the DoDIG report, we had a plan and would have liked the opportunity to try. Instead, we
waited for hours just two miles east of the capitol building absolutely frustrated, knowing our
capitol had been breached, and not understanding why we had not received the authorization to
respond.

I cannot tell you the number of times someone has asked me “where were you”, “where was the
National Guard” or “how can you call yourselves Capital Guardians.” There is no easy response
to those questions and the truth is we were there, we were ready, we just weren’t authorized to
respond and that is difficult to explain.

The Soldiers and Airmen of the DC National Guard deserve better, they deserve to be recognized
for their sacrifices over a prolonged period of civil unrest from May 2020 to May 2021. I look
forward to any questions you may have, thank you.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Thank you, Sergeant Major.
I now recognize Colonel Earl Matthews for 5 minutes.

STATEMENT OF COLONEL EARL MATTHEWS

Colonel MATTHEWS. Chairman Loudermilk, Ranking Member
Torres, Members of the Subcommittee, good morning and thank
you for the opportunity to appear before you today.

My name is Earl Matthews, and I am a colonel in the United
States Army Reserve. I am in the 25th year of my military service.
I love our Army, and I am committed to our Army values.

I am here today because two senior general officers of the United
States Army, General Charles A. Flynn and Lieutenant General
Walter E. Piatt, have acted contrary to those values.

Generals Piatt and Flynn have lied to Congress, to Federal inves-
tigators, and to the American people about why it took so long for
the District of Columbia National Guard to deploy to the U.S. Cap-
itol on January the 6th, 2021.

Their distortions contributed to a deeply and fundamentally
flawed Department of Defense Inspector General investigation and
to deficiencies in other official inquiries.
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On January the 6th, 2021, I was on duty and present during nu-
merous conversations, video conferences, and phone calls leading
up to, during, and after the riot which was engulfing the Capitol.

[Disturbance in hearing room.]

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Order.

Colonel MATTHEWS. When I say these general officers lied, I do
not do so lightly or cavalierly. I speak from personal knowledge,
having interacted with them on January the 6th in my official mili-
tary capacity.

Unfortunately, some senior officials within the Department of the
Army and the Department of Defense have sought to protect or to
promote Generals Flynn and Piatt. These senior civilian officials
have excused, condoned, or overlooked the misconduct of these offi-
cers.

As a former Acting General Counsel of the Department of the
Army and its Chief Legal Officer, I take these matters seriously,
even if others do not. I am glad this Subcommittee has an open
mind and is committed to the dogged search for the truth.

In my formal statement, which I provided to the Committee in
advance of today’s hearing, I detailed General Piatt’s and General
Flynn’s intentional misrepresentations to the Congress and to Fed-
eral investigators. During today’s hearing, I hope to discuss with
you how they lied, where they lied, and, in my opinion, why they
lied.

Thank you very much.

[The prepared statement of Colonel Earl Matthews follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF COLONEL EARL MATTHEWS
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Good morning Chairman Loudermilk, Ranking Member Torres and Members of the
Subcommittee. Thank you for inviting me to testify today. Your subcommittee’s investigation
into the security failures that occurred at the Capitol on January 6, 2021 is important because

what happened that day must never again be repeated.

1 am here today because two senior general officers of the United States Army, General
Charles Flynn and Lieutenant General Walter Piatt, lied about why it took so long for the D.C.
National Guard to deploy to the Capitol on January 6, 2021. When 1 say these officers lied, I do
not do so lightly or cavalierly. Ispeak from personal knowledge having interacted with them on
January 6% having spoken to them on that day and having been on video and telephone

conference calls with them on January 6 and on days before and after.

These officers lied with impunity, making material misrepresentations without fear of
contradiction or repercussion in both oral and written testimony to multiple committees of the
Congress, both House and Senate. They lied to Department of Defense investigators, and they
lied to members of the press who were looking into their actions or inaction on that infamous

day.

1 hope to discuss with you today how they lied, where they lied and in my opinion why
they lied. I will also tell you that despite their wrongdoing, these officers were and are backed
to the hilt by the current civilian leadership of both the Department of the Army and the
Department of Defense. The current Secretary of the Army, Christine Wormuth, has doubled-
down on supporting these generals, dismissing out of hand, without investigation or inquiry, my

allegations of their misconduct.
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The Secretary of the Army’s spokesperson issued a statement indicating that: “Generals
Piatt and Flynn have been open honest and thorough in their sworn testimony with Congress and
DoD investigators. We stand by all testimony and facts provided to date and vigorously reject

any allegations to the contrary.”

General Flynn will retire this summer without any accountability for having made
untruthful statements to congressional committees. In 2022, the current Secretary of the Army
and the current Secretary of Defense, with the strong support, encouragement and urging of the
former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, General Mark A. Milley, sent Lieutenant General
Piatt’s name to the President of the United States for nomination for promotion to full General.
Army leadership held open the 4-star Army Futures Command billet for nearly 1 year as various
senior leaders advocated with Senate members and with the White House staff in order to win
support for General Piatt’s nomination. Although these Army leaders were unsuccessful, Piatt

for a time served as the de facto Acting Vice Chief of Staff of the Army before retiring this year.

A Tale of Two Duplicitous Generals

On March 2, 2021 Lieutenant General Piatt lied to a senior Department of Defense
official, then Acting Assistant Secretary of Defense for Homeland Defense and Global Security,
Mr. Robert G. Salesses, when Piatt told Mr. Salesses that, on January 6, 2021, Piatt never
expressed concern about the negative optics of uniformed National Guard personnel at the
Capitol during a 2:30 pm telephone call with D.C. government officials, the U.S. Capitol Police

Chief, and D.C. National Guard leaders. Mr. Salesses was preparing to testify before a joint
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hearing of the Senate Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs Committee and the Senate
Rules Committee on the following day and sought Piatt’s recollection of events in part because
the optics question had become a topic of concern for the Senate. According to Salesses,
“General Piatt told me yesterday that he did not say anything about optics.” Piatt knew Salesses
would repeat his false assertion before the Senate committees. Three separate police chiefs, five
D.C. National Guardsmen, at least three additional D.C. government officials, and two Army
officers serving as notetakers at the Pentagon all heard Piatt cite the negative optics of uniformed
troops at the Capitol during the election certification as a reason that Piatt could not recommend
to the Secretary of the Army that D.C. National Guard deploy to the Capitol to support the U.S.

Capitol Police as the riot unfolded.

Lieutenant General Piatt also falsely claimed to various congressional committees and the
DoDIG that at roughly 2:25 PM, on January 6, 2021, on a call with D.C. Government officials,
U.S. Capitol Police Chief, Steven Sund, and D.C. Guard leaders, Secretary of the Army Ryan
McCarthy directed Major General Walker to prepare the QRF to move to the Capitol to support
the USCP, but to remain at the Armory until McCarthy gained approval. This is another of
Piatt’s absolute lies. First, Secretary McCarthy was not a participant on this call, which 1
personally helped to facilitate and which used a D.C. government phone bridge. District of
Columbia Government and D.C. National Guard personnel were on the call from its outset and
would have heard and remembered McCarthy’s participation, yet none do. Indeed, we all say in
sworn testimony that McCarthy was not on the call. Secondly, on a call where I and many others
heard Piatt state that his best military advice to Secretary McCarthy would be for the D.C. Guard
not to deploy to the Capitol, Piatt was after the fact claiming that McCarthy had gone to get

immediate approval for such a deployment.
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Lastly, Piatt and Flynn have both steadfastly and falsely claimed during multiple
investigations that the QRF was not designed or postured to respond to civil disturbances. This
is another lie. The QRF was organized, trained, equipped and postured only to respond to a civil
disturbance or riot, which is why both the Acting Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of the
Army specifically mentioned this unit in memoranda, and placed tight restrictions on its
employment. Piatt knew this. Why would the Secretary of the Army immediately order the 2:25
PM prepositioning of a QRF that Piatt and Flynn say was not equipped to deal with a civil

disturbance situation? Piatt’s lies were beginning to conflict with each other.

The extent of General Flynn’s duplicity is such that he claims in sworn testimony not to
have even been on a telephone conference call which multiple people have sworn that he was.
On June 15, 2021, in sworn testimony, Flynn declares to the House Oversight and Reform
Committee: “I understand claims exist that I participated in the phone call taking place in the
Secretary of the Army’s office, I did not.” Here Flynn, blatantly lies to a congressional
committee. Flynn was an active participant on the call from its beginning to its conclusion. I was

on the 2:30 PM call and spoke to both Piatt and Flynn personally.

When asked by the Select Committee on October 28, 2021, “Did you ever—Did you
speak on that call?” Flynn states that he did not. Again, this is alie. Again, I and multiple
people heard him speak on the call and told the Select Committee so. Four of us are now telling
this subcommittee so under oath. An investigative counsel with the Select Committee personally
told me that numerous individuals had corroborated to the Select Committee that Flynn was on
the 2:30 PM call. The Select Committee knew that General Flynn was being untruthful, but
excused and overlooked his lack of candor because the Select Committee was squarely focused

on matters it believed would embarrass or incriminate President Trump.
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On June 15, 2021, Flynn falsely claimed to the House Oversight Committee that DCNG
personnel at traffic control points (TCPs) and Metro stations were equipped with helmets and
body armor but that their riot control gear was stored only at the D.C. Armory. This was untrue.
These D.C. Guard personnel had their full civil disturbance kit (helmet, body army, face
protection, shields, shin guards and batons) readily accessible at their dispersed locations. By
June 2021, Flynn knew or should have known that the information he submitted to Congress was

incorrect, vet he stated it anyway.

In his sworn June 2021 testimony, Flynn untruthfully asserts that a team under his
direction of “40 officers and noncommissioned officers, immediately worked to recall the 154
D.C. National Guard personnel from their current missions, reorganize them, reacquaint them,
and begin to redeploy them to the Capitol.” Thave previously characterized this assertion as the
willful and deliberate misleading of Congress and do so again today. There were no 40 officers
and men from Flynn’s staff that assisted the D.C. National Guard in deploying to Capitol on

January 6, 2021, as Flynn falsely claimed.

In his October 2021 transcribed interview by the Select Committee, Flynn is asked about
the 154 D.C. Guardsmen that his team was supposedly was charged with recalling, reorganizing,
and reacquainting before their deployment to Capitol Hill. A senior investigative counsel for the
Select Committee asks Flynn: “Were you involved in any of the immediate mobilization efforts
of those 154 guardsmen?” Flynn stated that he was not. He is then asked : “So can you speak on
any of the movement of those individuals, their repositioning, their equipment, their
mobilization? If you know how that occurred before they artived to the Capitol complex at 5:20,
that would be helpful, and if that was not your purview, I understand.” Flynn responds, “Tt was

not my purview.” In this regard, Flynn’s October 2021 transcribed interview is in complete
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contradiction of what he told the House Oversight Committee under oath in sworn testimony

conveyed via live television.”

Piatt Directs The Creation of a Revisionist History

In March 2021, LTG Piatt directed that the Army Staff create its own official narrative of
the events of January 6, 2021 that would reflect the actions of Army leadership in a favorable
and positive light and would counter the negative story engendered by the testimonies of Walker,
MPD Chief Contee and Capitol Police Chief Steven Sund. The document that Army leaders
created was called, Report of United States Army Operations on Jamiary 6, 2021 and it was
dated March 18, 2021. That document, closely held and non-public, was shared internally with
Army witnesses in all subsequent congressional investigations. The Army Report was given to
numerous congressional committees with the proviso that it not be further shared. The 4rmy
Report contained myriad demonstrably false statements that would later be repeated to the
DoDIG or to congressional committees. It contained none of the impartial, self-critical analysis

typical of standard Army after action reviews.

The report shifted blame in the delay of the National Guard on to MPD and Capitol
Police leaders who the report claimed could not tell Army leaders what actions they wanted the
National Guard to perform, on Major General Walker who, according to the report, could not
come up with a plan to support National Guard movement to Capitol Hill, on D.C. Mayor
Bowser whose erroneous press leaks required Army Secretary Ryan McCarthy to spend time
addressing press inquiries and congressional phone calls, and implicitly on Acting Secretary of

Defense Christopher Miller who supposedly required McCarthy to develop and brief an intricate
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plan before the National Guard could move out. The Army Report would be shared with
investigators from the Department of Defense Office of Inspector General and would form the
basis of that organization’s fundamentally flawed Report of Investigation. The Select
Committee was aware of the plethora of false, factually incorrect and/or misleading information
or omissions in this official government document and did nothing to correct the record or have

the Department.

The Chairman’s Transcribed J6 Committee Deposition

On November 17, 2021, General Milley was deposed by the J6 Committee. Nearly
everything that Milley told the committee about the delay in the deployment of the D.C. National
Guard on January 6, 2021 was incorrect. Milley got his answers so consistently wrong that
committee staff, at the end of their investigation, had to believe that Milley either knew exactly

nothing about the D.C. National Guard, that he was lying or both.

On March 2, 2021, Milley gave an interview to the Washingfon Post in which he stated
that the military reaction to the unfolding riot at the Capitol on January 6™ was “sprint speed”.
Milley claimed that senior defense officials approved a police request for assistance in about 60
minutes. Milley claimed it then “took several hours for D.C. National Guard members to
mobilize and get in place.” This was a untrue. Milley had misled the press with a false narrative
that he himself developed in order to conceal overcaution, reluctance and inaction on the part pf
senior Army leadership on January 6, 2021. The D.C. National Guard was delayed because
Milley, McCarthy and McConville believed the President of the United States might employ the
National Guard improperly on that date and had taken measures to prevent this. McCarthy,

McConville and their subordinates like Piatt and Flynn could not immediately turn their previous

8
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mindset off. When it became obvious to most sentient beings that we needed to get unarmed
Guardsmen in riot gear to the Capitol, McCarthy, McConville, Piatt and Flynn’s mindset still

was no troops should go to the Capitol.

On March 3, 2021, Major General William J. Walker of the D.C. National Guard
contradicted Milley in sworn testimony before the U.S. Senate. Walker told the Senate
committees that the D.C. National Guard personnel were ready and able to deploy to the Capitol
up to 3 hours before Walker received authorization to do so on the January 6th, Walker discussed
a 40-person Quick Reaction Force (QRF), fully equipped with riot control gear, that could have
almost immediately been dispatched from Joint Base Andrews ( formerly Andrews AFB) to the
Capitol, if Walker had permission to do so. Walker knew that although D.C. National Guard
personnel were located in 36 dispersed locations arcund the city, their full riot kits could be
supplied to them without them having to return to the D.C. Armory. These personnel had
appropriate training and could be directed to rally locations and task organized for movement to
the Capitol. Further Walker could direct other National Guard personnel on duty to don riot gear
and to linkup with U.S. Capitol Police at the Capitol. Other D.C. National Guard personnel, not
assisting in the Guard’s support to the D.C. government could have been converted to the civil
disturbance response mission. Walker could have flushed the rather large D.C. Armory, send all

available personnel in riot control gear, to the Capitol.

Walker told the committees of the unusual restrictions that were placed on his freedom to
maneuver personnel and issue equipment to his forces in the days running up to January 6th
2021. He stated that Army generals Walter Piatt and Charles Flynn had been excessively

concerned about the optics of moving National Guard personnel to the Capitol as rioting began
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on the afternoon of January 6th and those generals received urgent requests from the
Metropolitan Police Department and U.S. Capitol Police chiefs for support at the Capitol;
Walker revealed that Piatt and Flynn suggested that he plan to provide D.C. Natioal Guard troops
as perimeter security at locations away from the Capitol in order free up police resources to go to
the Capitol; Walker stated that he did not speak personally with Army Secretary Ryan McCarthy
for over 3 hours after the Capitol was first breached and he stated that D.C. National Guard
personnel were ready and able to support beleaguered MPD and Capitol Police officers at the

Capitol hours earlier if they had been authorized to do so.

In his November 2021 deposition by the J6 Committee, Milley continues his “sprint
speed” narrative. He states: “At 1430, from 1430 on. The National Guard moved as fast as
humanly possible. In my opinion.” This opinion was shared by no one in the D.C. National
Guard. Rather, they believed that absent impediments imposed by the Department of the Army,

the D.C. National Guard would have gone to the Capitol right away.

Milley tries to explain away the gap between 3:04 PM, when the Acting Secretary of
Defense authorized the Secretary of the Army to deploy the D.C. National Guard to the Capitol
and 5:20 PM, when the Guard arrived at the Capitol by saying :

“Well, I mean, you have to issue out orders. The Guard has to be alerted. They have
to marshal. They have to assemble at the Armory. They have to be issued equipment. They
have to be issued orders and instructions. They have to be told what their rules of use of
force are.”

“The last thing yeu want to de, right, is just willy- nilly rush an armed force into a situation

like that unprepared, not enough thought out, not properly equipped, et cetera. And I can
only imagine what that could have been.”

10
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Milley’s above statement is inaccurate and misleading. The National Guard element that
arrived at Capitol Hill was not armed. In his transcribed deposition, Milley presents the false
narrative that the D.C. National Guard was engaged in the cumbersome and bureaucratic process
of mobilizing, equipping and orientation of personnel from a cold start and that the D.C. National
Guard had no prepositioned personnel available and able to respond immediately to the riot on
Capitol Hill. These were and are incorrect and perhaps purposefully so. The J6 Committee, after
reviewing all available evidence, to include witness interviews with D.C. Guard personnel, had
to know that what Milley stated during his transcribed deposition, as relates to the D.C. National
Guard, was untrue, yet the Select Committee allowed his deposition testimony to go

unchallenged. The below excerpt from Milley is wholly misleading by way of example:

The entire time from SecDef’s decision at 1504 to the arrival of the National
Guard physically at the Capitol, that’s doing things on the perimeter in their
activities, the entire time is like 2 to 2.5 hours.

1 said, and I still think, from a cold start for those guys, that’s very fast, and I
still think that’s true. And the, quote, unquote, delay has to do with these
procedures to make sure that these kids are —not kids—these troops are
properly briefed, and they’re equipped properly, and they have their orders,
and they know what they’re doing, they know where they’re going, they
know the condition, the situation,

So that’s what the Secretary of the Army I think was—he and his chain were
deing to make sure that those Secretary of Defense orders were being
followed through.

The problem with the above excerpt is that D.C. National Guard was not operating from a
cold start. We had riot gear-equipped guardsmen around the city who could have formed up and
gone to Capitol Hill immediately. We had the QRF at Joint Base Andrews that could have gone

directly to the Hill immediately. Importantly, we had 100 or more guardsmen at the Armory on

11
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orders to support the Presidential inauguration and other activities. We had enough riot gear for
each. They could have been formed, equipped and sent to the Hill within an hour. The D.C.
Guard could have sent riot gear equipped personnel to the Capitol at 15:04 when Acting SecDef
approved us going to the Hill. D.C. Guard personnel at the Armory were properly equipped and
ready. We waited over 2 hours for the go order. We could have made a difference if they had let
us go to the Hill, but the Secretary of the Army and the Chairman, though not in the chain of

command, did not want us east of 9™ Street.

Q Was there any hesitation by DeD leadership to deploy the D.C. National
Guard?

A None. No.

Milley is asked if there was any hesitation by DoD leadership to deploy the D.C. National
Guard and responds no. That negative response is not borne out by the facts though. Secretary
McCarthy had full discretion to deploy the D.C. Guard yet we were not actually given
permission until after 17:00 hours. McCarthy showed great hesitation and reluctance, claiming
he that needed more information and analysis before committing the National Guard to Capitol
Hill, although Guard personnel were ready and able to deploy immediately. McCarthy claims
that he was developing a so-called plan to deploy the Guard with the assistance of the Mayor.

This supposed plan was developed in 20 minutes, but wasn’t written down.

Milley states:

“The decision-makers, the two of them—there’s only two of them at this point, McCarthy
and Miller—are both in the SecDef’s office. And that decision-making process based on
what I already described, happened pretty quickly. And then McCarthy goes back to the
Army, and then he’s back with Piatt and back with Flynn, and now they’re issuing
orders—"
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Unfortunately, what Milley avers above is not true. Acting Secretary Miller gave
Secretary McCarthy full discretion to deploy the D.C. National Guard to Capitol Hill at 3:04. No
one told the D.C. National Guard leadership. McCarthy wanting to be “deliberate,” issued no
orders and was not in personal contact with Major General Walker for over 3 hours. Instead,
McCarthy began fielding phone calls from the members of Congress and the news media. He
was not talking to or exercising his control over the D.C. National Guard. In subsequent
investigations, McCarthy claimed he was engaged in so-called “mission analysis” and
“planning” for the deployment of the Guard to Capitol. If this was true, D.C. National Guard
personnel were not involved in these efforts and never utilized any analysis or plan developed by
McCarthy. Further, as McCarthy later acknowledged, Acting Secretary Miller never requested
that he be presented a plan before the D.C. National Guard went to Capitol Hill. McCarthy

wanted to provide notification anyway.

Milley was asked to respond to Walker’s testimony to the Senate that “155 people
could’ve arrived to the Capitol in minutes.” Milley implies that Walker was being untruthful
under oath, as an anonymous Army witness had suggested in the DoDIG report. He states:

[w]ell, I mean, first of all, as I recall, he said words to that effect in testimony, I
don’t know that that was true.. . .I’m not saying that he intentionally told an untruth. Seo
that’s different. I’m not saying that. 1 think people sometimes overestimate out of pride,
out of —because of their job. He’s very proud of the Guard.”

In the foregoing paragraph, Milley implies that Major General William Walker, had
exaggerated or overstated the true ability of the D.C. National Guard to immediately respond and
deploy to Capitol Hill hours earlier than it had been authorized to when Walker testified under

oath before a joint hearing of two Senate committees, Milley suggested by implication that a then
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sitting officer of the House of Representatives had deliberately and cavalierly perjured himself
during a nationally televised hearing of those Senate Committees. Members of the Standing
Committee let Milley’s insinuation against Walker, the man then charged with their personal

physical security, go unchallenged. This was an outrage.

Similarly, as relayed in the November 2021 DoDIG report, an anonymous witness told the

DoDIG that:
“Mr. McCarthy had to reissue the deployment order to MG Walker 30
minutes after he originally conveyed it to MG Walker, which the witness
believed contradicts MG Walker’s March 3, 2021 testimony to the Senate
Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs and Senate Rules and
Administration Committees. The witness told us that MG Walker’s assertion
to those committees that the DCNG could have responded to the Capitol in
20 minutes was not true. The witness said, “It took 27 minutes for [MG
Walker] to get the order from [Mr. McCarthy] around [4:35 p.m. ] to
actually get his wheels moving on the bus.” In addition, the witness said
“mischaracterization” was the word the witness would use to describe MG
Walker’s response to questions from congressional committees.”

The above paragraph is false in its entirety. Ryan McCarthy told the Select Committee
that he never directly spoke to Major General Walker at 4:35 p.m. as he was in the midst of
“taking notes” and developing “talking points” in preparation for a nationally televised news
conference to begin shortly at MPD Headquarters with Mayor Bowser. McCarthy claims he
overhead then Brigadier General Christopher LaNeve convey the alleged “go order,” but
LaNeve told the Committee that he never conveyed the order to Walker but heard McCarthy
convey this supposed order. McCarthy was in the midst of that news conference 30 minutes
later, so could not possibly have “re- issued” anything to Walker. I only drafted my December

2021 analysis of the DoDIG report after reviewing the allegations of the false 4:35 phone call to

Walker and the re-issue order 30 minutes later. Anonymous Army officers had deliberately
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spread false information to discredit and defame Major General Walker for his testimony and to

rehabilitate Lieutenant General Walter Piatt, so he could be promoted.

After impugning General Walker’s veracity, integrity and sense of reality, Milley then
asks a question that exemplifies the disconnect between he, Piatt, Flynn, McConville and the
police chiefs, D.C. government officials, and D.C. Guard leaders who were on the 2:30 PM call
on January 6, 2021. Milley asks:

“And even if he had 150-—lIet’s just say they did—where were they going to go?

‘What were they going to do? What was their mission? What was their task and

purpose? What was their rules on the use of force? And who approves it?”

Milley posits the above question like it’s hard to answer. If Walker had a 150 riot gear
equipped personnel, he would send them immediately to Capitol Hill to the base of the Capitol
where they take direction from the senior ranking U.S. Capitol Police or MPD officer. They
would perform the same duties as the men and women of the D.C. National Guard performed
when General Milley took his leisurely stroll through Lafayette Square on the early evening June
1, 2020, that is support law enforcement authorities during civil disturbance operations, a
mission the District of Columbia National Guard has performed since 1802 and the broader
Guard since 1636. Their rules for the use of force would be the standard rules given all D.C.
Guardsman by judge advocates and paralegals who work for Colonel Matthews, just like in the
summer of 2020. Hopefully the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of the Army would

approve the mission.

As we’ve seen, with respect to the D.C. National Guard, the averments in Milley’s

deposition by the Standing Committee are wholly inaccurate whether purposeful or not.
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The Standing Committee Cherry Picked Evidence

The Standing Committee unfairly faulted President Trump for failure to call the Pentagen
on January 6, 2021 to demand that the D.C. National Guard be deployed faster. The committee
knew that even if President Trump had called down personally to the Secretary of the Army, who
had effective operational control of the D.C. National Guard, to direct the immediate movement
of the Guard, it would have had no impact. Indeed, the Secretary of the Army might not have
taken the President’s phone call. In his transcribed deposition before the Committee, former
Secretary of the Army, Ryan McCarthy is asked, “if President Trump had called you or Secretary
Miller and said, let’s go, let’s get these folks moving, would it have impacted the response
time?” Secretary McCarthy replied, “I"d say we’re working on it, Mr. President. We’ve got
to know what we’re supposed to do. I mean, that was — we wanted to be deliberate in how

we employed them and make sure we got it right.”

Milley is asked a similar question on two occasions: Representative Kinzinger asks
Milley: “General. Can you answer, had the President called you and made a direct order to
defend the Capitol, would that have cut one some of the, maybe bureaucracy that delayed

it?”

Milley replies: “Yeah. I don’t —well. First of all, he didn’t call. But had he called and
directed it, were were directing it anyway. Secretary Miller directed it—Acting Secretary
Miller directed it at, like 1500 or 1504, whatever the timeline says. It’s actually pretty
quick, where orders are going out, and then the order goes to Secretary McCarthy, and
then his orders are going out. Se I don’t know that even if he had called it would have sped
anything up.
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Milley is asked later: “On January 6™, could President Trump have taken any action that
would’ve increased the response time of the D.C. National Guard? In other words, was there
anything he could’ve done to have gotten them there faster?” Milley also answers in the
negative. He states: “There wasn’t anything that I think President Trump could’ve done to
speed that process up. You know he could’ve called and been all excited and yelled and
screamed and said, ‘Go faster, go faster.” But that’s about as fast as that system is going to

move, given that they weren’t prepositioned. «

The leadership of D.C. Guard on January 6, 2021, Major General William J. Walker, its
Commanding General, Brigadier General Robert K. Ryan, the Joint Task Force Commander
responsible for the support mission that day, would be astounded by the sentiments conveyed by
Milley and McCarthy. If their Commander-in-Chief had called them and said get to the Capitol,
they would have immediately thrown every available asset toward the Capitol without delay.
They had done it before. When the White House Complex was under siege by violent
demonstrators in late May 2020, converting troops assigned on COVID-19 orders into a civil
disturbance response element and deploying them quickly to Lafayette Square. McCarthy and
Milley were silently conceding that Army leadership was an impediment to the Guard’s

deployment.

Just as the President would not reach down and directly call the Commanding General of
the 1% Marine Division or the 82" ABN Division, neither would he call directly the
Commanding General of the D.C. Guard. He (actually President Truman and later President
Nixon) had delegated his command authority over the D.C. National Guard for a reason. Heis a
fairly busy person, he has an entire government to run and a free world to keep free. Instead, the

President trusted and empowered his subordinate chain of command.

17



45

Trump entrusted and fully empowered his chain of command and then did not
micromanage or interfere in it. President Trump would likely have received widespread
criticism if he did reach two echelons down to speak directly with D.C. National Guard leaders.
However, that is what would have been required to speed up deployment of the D.C. National
Guard to the Capitol because there was a bottleneck within the Department of the Army, its
Jeadership did not desire the D.C. Guard to move any faster than it did on January 6th. Acting
Secretary Miller had plenary authority to act with regard to the D.C. National Guard. At 3:04
PM, Miller gave Secretary McCarthy full discretion to move to Capitol Hill. Any delay appears
to have been caused at the Department of the Army level because as Secretary McCarthy said,
Army leadership “wanted to be deliberate.” This desire to be deliberate is the exact opposite of
“sprint speed.” General Walker was not authorized to move until over 2 hours later, even though

at least some D.C. National Guard personnel could have moved out immediately.

A Moral and Ethical Duty To Correct the Historical Record

The Standing Committee gave a pass to military leaders that I believe the Committee
knew had falsified information. The Standing Committee overlooked lying. They did so fora
couple of reasons. One is a reverence for the American military that we should all have. You had
two generals walk in both with a chest full of ribbons and a military entourage and talk about
how many combat deployments they had and how they served our country in far off fands to a
bunch of civilians, most of whom have never worn the Nation’s cloth. Lastly, Former
Representative Elizabeth Cheney, who ran the Select Committee, did not want to focus on any of

the security failures of January 6th, or on the agencies of our government that were responsible.
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Rather, Ms. Cheney had a singular and unremitting focus and his initials are Donald John Trump.
Ms. Cheney, however, did our military and security agencies no favor by sweeping our missteps
under the rug. Only by knowing about our mistakes can we learn from them and ensure they

don’t happen again.

An investigative counsel on the Standing Committee’s staff all but acknowledged to me
that a few witnesses changed their story each time they spoke with a different investigative
committee. He implied the DoDIG Report was fundamentally flawed as a result, based on the
Committee’s investigative findings. This committee lawyer told me that the professional staff
would recommend to the full Standing Committee that DoDIG be contacted so the record could
be corrected. He told me that the full committee report would indicate where the DoDIG report
differs from or corroborates what the Standing Committee subsequently found. Yet the January
6th Committee let the DoDIG Report stand uncorrected, allowing it to pollute the historical
record.

The DoDIG Report still falsely claims that Secretary Ryan McCarthy directly called
Major General Walker twice, at 16:35 and at 17:00 to order the D.C. Guard to the Capitol. The
report states that McCarthy directed Walker to move the QRF from Joint Base Andrews to the
D.C. Armory at 14:25, yet we know these things did not occur. These are but two examples. The
DoDIG report is replete with other demonstrably false errors or lies which will now go
unchallenged. Similarly, the {/.8. Army Report of Operations is replete with historical
distortions, yet it will go one day to an Army archive where future historians will rely upon it.
The DoDIG report was cited by an expert witness in the Colorado case which saw President

Trump removed from the ballot. The Standing Committee had a moral and ethical obligation to
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correct the historical record and to expose willful efforts to deceive the Congress, even if they

can’t implicate President Trump by doing so.

Conclusion

Mr. Chairman, thank for allowing to share my recollection of events. I welcome the committee’s

questions.
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ADDENDUM

An Overview of the Report of United States Army Operations on
January 6, 2021

Lieutenant General Piatt also directed, supervised and controlled the drafting of an Army
white paper titled Report of United States Army Operations on January 6, 2021, (the “Army Staff
Report”) which purports to be an official recollection of the events of January 6th, as they relate
to the Department of the Army.' Dated March 18, 2021, the report contains none of the impartial
and self-critical analysis found in standard Army after action reviews which identify strengths
and weaknesses of Army performance and suggest areas for improvement and continuity.
However, this official Army record is replete with inaccuracies, falsehoods, omissions and half-
truths. This official document recounts multiple conversations and events that never occurred. It
suggests for instance that the Mayor of the District of Columbia and the Secretary of the Army
were active and vocal participants on a 2:30 pm telephone call, which neither were.? It also
implies that Lieutenant General Piatt spoke directly with the Mayor on the afternoon of January
6™ which he did not.?

The Army Staff Report absolves senior Army leadership of any missteps or errors on
January 6th, while casting blame for any delay in the D.C. National Guard reaching the Capitol
squarely at the feet of the U.S. Capitol Police Chief, the Acting D.C Metropolitan Police Chief,
the D.C. Mayor, the D.C. National Guard leadership and, by implication, the Acting Secretary of
Defense.

Access to the Army Staff Report was closely held and tightly restricted from the
outset.* The report was drafted without the input or involvement of anyone from the D.C.
National Guard and its leaders were not allowed by Army senior leaders to review the report
even after it was drafted and presented to members of the Congress. Piatt directed the release of
the report to various congressional committees and to the DoD Inspector General with the
proviso that the report not be shared externally. Some would suggest that the reason for this was
to avoid subjecting the document to scrutiny by those with direct and personal knowledge of the
events described within the report.

As an Army officer, a judge advocate and, in my civilian capacity, as a former chief legal
officer of the Department of the Army, I am shocked and dismayed that senior leaders of our
Army would have created such a fundamentally flawed and factually deficient product and
submitted it to even one committee of the Congress. Lieutenant General Piatt, or those working

" DEP’T OF THE ARMY, REPORT OF U.S. ARMY OPERATIONS ON JANUARY 6, 2021, (March 18, 2021)
[Hereafter, the “Army Staff Report.”}.

2ld.at7.

*ld. at 8.

4D.C. National Guard leaders did not view the document until it appeared in the press in early December
2021.
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on his behalf, willfully submitted the error- and prevarication-laden report to staffers or members
of no fewer than six committees of the Congress: the Senate Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs Committee, the Senate Rules Committee, the House Oversight and
Government Reform Committee, the Senate and House Armed Services Committees, and the
House January 6™ Committee. The report was relied on heavily by the Department of Defense
Inspector General in developing its own flawed and deficient accounting of January 6, 2021.

Lieutenant General Piatt directed that the report be drafted in the wake of testimony
before the Senate by Chiefs Robert Contee and Steven Sund and Major General William Walker,
which reflected negatively on Piatt and others. Piatt repeatedly relied upon or cited the report
although he knew or should have known much of what is stated in the report was untrue. Piatt
owns this document which can reasonably be construed as an effort to deceive and mislead the
Congress.

The disingenuous and revisionist character of the document Piatt produced is revealed in
its opening paragraph. The Army Staff Report begins its explanation of the events of January 6,
2021, with a recitation of the history of the Posse Comitatus Act’, even though that Act was
inapplicable to the D.C. National Guard (or other Guard units) that responded to the riot at the
Capitol that day, none of whom were federalized. There was never any contemplation of using
active duty forces to respond to the Capitol on January 6th. Why then would the Army’s
definitive explanation of that day begin with a history of the Posse Comitatus Act, which was not
applicable, except to obfuscate and mislead? The report’s opening paragraph similarly mentions
a “healthy skepticism” of using military forces in domestic law enforcement while conveniently
omitting the historic and traditional role of the National Guard in assisting in civil disturbances
(riots) when the capacity of civilian authorities has been overstretched, as was the case on
January 6th.°

The 4rmy Staff Report repeatedly emphasizes that D.C. National Guard personnel were
not armed with lethal weapons on the 6™ implying their unarmed status was a reason for the
reluctance to deploy guardsmen to the Capitol.” In truth, there was no request to equip D.C.
National Guard personnel with firearms on January 6, 2021. The soldiers and airmen of the D.C.
National Guard, except in rare instances, were also without firearms during the summer of 2020,
when they responded to the rioting in the capital following the death of George Floyd.

The Army Staff Report also falsely states that D.C. National Guard personnel at the
various traffic control points and Metro stations around the city had only helmets and ballistic

518 U.S.C. §1385.

8 Shannon M. Smith 2021. How the National Guard became the go-to military force for riots and civil
disturbances. The Conversation. https://theconversation.com/how-the-national-guard-became-the-go-to-
military-force-for-riots-and-civil-disturbances-153971 (accessed 6 March 2022).

7 Army Staff Report at 6, 11.
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vests® in their vehicles and lacked the other requisite civil disturbance gear (shields, batons, shin
guards) necessary to respond to the riot at the Capitol.? This is also untrue. The D.C. Guard
personnel at these locations had all of the requisite civil disturbance response kit in their
government vehicles and readily accessible on the afternoon of the 6™, Contrary to the Army
Staff Report, these personnel also all had the requisite training to respond to a civil disturbance
event, most having served during the unrest of the previous summer.

The Army Staff Report falsely states that the “[D.C. National Guard] was prepared to
provide the limited support requested by [the D.C. government’s Homeland Security and
Emergency Management Agency] and nothing more.”'® This statement is untrue. The D.C.
National Guard had other Army and Air Force personnel on duty and not dedicated to the traffic
control support mission. These trained personnel could have been diverted to support the U.S.
Capitol Police in response to the civil disturbance at the Capitol. This is what occurred, for
example, on May 30, 2020, when D.C. National Guard personnel supporting a COVID-19
response mission were, on short notice, outfitted in riot gear and used to reinforce the security
perimeter of the White House Complex.

The Army Staff Report also inaccurately states that the D.C. National Guard Quick
Reaction Force (QRF) on the 6™ was only prepared to provide backup to guardsmen at the
various traffic control points and Metro stations. This is untrue. The QRF existed for other
contingencies as well such as civil disturbance operations, which is why each member of the
QRF was fully kitted in civil disturbance gear. Ironically, the report states falsely that the
Secretary of the Army tasked Major General Walker with preparation to move the QRF to the
Capitol at 2:25 p.m. on the 6. The report does not explain why the Secretary would do so if the
QRF was only designed to backup the Metro stations and traffic control points.

The Army Staff Report disingenuously implies that law enforcement officials requested
that the D.C. National Guard be used to clear the Capitol building of rioters on January 6th.!!
Neither Chief Sund nor Acting Chief Contee made such a request. What Chief Sund and D.C.
government officials requested on the afternoon call of January 6™ was the aid of as many riot
gear equipped guardsmen as possible to assist beleaguered U.S. Capitol Police and Metropolitan
Police civil disturbance units in re-establishing the security perimeter at the seat of government.
These personnel would perform roles similar to those performed around the security perimeter of
the White House and at other federal structures during the course of the civil unrest of the
summer of 2020. That was the D.C. National Guard’s plan of employment and use. Chief Sund
had provided Major General Walker a link up location for D.C. Guard personnel to integrate
with the U.S. Capitol Police.

8id.

° Although separate guidance issued respectively by the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of the Army
on 4 and 5 January 2021 prohibited D.C. National Guard personnel at the traffic control points and Metro
stations from possessing riot gear, all D.C. Guard personnel at these locations did possess the necessary riot
gear in their vehicles on January 6, 2021. Lieutenant General Piatt knew or should known that the Army Staff
Reportwas incorrect on this point.

0 Army Staff Report, 7.

g, at 8.
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The Army Staff Report falsely claims that law enforcement officials could not articulate
what assistance they needed from the D.C. National Guard and that “[t]he inability of law
enforcement officials to clearly communicate the task for the QRF further delayed planning and
executing a faster response from the DCNG.” This is assertion is both untrue and patently
absurd.

The Army Staff Report falsely claims senior Army leaders eventually developed a plan
for the D.C. National Guard to deploy to the Capitol and link up with law enforcement leaders
and then provided this plan to the D.C. National Guard for execution. This did not occur.

The Army Staff Report also states that Lieutenant General Piatt and Army Staff personnel
under his direction, or the direction of then-Lieutenant General Charles Flynn, were involved in
assisting, supporting, ot facilitating the eventual movement of D.C. National Guard forces to the
Capitol on the afternoon and early evening of January 6, 2021. This is assertion is false in its
entirety. Neither Lieutenant Generals Piatt or Flynn nor any of their subordinates played any
role in getting the D.C. National Guard to the Capitol on January & 2021, although they both
testified falsely under oath before a hearing of the House Oversight and Government Reform
Committee that they assisted the “5:02 pm” movement to the Capitol.

The Army Staff Report conveniently and critically omits that every leader in the D.C.
National Guard wanted to respond to the unrest at the Capitol as soon as they became aware of
the perimeter breach at the Capitol and the urgent USCP and MPD requests for support. The
concerns, hesitation, and reluctance expressed by Piatt and Flynn were not shared by Major
General Walker or his subordinate commanders. These D.C. National Guard leaders understood
the proposed mission to immediately augment and assist civil disturbance units in re-establishing
and reinforcing the perimeter around the Capitol. The Army Staff Report also conveniently omits
that Lieutenant Generals Piatt and Flynn asked DCNG to consider planning for missions to
relieve civilian enforcement away from the Capitol in order to free up civilian law enforcement
officers to go to the Capitol.

With respect to the supposed lack of a plan, the Army Staff Report incredibly makes the
following assertion: “Moving without this basic planning would, at best have caused additional
confusion; and at worst, could have resulted in serious bodily injury to Guardsmen, law
enforcement officers, or the peaceful protestors outside the Capitol.” That stunning sentence
must be carefully parsed. The D.C. National Guard, its troops and leaders, were willing to
assume the risk of bodily injury on 6 January, much as they did during the proceeding summer.
However, in an official Army document, submitted to the Congress, senior Army leaders were
asserting that sending trained D.C. National Guardsmen in civil disturbance gear when first
requested to augment and assist MPD and USCP civil disturbance units could have exacerbated
the situation rather than help in alleviating the then extant danger to law enforcement and to the
Congress itself. This official Army record also characterizes the rioters unlawfully assembled at
the Capitol as “peaceful protestors.” An Army senior leader also used the “peaceful protestor”
characterization during the infamous 2:30 pm call on January 6, 2021, and now again it was
being used in the March 2021 Army Staff Report, long after it was abundantly clear that the
violent demonstrators unlawfully arrayed opposite the police at the Capitol on January 6, 2021,
could in no way be legitimately characterized as such.
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In a concluding paragraph, the Army Staff Report states:

“As soon as they were notified of the severity of the situation Capitol [sic], at
approximately 1425 hours, Army senior leaders worked relentlessly to develop an
understanding of the situation, plan the new mission of the DCNG—which involved
inserting the DCNG into a chaotic and dangerous environment—and gain Acting SecDef
approval to conduct CDO. This entire process took approximately two hours.”

The above paragraph is false and misleading. Former Acting Secretary of Defense,
Christopher Miller, stated in sworn testimony before the HOGR that he gave the Secretary of the
Army full discretion to deploy the D.C. National Guard to the Capitol at 3:04 pm.'2 By that time,
Piatt and Flynn did not need to “develop an understanding of the situation.” They both had
spoken to Chiefs Sund and Contee for nearly 30 minutes. They knew that the Capitol was under
siege by violent rioters. They knew that the capability of the Capitol and Metropolitan Police to
respond to the rioting was quickly being overwhelmed. They knew that the urgent and
immediate support of the D.C. National Guard was requested. Piatt and Flynn also knew from
Major General Walker that the D.C. National Guard was ready and able to respond. It is unclear
what Piatt and Flynn reported back to or advised the Secretary of the Army. We do know that
Army senior leaders allegedly spent 90 minutes drafting a plan that the Acting Secretary of
Defense says he never asked for, a plan that, if it did exist, was never provided to nor
implemented by the D.C. National Guard. This was the relentless effort Piatt was now writing
about in the Army Staff Report.

2 The Capitol Insurrection: Unexplained Delays and Unanswered Questions: Hearing Before the H. Comm,
on Oversight & Reform, 117% Cong. (2021) (testimony of Christopher C. Miller, former Acting Secretary,
Department of Defense).
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Chairman LOUDERMILK. Thank you, Colonel Matthews.
I now recognize Brigadier General Aaron Dean for 5 minutes.

STATEMENT OF BRIGADIER GENERAL AARON DEAN

General DEAN. Good morning, Mr. Chairman, Ranking Member,
Members of the Subcommittee.

Good morning. I am Brigadier General, Retired, Aaron Dean.

Let history record this moment as I, in my capacity as the second
in command of the District of Columbia National Guard, entrusted
with the sacred duty to advise and assist the Commanding General
on matters of operational significance concerning the deployment of
the District of Columbia National Guard on January 6, 2021, ad-
dressed the grave assertions and inaccuracies contained in the In-
spector General’s report DODIG-2022-039.

I believe it is my duty and moral obligation to stand before you
today and illuminate the truth. I stand resolute, bearing witness
to the unwavering readiness and unparalleled dedication of the
servicemembers of the District of Columbia National Guard.

I will answer questions honestly, as witnessed through the lens
of my 34-year career in the District of Columbia National Guard.

I rebuff in the strongest terms the insidious insinuation that the
District of Columbia National Guard faltered in its duty, that it
languished in apathy or incompetence when called upon to safe-
guard the sanctum of democracy.

Today I will tell the truth to the best of my recollection, unblem-
ished by falsehoods, and in doing so exonerate the honor of the
brave soldiers and airmen who stood unwavering in the defense of
our Nation.

May my testimony serve as a testament to the indomitable spirit
of those who answered the call of duty on that historic day.

Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Brigadier General Aaron Dean fol-
lows:]
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PREPARED STATEMENT OF BRIGADIER GENERAL AARON
DEAN

Sub-Committee on Oversight RE: Jan 6th DC National Guard Response

Good morning. | am Brigadier General (Retired} Aaron Dean. Let history record this moment as
1, in my capacity as the second in Command of the District of Columbia National Guard,
entrusted with the sacred duty to advise and assist the Commanding General on matters of
operational significance concerning the deployment of the District of Columbia National Guard
on January 6th, 2021, address the grave assertions and inaccuracies contained in the Inspector
General's report {(DODIG-2022-039).

| believe it is my imperative duty and moral obligation to stand before you today and illuminate
the truth. | stand resolute, bearing witness to the unwavering readiness and unparalleled
dedication of the Service Members of the District of Columbia National Guard.

| will answer questions honestly, as withessed through the lens of my 34-year career in the
District of Columbia National Guard. | rebuff, in the strongest terms, the insidious insinuation
that the District of Columbia National Guard faltered in its duty, that it languished in apathy or
incompetence when called upon to safeguard the sanctum of democracy.

Today, | will tell the truth to the best of my recollection, unblemished by falsehoods, and in
doing so, exonerate the honor of the brave Soldiers and Airmen who stood unwavering in
defense of our nation. May my testimony serve as a testament to the indomitable spirit of those
who answered the call of duty on that historic day.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Thank you, General Dean.
I now recognize Captain Timothy Nick for 5 minutes.

STATEMENT OF CAPTAIN TIMOTHY NICK

Captain Nick. Mr. Chairman and Members of the Subcommittee,
my name is Timothy Nick, and I am a captain in the Army Na-
tional Guard.

I am here today to aid the Subcommittee in resolving factual er-
rors in the official record of what happened on January 6, 2021,
specifically regarding the alleged District of Columbia National
Guard’s delayed response caused by critical, Presidentially ap-
pointed, Senate-confirmed Pentagon senior officials.

I was concerned by the events that unfolded that day on the
United States Capitol. As a Federal officer with the United States
Secret Service and a former State trooper with the Florida High-
way Patrol, my heart goes out to all law enforcement officers, sis-
ters and brothers, that held the line that day to restore public
order to the chaos.

I am here today with my counsels, Lachlan McKinion and Dan
Meyer of law firm Tully Rinckey. The firm has advised me, begin-
ning with my role as a confidential source to the Select Committee
to Investigate the January 6 Attack on the United States Capitol.
When my confidentiality was breached, it was Dan who intervened
to ensure I was protected as a military whistleblower.

First, I want to explain my role on January 6. I was assigned as
aide-de-camp, the personal assistant to Major General William
Walker, the Commanding General of the D.C. National Guard. It
was my only second day on the job.
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Please focus on alleged facts about—found in the November 16,
2021, Department of Defense Inspector General’s multidisciplinary
review into the D.C. National Guard response and Department of
Defense’s role that day.

I can say unequivocally that the Inspector General’s review is
riddled with inaccuracies, misstatements, and perhaps false flags
and narratives regarding how critical Pentagon senior officials re-
sponded when our Republic was under great stress.

For instance, during a conference call at 2:31 p.m. with members
of the United States Army, U.S. Capitol Police, Metropolitan Police
Department, District of Columbia government, and U.S. Secret
Service Uniformed Division, the U.S. Army’s Lieutenant General
Walter Piatt, Director of the Army Staff, and the Army’s Lieuten-
ant General Charles Flynn, Deputy Chief of Staff of Operations,
were on the call. Also on was Colonel John Lubas, Executive Offi-
cer to the Secretary of the Army.

The Army falsely denied that General Flynn was ever on the call.
This is false and material on its face. Lieutenant Flynn was on the
call and even participated in discussions.

The Defense Inspector’s review also rounds language, papering
over the fact that Lieutenant General Piatt and Lieutenant Gen-
eral Flynn, while on the call, discussed how they “did not like the
optics.” That is a direct quote.

They stated it would be in their best military advice to rec-
ommend to the Secretary of the Army, Ryan McCarthy, to deny the
request from Command General William Walker to deploy the D.C.
National Guard and aid U.S. Capitol Police in restoring restoration
of ordered liberty on Capitol Hill.

In addition, former Secretary of the Army Ryan McCarthy claims
he was on a 2:31 p.m. call and spoke on that call. This is false. Un-
less he was in the room, shadowing the call, and he did not speak
nor identify himself, he was not on the call. He was en route to the
Washington, D.C., regional office at the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation to support that agency’s concept of operation plans for Jan-
uary 6.

He went on to claim that he called and spoke to Major General
Walker at least twice, ordering deployment of the D.C. National
Guard. This is also false. At no time did General Walker take any
calls, nor did we ever hear from the Secretary on any of the ongo-
ing conference calls or the secure video teleconferencing throughout
the day.

This I know because I was with the Command General the entire
time, recording events.

Throughout the day, Major General Walker was told by staff offi-
cers “to stand by” with respect to deploying to Capitol Hill. Only
at 5:09 p.m. in the early evening, which I wrote down in my wheel
book, was the D.C. Guard given orders to deploy and to move to
the Capitol to assist Capitol Police.

We arrived too late. One American lay dead, with other sisters
and brothers injured, including Federal and local law enforcement
officers.

We were ready and standing by. I know if we were able to deploy
immediately when General Walker made the request the National
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Guard could have helped end the civil disturbance and restored
public order quickly.

The Army National Guard motto is, “Always ready, Always
there.” The D.C. National Guard was ready to help and assist Cap-
itol Police, but we were not allowed to do our job due to paralyzed
decisionmaking by Acting Secretary of Defense Chris Miller and
Secretary of the Army Ryan McCarthy.

This led to a crisis in Federal leadership at the Pentagon and de-
layed the D.C. response by 3 hours and 19 minutes.

Thank you for the opportunity to appear before you today and ar-
ticulate the facts as they happened. I look forward to answering
any questions you may have.

[The prepared statement of Captain Timothy Nick follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF CAPTAIN TIMOTHY NICK
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Mr. Chairman and members of the subcommittee:

My name is Timothy Nick, and | am a Captain in the Army National Guard.
I am here today to aid the Subcommittee in resolving factual errors in the official
record of what happened on January 6, 2021, specifically regarding the alleged
District of Columbia National Guard delayed response caused by critical
Presidentially-appointed, Senate-confirmed Pentagon senior officials.

I was concerned by the events that unfolded that day at the United States
Capitol. As a federal officer with the U.S. Secret Service and former State
Trooper with the Florida Highway Patrol, my heart goes out to all the law
enforcement officers, sisters and brothers, that held the line that day to restore
public order to the chaos.

| am here today with my counsels, Lachlan McKinion and Dan Meyer, of the law
firm Tully Rinckey PLLC. The Firm has advised me beginning with my role as a
confidential source to the Select Committee to Investigate the January 6t Attack
on the United States Capitol. When my confidentiality was breached to the
national media, it was Dan who intervened to ensure | was protected as a
military whistleblower. Also aiding me are counsels from the Department of
Defense and the National Guard.

Mr. Meyer knows this Congressional sourcing area well, having blown the
whistle at least four (4) times in his former Federal career: to the Senate Armed
Services Committee regarding investigative misconduct regarding the death of

1]Page
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47 shipmates on the battleship IOWA; to the Ranking Member, Senate Judiciary
Committee regarding investigative misconduct regarding patient abuse at the
Dawood Afghan National Military Hospital and legal sufficiency abuses within
the Office of General Counsel, Office of the Department of Defense Inspector
General; to the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence on classified
information spillage during the 2012 Presidential Campaign; and finally, to the
Senate Select Committee on Intelligence and the House Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence regarding abuse of authority by Intelligence
Community inspectors general and senior staff.

Being a Congressional source is not easy; there is always a sense of ice cracking
beneath your boots. As for my own biography, | have been on special
assignments throughout my career. For instance, while with the Florida Highway
Patrol, | was chosen amongst my peers to be a part of a team of troopers
deployed to Puerto Rico in 2017 to assist local police from the devastation of
Hurricane Maria. Additionally, while with the Secret Service, | have been
assigned to the White House and have worked to support the office of the
president. | continue to live by the Secret Service motto, “Worthy of Trust and
Confidence.”

First, | want to explain my role on January 6th. | was assigned as the aide-de-
camp, the personal assistant to Major General William Walker, the Command
General of the D.C. National Guard. It was only my second day on the job.

Please focus on alleged facts found in the November 16, 2021, Department of
Defense Inspector General’s multidisciplinary review into the D.C. National
Guard response and the Department of Defense’s role that day. | can say
unequivocally that the Inspector General’s review is riddled with inaccuracies,
misstatements, and perhaps false flags and narratives regarding how critical
Pentagon senior officials responded when our Republic was under great stress.

For instance, during a conference call at 2:31 PM with members of the United
States Army, U.S. Capitol Police, Metropolitan Police Department, District of
Columbia Government and U.S. Secret Service — Uniform Division, the U.S.
Army’s Lieutenant General Walter Piatt, Director of the Army Staff and the
Army’s Lieutenant General Charles Flynn, Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations,
were on the call. As also was Colonel John Lubas, Executive Officer to the
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Secretary of the Army. The Army falsely denied that Lieutenant General Flynn
was ever on the call. This was false, and material, on its face. Lieutenant General
Flynn was also on the call and even participated in discussions. The Defense
Inspector General’s review also rounds language, papering over the fact that
Lieutenant General Piatt and Lieutenant General Flynn, while on the call,
discussed how they “did not like the optics” — that is a direct quote -- of sending
Guardsmen to the Capitol. They stated it would be in their best military advice
to recommend to the Secretary of the Army, Ryan McCarthy, to deny the request
from Command General William Walker to deploy the DC National Guard and
aid the U.S. Capitol Police in the restoration of ordered liberty on Capitol Hill

In addition, former Secretary of the Army, Ryan McCarthy claims he was on the
2:31 PM call and spoke on that call. This is false. Unless he was in the room
shadowing the call, and did not speak nor identify himself, he was not on the
call. He was enroute to the Washington D.C. Regional Office of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation to support that agency’s concept of operations on
January 6th. He went on to claim that he called and spoke to Major General
Walker at least twice, ordering the deployment of the DC Guard. This is also
false. At no time did General Walker take any calls, nor did we ever hear from
the Secretary on any of the ongoing conference calls and Secure Video
Teleconferencing throughout the day. This | know because | was next to the
Command General the entire time, recording events.

Throughout the day, Major General Walker was told by staff officers “to stand
by” with respect to deploying to Capitol Hill. Only at 5:09 PM in the early
evening--which | wrote down on my wheel book--was the DC Guard given the
order to deploy and move to the Capitol to assist Capitol Police. We arrived too
late. One American lay dead with other sisters and brothers injured, including
federal and local law enforcement officers. We were ready and standing by. |
know if we were able to deploy immediately when General Walker made the
request, the National Guard could have helped end the civil disturbance and
restored public order quickly.

The Army National Guard motto is: “Always Ready, Always There.” The DC
National Guard was ready to help and assist the Capitol Police, but we were not
allowed to do our job due to paralyzed decision-making by the Acting Secretary
of Defense Chris Miller and Secretary of the Army Ryan McCarthy. This led to
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crisis in Federal leadership at the Pentagon and delayed the DC Guard response
by 3 hours and 19 minutes.

Thank you for the opportunity to appear before you today and articulate the
facts as they happened.

I look forward to answering any questions you may have.

—End -

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Thank you, Captain.

As we begin our question session, I want to reemphasize how
much we appreciate all of you coming forward. I know as a veteran
of the Armed Forces myself, this takes an incredible amount of
courage to come forward and tell the truth.

We will now move into the question session. Just a reminder to
make sure the microphones are very close to you during this time.

I now recognize the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Griffith, for 5
minutes.

Mr. GRIFFITH. We have a sergeant major, a colonel, a brigadier
general, and a captain. Your testimony is compelling. Thank you.

Now to the questions.

On January 6, 2021, were each of you gentlemen with Major
General William Walker from 1:49 p.m. through 5:55 p.m., yes or
no?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Yes.

Colonel MATTHEWS. I was.

General DEAN. Yes.

Captain NICK. Yes.

Mr. GrRIFFITH. The Department of Defense Inspector General re-
port, DOD IG report, alleges that the Secretary of the Army con-
tacted Major General Walker multiple times on January 6 during
that timeframe. Some allegations are two calls, some are three, but
the allegations would be or the assertions would be 3:04 p.m., 4:35
p.m., and finally at 5 p.m.

Do any of you recall any one of those calls taking place?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Negative, sir.

Can I amplify that, though?

Mr. GRIFFITH. Yes, sir.

Colonel MATTHEWS. By way of background, so I was a political
appointee in the Trump administration. I was a senior political ap-
pointee. I was also in the Army Reserve and National Guard.

Now, in June 2017, I was appointed to be Acting General Coun-
sel in the Department of the Army. The next month, Ryan McCar-
thy was appointed Acting Secretary of the Army. He had been con-
firmed as Under Secretary of the Army.

Ryan McCarthy is my colleague. He is my friend. I told the Com-
mittee he was a good Secretary of the Army. I had a great deal of
affection for Ryan McCarthy. I know he does for me. I am not here
to badmouth Ryan McCarthy, but I have got to set the record
straight.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Yes, sir.
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Colonel MATTHEWS. In my memo I did not call—I never called—
I call Piatt and Flynn liars. I never called McCarthy a liar, for two
reasons.

One, it was not clear to me that he was saying some of the things
they said he said. I mean, it is clear to me that some of the things
they said he said were said by others who were trying to really pro-
tect themselves.

The other thing is he was my friend. You just do not turn it off.
You do not call your friend a liar.

At 2:30—at 2:31—at 2:30, they said that he was on a call with
General Walker and he told him to move the QRF (Quick Response
Force) to the Armory. I mean, that did not happen.

Ryan McCarthy did not speak on that call, and we know this be-
cause that call was on a conference bridge. It was a D.C. Govern-
ment conference bridge.

Now, the DOD IG incorrectly states that McCarthy requested the
call. T helped facilitate that call. General Walker was on the call
with Dr. Rodriguez, who was the Homeland Security Advisor for
Mayor Bowser. Mayor Bowser was on the call. Chief Sund was on
the call. Chief Contee was on the call. All of us at this dais were
all on the call.

Ryan McCarthy never spoke on that call. I am a person who was
his friend, who knew his voice quite well. If he had said anything,
I would say that. We were told he was unavailable. I called his ex-
ecutive officer to ask to speak to him, and we were told he was un-
available. General Walker, Piatt, and General Charles Flynn were
on the call.

Subsequently, Flynn denies he was even involved in the call. For
what reason, I really do not know. He did so under oath.

Command Sergeant Major Brooks, myself, and Lieutenant Nick
were all interviewed by the Select Committee. We told them that.
To me, this is material because Flynn denied under oath twice to
the House Oversight Committee and to the Select Committee that
he even participated in the call. That goes to his integrity, to his
credibility.

Mr. GrIFFITH. All right, let me

Colonel MATTHEWS. I am sorry, sir.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Let me underline this.

Colonel, you are also an attorney.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes, sir. With a law license.

Mr. GRIFFITH. You got your degree from Harvard Law School.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes, sir. I got a mortgage in Great Falls, Vir-
ginia. I have no reason to be up here lying, because I do not want
to go to Federal prison.

Mr. GRIFFITH. You understand that you are—if you lie to Con-
gress, 18—Title 18, 1001 makes that a crime. Is that correct?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Unquestionably, sir.

Mr. GRIFFITH. You also understand that as a member of the legal
establishment that if you were to lie under oath, your license to
practice law, no matter the fact that you have a JD from Harvard,
could be in jeopardy. Is that correct?

Colonel MATTHEWS. No question, sir. Sir, I want to point out——

Mr. GRIFFITH. Yes, sir.
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Colonel MATTHEWS.—I spoke to the Select Committee. I was not
under oath, but it does not matter because you do not have to be
under oath. If you lie to Congress, it is still a Federal crime.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Yes, sir.

Colonel MATTHEWS. I am fully aware of that. I submitted a docu-
ment stating that these men were liars, and I stand by it 100 per-
cent. It is a stain on my Army that they got away with it and no
one said anything about it.

They even sent Piatt’s name to the President of the United
States to have him promoted. He was a liar. All of us can attest
to that.

Mr. GrRIFFITH. You want the truth to come out.

Colonel MATTHEWS. No question about it, sir.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Good, bad, or ugly, correct?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Exactly.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Anybody here want anything but the truth—any
of the four witnesses want anything but the truth to come out?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. No, sir.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Good, bad, or ugly, it does not matter. No matter
what side you are on. Is that correct? I heard a yes—I heard a “no,
sir” and a “yes, sir.”

Sergeant Major BROOKS. You want the truth, sir, nothing but the
truth, yes, sir.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Right.

Mr. GrRIFFITH. Colonel Matthews.

Brigadier General.

General DEAN. That is correct.

Captain NICK. That is correct.

Mr. GRIFFITH. All right.

Wow, I do not know. I got lots of other questions to ask. I appre-
ciate you jumping in and clearly with your heartfelt emotions tell-
ing us that things were not exactly true and that, in fairness, the
January 6 Committee was not told the truth.

Is that correct, Colonel?

Colonel MATTHEWS. They were not told the truth, but I think
they knew that, though, and they disregarded that. This is what
I mean.

General Flynn testified before the House Oversight Committee
on June the 15th, 2021. During his opening statement and during
his questioning he stated explicitly that he was not on that phone
call, he made no statements on that call.

Subsequently, he was interviewed by the January 6 Committee
and he also stated—he was directly asked by the senior investiga-
tive counsel: Did you make any statements on that call? He says
he did not. He was not on the call, he says.

Now, that is perjury in my opinion. I mean, I am a lawyer but
it is for a court to decide. To me that is perjury.

The important point is later I raised that. I was interviewed by
the Select Committee in

Mr. GRIFFITH. Unfortunately, my time is up, but hopefully you
will get another opportunity to talk about it. I apologize.

My time is up. I yield back, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. The gentleman yields.
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I now recognize the Subcommittee’s Ranking Member, Mrs.
Torres, for 5 minutes.

Mrs. TORRES. Thank you, Chairman.

Colonel Matthews.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes, ma’am.

Mrs. TORRES [continuing]. I spent more than 17 years as a 911
dispatcher. I worked with some very difficult times in the city of
L.A., Rodney King riots, the verdict. On 9/11, I was tasked with
putting together Mobile Field Force units to dispatch to critical lo-
cations to ensure that those would not be attacked.

I know what an EOC (Emergency Operations Center) is supposed
to look like. I know what orders to follow during certain types of
emergency. I was prepared with a manual that was provided to me,
things that we have practiced time and time and time again.

During an emergency, you agree that it is vital that we have a
quick response and a unified coordination that has clear commu-
nications, correct?

Colonel MATTHEWS. No question.

Mrs. TORRES. I was struck by the written—your written testi-
mony when you said the D.C. National Guard was delayed because
Milley, McCarthy, and McConville believed that the President of
the United States might deploy the National Guard improperly on
that day and had taken measures to prevent this.

This must have been incredibly frustrating for you and for your
colleagues in the Guard.

Why do you think senior military leaders believed the President
of the United States might employ the National Guard improperly
on January 6?7 Was it based on their words, actions, or both?

Colonel MATTHEWS. I think that belief was irrational because 1
dodnot believe the President ever gave any of them an unlawful
order.

Mrs. TorrESs. OK.

Colonel MATTHEWS. He gave none of them an unlawful order.

Mrs. TORRES. Secretary——

Colonel MATTHEWS. He appointed——

Mrs. TORRES. Secretary of the Army——

Colonel MATTHEWS. He appointed all of them to high office.

Mrs. TORRES [continuing]. Ryan McCarthy——

Colonel MATTHEWS. He appointed all of them to high office.

Mrs. TORRES [continuing].—testified that on January 6 Select
Committee that at one point he was walking down the Pentagon
hallways and one of the most seasoned reporters asked him wheth-
er the Army was planning to seize ballot boxes.

Do you know if ideas like the President seizing ballot boxes was
something Secretary McCarthy was considering when making deci-
sions about deploying the Guard on January 6?

Colonel MATTHEWS. I think it was, but I think it was not a ra-
tional belief. I think——

Mrs. TorrES. OK.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Secretary McCarthy

Mrs. TORRES. Was there widespread fear within the Department
of Defense about the President using the military or other levers
of the State to impact the election around the time of the 2020 elec-
tion?
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Colonel MATTHEWS. No. It was not a widespread fear. It was a
fear among a clique of officers led by the Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff who talked about a so-called Reichstag moment
and——

Mrs. TorRRES. OK. Well, let me tell you, The New York Times re-
ported in January 2022 that President Trump actually directed his
attorney, Rudy Giuliani, to ask the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity to see if it could take control of voting machines in key swing
States.

I would like to ask for unanimous consent to enter this New York
Times article entitled, “Trump Had Role in Weighing Proposals to
Seize Voting Machines,” into the record.

Mr. GRIFFITH.

[Presiding.] Without objection, so order.

[The article referred to follows:]
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Trump Had Role in Weighing
Proposals to Seize Voting Machines

New accounts show that the former president was more directly involved than
previously known in plans developed by outside advisers to use national security
agencies to seek evidence of fraud.

\ -
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AMERICA

PRESIOENT DONALD J. TRUNS
TEXT TEXAS 10 88022

New accounts show that President Donald J. Trump was more directly involved than
previously known in exploring proposals to use his national security agencies to seize
voting machines.Credit...Meridith Kohut for The New York Times

By Alan Feuer, Maggie Haberman, Michael S. Schmidt and Luke Broadwater
Jan. 31, 2022

Six weeks after Election Day, with his hold on power slipping, President Donald J.
Trump directed his lawyer, Rudolph W. Giuliani, to make a remarkable call. Mr. Trump
wanted him to ask the Department of Homeland Security if it could legally take control
of voting machines in key swing states, three people familiar with the matter said.

Mr. Giuliani did so, calling the department’s acting deputy secretary, who said he lacked
the authority to audit or impound the machines.
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Mr. Trump pressed Mr. Giuliani to make that inquiry after rejecting a separate effort by
his outside advisers to have the Pentagon take control of the machines. And the
outreach to the Department of Homeland Security came not long after Mr. Trump, in an
Oval Office meeting with Attorney General William P. Barr, raised the possibility of
whether the Justice Department could seize the machines, a previously undisclosed
suggestion that Mr. Barr immediately shot down.

The new accounts show that Mr. Trump was more directly involved than previously
known in exploring proposals to use his national security agencies to seize voting
machines as he grasped unsuccessfully for evidence of fraud that would help him reverse
his defeat in the 2020 election, according to people familiar with the episodes.

The existence of proposals to use at least three federal departments to assist Mr.
Trump’s attempt to stay in power has been publicly known. The proposals involving the
Defense Department and the Department of Homeland Security were codified by
advisers in the form of draft executive orders.

But the new accounts provide fresh insight into how the former president considered
and to some degree pushed the plans, which would have taken the United States into
uncharted territory by using federal authority to seize control of the voting systems run
by states on baseless grounds of widespread voting fraud.

The people familiar with the matter were briefed on the events by participants or had
firsthand knowledge of them.

The accounts about the voting machines emerged after a weekend when Mr. Trump
declared at a rally in Texas that he might pardon people charged in connection with the
storming of the Capitol last Jan. 6 if he were re-elected. In a statement issued after the
rally, Mr. Trump also suggested that his vice president, Mike Pence, could have
personally “overturned the election” by refusing to count delegates to the Electoral
College who had vowed to cast their votes for Joseph R. Biden Jr.

The new information helps to flesh out how the draft executive orders to seize voting
machines came into existence and points in particular to the key role played by a retired
Army colonel named Phil Waldron.

According to people familiar with the accounts, Mr. Waldron, shortly after the election,
began telling associates that he had found irregularities in vote results that he felt were
suggestive of fraud. He then came up with the idea of having a federal agency like the
military or the Department of Homeland Security confiscate the machines to preserve
evidence.

Mr. Waldron first proposed the notion of the Pentagon’s involvement to Mr. Trump’s
former national security adviser, Michael T. Flynn, whom he says he served with in the
Defense Intelligence Agency.
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The plans were among an array of options that were placed before Mr. Trump in the
tumultuous days and weeks that followed the election, developed by an ad hoc group of
lawyers like Sidney Powell and other allies including Mr. Flynn and Mr. Waldron. That
group often found itself at odds with Mr. Giuliani and his longtime associate Bernard
Kerik, as well as with Mr. Trump’s White House counsel, Pat A. Cipollone, and his team.

Around the same time that Mr. Trump brought up the possibility of having the Justice
Department seize the voting machines, for example, he also tried to persuade state
lawmakers in contested states like Michigan and Pennsylvania to use local law
enforcement agencies to take control of them, people familiar with the matter said. The
state lawmakers refused to go along with the plan.

The meeting with Mr. Barr took place in mid- to late November when Mr. Trump raised
the idea of whether the Justice Department could be used to seize machines, according
to two people familiar with the matter. Mr. Trump told Mr. Barr that his lawyers had
told him that the department had the power to seize machines as evidence of fraud.

Mr. Trump mentioned a specific state that had used machines built by Dominion Voting
Systems, where his lawyers believed there had been fraud, although it is unclear which
state Mr. Trump was referring to. Mr. Barr, who had been briefed extensively at that
point by federal law enforcement officials about how the theories being pushed by Mr.
Trump’s legal team about the Dominion machines were unfounded, told Mr. Trump that
the Justice Department had no basis for seizing the machines because there was no
probable cause to believe a crime had been committed.

It was only after several early options were exhausted that Mr. Waldron pitched the idea
of using other parts of the federal government to seize the machines to both Mr. Giuliani
and members of the Trump legal team, and to Mr. Flynn and his own associates,
including Ms. Powell and Patrick Byrne, a wealthy business executive who funded many
of the efforts to challenge the election.

Phil Waldron, a retired Army colonel, at his distillery in Dripping Springs, Texas, last
year.Credit...Reuters

Mr. Waldron, who owns a bar and distillery outside Austin, Texas, was previously best
known for having circulated a 38-page PowerPoint presentation to lawmakers and
White House aides that was filled with extreme plans to overturn the election.

Mr. Giuliani was vehemently opposed to the idea of the military taking part in the
seizure of machines, according to two people familiar with the matter. The conflict
between him and his legal team, and Mr. Flynn, Ms. Powell and Mr. Byrne came to a
dramatic head on Dec. 18, 2020, during a meeting with Mr. Trump in the Oval Office.

At the meeting, Mr. Flynn and Ms. Powell presented Mr. Trump with a copy of the draft
executive order authorizing the military to oversee the seizure of machines. After
reading it, Mr. Trump summoned Mr. Giuliani to the Oval Office, according to one
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person familiar with the matter. When Mr. Giuliani read the draft order, he told Mr.
Trump that the military could be used only if there was clear-cut evidence of foreign
interference in the election.

Ms. Powell, who had spent the past month filing lawsuits claiming that China and other
countries had hacked into voting machines, said she had such evidence, the person said.
But Mr. Giuliani was adamant that the military should not be mobilized, the person
said, and Mr. Trump ultimately heeded his advice.

Shortly after the Oval Office meeting, Mr. Waldron amended the draft executive order,
suggesting that if the Defense Department could not oversee the seizure of machines
then the Department of Homeland Security could, the person said.

Around that time, Mr. Trump asked Mr. Giuliani to call Kenneth T. Cuccinelli II, the
acting deputy secretary at the Department of Homeland Security, to ask about the
viability of the proposal, according to two people familiar with the matter. Mr. Cuccinelli
said that homeland security officials could not take part in the plan.

Image

Rudolph W. Giuliani, Mr. Trump’s personal lawyer, was opposed to the idea of the
military taking part in the seizure of machines, according to two people familiar with the
matter.Credit...Erin Schaff/The New York Times

All of this was playing out amid open acrimony among White House aides and outside
advisers about how best — and how far — to proceed with efforts to pursue Mr. Trump’s
claims of fraud in the election. That same month, during a meeting on another matter,
Mr. Trump asked Mr. Cuccinelli what he thought of appointing a special counsel to
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investigate election fraud. Mr. Cuccinelli, according to two people briefed on the
conversation, said it was not a good idea for a variety of reasons.

When Mr. Flynn, Ms. Powell and Mr. Byrne arrived at the White House to discuss their
plan to use the military to seize voting machines, they were not let into the Oval Office
by a typical gatekeeper, like Mark Meadows, Mr. Trump’s chief of staff. Rather, they
were escorted in by Garrett Ziegler, a young aide to another Trump adviser, Peter
Navarro, according to Mr. Ziegler’s account.

“I waved in General Flynn and Sidney Powell on the Friday night of the 18th — for which
Mark Meadows’s office revoked my guest privileges,” Mr. Ziegler said on a podeast,
adding that he had done so because he was “frustrated with the current counsel” Mr.
Trump was getting.

Even Mr. Giuliani, who had spent weeks peddling some of the most outrageous claims
about election fraud, felt that the idea of bringing in the military was beyond the pale.

After Mr. Flynn and Ms. Powell left the Oval Office, according to a person familiar with
the matter, Mr. Giuliani predicted that the plans they were proposing were going to get
Mr. Trump impeached.

Mrs. TORRES. Command Sergeant Major Brooks, you served in
the Army and Army National Guard for 29 years. You spent the
months after January 6 right here on this Capitol Hill protecting
the citadel of democracy. I understand that for the entire time that
you were deployed, you slept in your office, with the exception of
maybe 1 week over the course of months. You clearly are a patriot
who loves our country.

How did you feel watching the Capitol get overrun, knowing that
you were almost walking distance away but not permitted to come
assist law enforcement in defending it?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. It was very disheartening to see. I be-
lieve it was something that, you know, I think any of us who serve
in the military, it was something that we did not think we would
see in our lifetime. It was very frustrating to know that we had the
capability and the personnel and unable to respond.

Mrs. TORRES. Thank you.

Sergeant Major BROOKS. It is hard to describe.

Mrs. ToORRES. Brigadier General Aaron Dean, what is the basis
and rationale on which the Department of Defense and D.C. Na-
tional Guard rely in determining the equipment, tactics, tech-
niques, and procedures that the Guard could use to respond to es-
calations in the protests on January 6? Was this atypical?

General DEAN. I do not think—I do not think—it was not atypi-
cal.

Mrs. TORRES. We were just months—we right now are just
months away from the 2024 election and the man who incited the
2020 insurrection is on the ballot again.

What corrective actions has the National Guard Bureau or De-
partment of Defense taken to ensure the National Guard can plan,
coordinate, and execute command and control in response to
threats in the national capital region?

General DEAN. I can only really talk about the District of Colum-
bia National Guard and its preparation, especially around January
6.
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We match capability with request. If there is a request, we
match the capability that we have. We had riot control capability
on that day to provide services for the Capitol.

Mrs. TORRES. You would say that over the last 4 years the smoke
has been cleared and everyone is clear on how to respond and poli-
tics will not take priority over necessity.

General DEAN. I can say that the District of Columbia National
Guard is always ready to respond.

Mrs. TORRES. Thank you, sir.

General DEAN. Was ready even before that date.

Mrs. TORRES. Thank you.

I yield back.

Mr. GRIFFITH. The gentlelady yields back.

I now recognize Congressman D’Esposito of New York, 5 min-
utes.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

First question for everyone. We can start and just go down the
line.

Did you testify in front of the January 6 Select Committee?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. No, I received a phone call.

Colonel MATTHEWS. When you say testify, I had an informal
interview with the Committee.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Right. It was—it was not——

Mr. GRIFFITH. If you could move the mike closer.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Correct?

Colonel MATTHEWS. I am sorry. Say again?

Mr. GRIFFITH. If you could move the mike closer, please, we will
give you a couple extra seconds.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. The answer, Command Sergeant, was no?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. No.

Mr. D’EsposITo. Colonel, you were interviewed but never in front
of the Committee.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Correct.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Brigadier General?

General DEAN. No.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Captain?

Captain NICK. Informally interviewed but never in front of the
Committee.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Got it.

As the Chairman mentioned in his opening remarks, we are here
today to not only correct the record but also make sure that we are
better prepared today than we were, right? We want to be better
prepared as a Nation, as an agency. We want to be better prepared
for the next, God forbid, incident than we were that day, not really
to focus on President Trump. That is not really what we are here
for today.

Captain Nick, in your opening testimony, or the one submitted
to the Committee, you said of that 2:30 conference call, and I quote,
“Lieutenant General Piatt and Lieutenant General Flynn, while on
the call, discussed how they did not like the optics. They stated it
would be in their best military advice to recommend to the Sec-
retary of the Army, Ryan McCarthy, to deny the request from Com-
mand General William Walker to deploy the D.C. National Guard
and aid the United States Capitol Police in the restoration of or-



71

dered liberty”—or, as some have called on this Committee, democ-
racy—“on Capitol Hill.”

Major Brooks, during the bipartisan transcribed interview the
Subcommittee conducted in March 2024, you were asked if you re-
call hearing the word “optics” on your 2:30 p.m. phone call. You re-
sponded, “Yes.”

I quote, “General Flynn and General Piatt both made numerous
comments about the optics of having the Guard on the Capitol and
how they would much prefer that the Guard relieve MPD officers
elsewhere in the city so that they could respond to the Capitol,”
close quote.

For everyone, and we will start with Command Sergeant Major
Brooks, why would these military experts want to send the Na-
tional Guard to relieve MPD officers elsewhere after the Capitol
was breached at 2:12 p.m.?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. In my opinion, it was a senseless rec-
ommendation. The logistics and the amount of time it would have
taken to replace individual MPD officers across the city would have
taken way too much time and would have been further delayed.

Mr. D’EsposiITo. I think the key term there is “senseless.”

Colonel?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Their whole attitude was that this mission
was for law enforcement. They never wanted the D.C. Guard to be
on the streets in the first place. They never wanted to approve the
350. They thought this was a law enforcement mission. They be-
lieved it would have required 100,000 demonstrators before the
D.C. Guard was necessary, and that was the Army’s thinking.

They wanted—and they also said they wanted no involvement in
the politicization of the—or no involvement in the electoral certifi-
catign process. They wanted no DOD role there. That was their at-
titude.

We were not allowed to be east of 9th Street, which is where the
Capitol is. We had to have the Secretary of the Army’s approval to
move three unarmed guardsmen one block.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Right. Sounds like baseless decisions.

Brigadier General?

General DEAN. I did hear the word “optics,” and they did use it,
especially specifically General Piatt I know said “optics.” His con-
cern was he did not want soldiers or airmen on the Capitol
Grounds with the Capitol in the background.

They were giving every other reason why we should be around
the1 Capitol, away from the Capitol, and not responding to the Cap-
itol.

Part of what I believe is I believe that they are unfamiliar with
our true capabilities and what we are really designed to do as the
National Guard.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Can you say that again for everyone to hear?

General DEAN. I think they are unfamiliar with our true capa-
bilities and what we are designed to do as the National Guard
under Title 32.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Precisely.

Captain?

Captain NICK. I did hear the word “optics” also, and General
Piatt and General Flynn did say it was not in their best military
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advice to recommend to the Secretary at this time to approve that
request.

Mr. D’EsposiTO. I only have 30 seconds, but I would just like to
go down the line once again and answer this question.

Was it clear at the time that the No. 1 priority was to restore
order or to protect the safety of Members of Congress, staff, or visi-
tors here at the Capitol complex?

Captain?

Captain NICK. Absolutely.

Colonel MATTHEWS. No, that was not——

Captain NICK. It was clear that we needed to be at the Capitol
at that time.

Mr. D’EsposITO. Right, you needed to be. Was that their No. 1
priority?

Captain NICK. No, it was not.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Brigadier General?

General DEAN. Their No. 1 priority was to make the police re-
spond and not the National Guard.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Colonel?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Absolutely not, Congressman.

Sergeant Major BROOKS. It was not their priority, sir.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Thank you. I think it is clear.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back.

Mr. GRIFFITH. The gentleman yields back.

I now recognize Mr. Morelle for his 5 minutes of questioning.

Mr. MORELLE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I want to start my questioning—and I apologize, I only have 5
minutes, so I will try to get through some of this quickly.

First of all, appreciate very much your frustration. This is your
job, to defend the Capitol, and for the reasons both of this hearing
and a lot of conversation, you were not called on to do that.

I can—obviously, it is palpable how strongly you feel about this
missed opportunity to defend this, and I appreciate that. I do not
think there is any disagreement here. You should have been here
much sooner. I do not—certainly do not know that anyone argues
that it was your fault that that happened.

I am a little shocked. Mr. D’Esposito said we are not here to talk
about President Trump. To me, that is a little like asking Mrs. Lin-
coln, “Other than the incident, how did you like the play?”

The truth is, the Commander in Chief could have ordered the
National Guard. As I said earlier—and, frankly, I think Mr. Grif-
fith said, and I, you know, I will have to go back and look at the
record—that the President ordered the troops out on January 6.

There is no evidence anywhere that I have heard of—other than
him saying it—there is literally no evidence of logs from the White
House, there is no evidence anywhere that the President did that.

Frankly, look, I do not know much about this. I am a civilian.
If I were the President of the United States, as soon as the breach
happened, as soon as there was any measure of violence at the
Capitol, I would have assembled people in the Situation Room, and
I do not care about if the Secretary of Defense was there, if the
Secretary of the Army was there, I am the Commander in Chief of
the United States.

I guess I would begin at General Dean.
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If an order came from the White House, from the President, that
deployed the National Guard, would that order have been ques-
tioned by anyone?

General DEAN. I would answer it this way. I would say that that
order was delegated. The responsibility of the response from the
Commanding General was written in a written document to him
that basically gave him parameters on what he could do and what
he couldn’t do.

Now, if the President——

Mr. MORELLE. I appreciate that. I appreciate that. I do not be-
lieve the delegation of authority exempts the higher authority.

If a call came from the President or the White House that the
President wants this deployed, if the Secretary of Defense were
somewhere and the Secretary of the Army were somewhere else,
would you have ignored that order?

General DEAN. No, we would not have.

Mr. MORELLE. No.

General DEAN. Not at all.

Mr. MORELLE. I do not want to draw you into it. I am just say-
ing, those who want to absolve the higher levels of command.

Likewise, if the Secretary of the Army had not acted, but the
Secretary of Defense, Secretary Miller, had called and his office
had called General Walker and said, “Deploy the National Guard
immediately,” would anyone have questioned that order?

General DEAN. No. No, we would not—I will speak from my per-
spective—we would not have questioned—we would not have ques-
tioned it, but we would have wanted it coordinated based on the
document that was sent by the Secretary of the Army.

Mr. MORELLE. Not to interrupt you. You would have sought a
manner to verify and to make sure that that was legally the appro-
priate process, but you would have acted on it immediately, no?

General DEAN. I think the whole thing was, there would have
been a conversation, right?

Mr. MORELLE. Yes.

General DEAN. There was this—there was this—there was this
talk about they needed a CONOP, right, a concept of operations.

Mr. MORELLE. Yes.

General DEAN. Well, that is a discussion. In a crisis, that is a
discussion.

Mr. MORELLE. I agree.

General DEAN. With that, there would have been a discussion
about the deployment of the National Guard with any order given
by any senior official.

Mr. MORELLE. Yes. I guess—you know, and I will—this is not
necessarily a question. What I hear is a lot of confusion between
the White House, the Department of Defense, the Secretary of the
Army and his office. I do not know what happened. I guess there
are varying accounts.

What I think each of you is here to testify is that the order did
not come down.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Congressman, may I speak to that, please,
sir?

Mr. MoORELLE. Yes. Go ahead.
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Colonel MATTHEWS. Chain of command runs from the President
to the Secretary of Defense to the Secretary of the Army to General
Walker.

Now, the Secretary of Defense authorized the D.C. National
Guard to deploy at 3 o’clock. The D.C. Guard was able to deploy
at 3 o’clock.

Mr. MORELLE. Yes.

Colonel MATTHEWS. It had the capability and readiness to go on
the street at 3 o’clock.

The order did not come from Secretary of the Army. That was
the—that was the——

Mr. MORELLE. No, I understand.

Colonel MATTHEWS.—bottleneck there. The President——

Mr. MORELLE. Yes.

Colonel MATTHEWS. The President followed the chain of com-
mand.

Typically, the President

Mr. MORELLE. I would say this—excuse me. I am going to re-
claim my time. I apologize.

Is that if I were the President of the United States and had or-
dered it—if that were true, there is no evidence that happened, but
let us say it had been ordered—and then 20 minutes goes by and
nothing is happening, I would be on the phone again to my Secre-
taries, and I would be on the phone to General Walker and say,
“What’s going on? I have ordered you out. Move out.”

With all due respect, the conversation should have happened. 1
do not know if it did or did not.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Congressman, I think that, you know, if the
President would have called the Secretary of the Army, the Sec-
retary of the Army would have said, “We’re moving as fast as we
can. We need to be deliberate. We need to know more information.”

That is what the Secretary of the Army said in sworn testimony,
Congressman. So

Mr. MoORELLE. That is not what happened. He did not say that
in his testimony.

Colonel MATTHEWS. He did say that in his testimony, sir.

Mr. MORELLE. No, he did not. He did not say the President of
the United States ordered him to do anything.

Colonel MATTHEWS. No. He said if the President were to call, he
said it would not have made a difference. The President’s call
would not have made a difference.

Secretary McCarthy

Mr. MoORELLE. I disagree. Well, let me——

Colonel MATTHEWS. Secretary McCarthy—I think you are right
also.

Mr. MORELLE. Respectfully, sir, let me reclaim my time. In fact,
my time is over.

The point that I am trying to make is that I do not disagree. This
is an important conversation. I do not think it is one for our Com-
mittee. I think the Armed Services Committee ought to be holding
this. There is a question to make sure that come January 2025, we
better be damn sure we have communication that is clear, compel-
ling, and chain of command.
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I do think this. There is no way to absolve responsibility of the
President, the Secretary of Defense, or the Secretary of the Army.
You may dispute what happened, and I think that is fair. Some-
thing should have happened that triggered the deployment of the
National Guard sooner so that you could have done your jobs and
we would not be having this hearing this morning.

With that, I yield back.

Mr. GRIFFITH. The gentleman yields back. I agree with him on
his last statement that we need to be prepared for the next time
that we have January 6 come up, which is in the law.

I would also correct the record. I did say the President. The gen-
tleman is correct, that is not in the evidence. The President had
previously given Christopher Miller the authority to act, as he stat-
ed in his testimony which was previously submitted into the
record, and Christopher Miller is the one who gave the order that
did not get followed, apparently, by the Secretary of the Army.

That being said, I now recognize Dr. Murphy for his 5 minutes
of questions.

Dr. MuUrPHY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I apologize if I am a lit-
tle out of breath. It is just being old.

Thank you all for coming forward. It takes absolute courage, ab-
solute courage. Every damn meeting we have now has Trump de-
rangement syndrome talking to it.

This was a dereliction of duty by the Secretary of the Army—who
refused, by the way, to come before this Committee because he
knew his culpability. He knew that he has lied, and he was derelict
in the duty.

I appreciate from the bottom of my heart you guys standing up
for the United States of America. You took an oath to it, as did the
Secretary, and you are keeping your oath, so I deeply appreciate
it—at your own personal cost, because we know the weaponization
of this Government is occurring at an exponential rate. It is just
privy—it is just proof in the pudding that this is what we are deal-
ing with.

I swear, why do we not have bipartisan support in getting to the
bottom of this is beyond me. It is everything about Trump.

Captain Nick, you know, the summer before, in 2020, when there
was an absolute disaster in this country where riots and burning
of Federal buildings occurred, we saw billions of dollars, multiple
deaths occur.

Speaker Pelosi, I believe, is a culpable part of this in allowing
this, paving the way for the terrible thing to happen on January
6, to just dismiss America’s memory of what happened the summer
before.

In contrast, the protests at the Capitol on January 6, which we
know were all wrong, there was no hesitation in creating a politi-
cized community. We had a former Republican who saw it as a per-
sonal grind to go after President Trump, basically not allowing evi-
dence to come before the Committee.

It has been more than 3 years, and members of the D.C. Na-
tional Guard are coming forward with your oath to provide clarity.

I will just ask, Captain Nick, in your testimony you mentioned
you were a confidential source for the Select Committee. In addi-
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tion, you go on to State, “My confidentiality was breached to the
national media.”

Would you mind expanding upon that?

Captain NICK. Yes, sir. First, I would like to correct the record
from a previous statement from your colleague when he asked a
question about Pentagon officials and their desire to send troops.
I said, “Absolutely.” I meant they did not at that time want to send
troops to the Capitol, just for clarification.

I was informally—after January 6, at some time after, I was in-
formally interviewed by the Select Committee on January 6. I gave
informal testimony, and I hired counsel from Tully Rinckey, Dan
Meyer, who is also behind me.

After giving my written notes and informal testimony, a couple
weeks later I was contacted by Politico, from a news outlet, from
a writer requesting comment on my handwritten notes they got a
copy of. I then contacted Dan, who then contacted the Select Com-
mittee to resolve that.

It had to be leaked at some point from probably the Select Com-
mittee because that is the only people I talked to and gave my
notes to.

Dr. MUrPHY. It is, obviously, evident with anybody with an objec-
tive eye that the Committee was put forth to tell one thing. If that
Committee had gone in front of anything in a legal department,
you would have cross-examination, other witnesses, et cetera. We
never saw any of that to get to the actual truth, which is what all
Americans, whether you are which party or not, should believe in
doing, period. Period.

I just want to reiterate something. This is, actually, I guess to
Colonel Matthews and General Dean.

Turning to the matter of security, Secretary of the Army McCar-
thy has said the D.C. National Guard was not—was not prepared
for immediate deployment.

Do you agree with that statement?

General DEAN. That statement is false. We were prepared in
many ways. We even had backup plans. We call them branches and
sequels, right?

Not only did we have a force that was at Andrews Air Force Base
that was training and doing civil disturbance that weekend, pre-
pared to deploy on that day, that was ready to deploy on that day,
we also had traffic control points that were at MPD.

Those members had riot control gear in the trunk, not visible to
the public, but for their self-protection in case MPD had to respond.
They had the appropriate gear to provide the civil disturbance, riot
control efforts, if needed.

. We had the capability, we had the planning, we had the know-
ow.

The question that I have is, so out of all the events, out of all
the inaugurations the District of Columbia National Guard sup-
ported, out of all the NATO summits, out of all the IMF protests
that we have had, the summer of 2020, COVID, we were not able
to respond to this? We are incapable? That is categorically false.

Dr. MURPHY. I find it just—my time is short—but I just find it
a slap in the face to all the good men and women who serve in our
Armed Forces to say you are not prepared. A slap in the face.
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Because this guy wanted to save his butt with the hope of getting
in the Biden administration, that is point blank what happened.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I yield back.

Mr. GRIFFITH. The gentleman yields back.

After consultation with Mrs. Torres, we have agreed to do a sec-
ond round of questioning. I would recognize Mrs. Torres for her ad-
ditional 5 minutes of questioning.

Mrs. TORRES. Thank you.

The claim that somehow the Select Committee did not inves-
tigate the National Guard response to the security failures at the
Capitol on January 6 is inconsistent with the facts.

As I mentioned, the Select Committee interviewed 24 individuals
and reviewed 37,000 pages of documents related to the National
Guard on January 6, their response, and 46 of those pages are in
the final report that was issued.

If you search the transcripts of those interviews held with these
witnesses ahead of this hearing, you will see the significant num-
ber of questions used for testimony from the Select Committee as
their foundation. Just because there was not a court reporter does
not mean that it did not happen.

As I told you in the back room, I was in the balcony while all
of this was unfolding. I was also witness to an assault on an officer
where the door swung open on the balcony that I was sitting. Just
because they did not interview me for that incident does not mean
that any of those investigations did not happen.

Let me just remind everyone about what the President was put-
ting out on social media during that time.

At 2:24 p.m., the President tweeted out regarding Vice President
Pence not having the courage to do the wrong thing that he wanted
him to do.

At 3:13, the President had issued another statement saying, “I'm
asking for everyone at the U.S. Capitol to remain peaceful, no vio-
lence. Remember, we are the party of law and order. Respect the
law and our great men and women in blue. Thank you.” He did not
tell people to go home. He did not tell them to go home.

It took many of his own closest allies to get him to this point.
The President did not want the violence against the police or
against Members of Congress or against his own Vice President to
stop. The truth is he wanted the violence to continue until he could
take custody and continue to keep custody of his position.

At 4:17, he finally posts a video that contained many lies about
the election, but finally encourages people to go home. That is
when they finally started home.

Those are the real facts of what happened on that day.

In addition to under Democratic leadership—and I know that you
want to continue to blame Democrats for what happened on that
day—but Democrats did not tell the mob—the angry mob, that was
armed—to go to the Capitol. Democrats are not responsible for
that.

The request, you know, about this January 6 attack to—we have
gone back and forth as to who was ordered to do what. That infor-
mation is very clear. There were no clear directions, because if
there were clear directions everyone would have moved in unison.
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Everybody would have been together, putting together those plans
that you said already exist.

hCohonel Matthews, you seem to want to respond. Please, go
ahead.

Colonel Matthews. Well, ma’am, I just—the Committee—so the
Committee interviewed, again, Sergeant—Command Sergeant
Major Brooks, myself, and Lieutenant Nick. We all told them that
there are issues with the credibility of several witnesses, that peo-
ple were not responding honestly and accurately as part of the in-
vestigation, and that was disregarded.

That goes to the credibility of what they were telling the Com-
mittee. Like, for instance, the Committee says—I am sorry, the Se-
lect Committee stated in its findings that our QRF, that it was de-
batable what its purpose was. There is no debate about that. It was
a civil—it was a civil disturbance response force. It was designed
to respond to a riot. General Walker

Mrs. TORRES. I think you are missing the point. There would
have been no riot—there would have been no riot—had the Presi-
dent of the United States not set up a stage and order people and
told them that he would join them at the U.S. Capitol. There would
have been no galley that was erected to hang the Vice President
if the President had not want them to stop us from certifying the
election.

You are missing the point of all of what happened 6 months prior
to January 6.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Congresswoman

Mrs. TORRES. The chaos that was happening within the branches
?f the military that are sworn to never get involved in domestic af-

airs.

I yield back.

Chairman LOUDERMILK.

[Presiding.] The gentlelady yields.

I apologize for a brief absence. I have another Committee that a
bill got called up right at the worst time that I had to go present.

I think a couple points of clarification.

The Capitol breach began well before the people at the White
House made it down to the Capitol.

The gallows were actually erected at 6 o’clock in the morning,
and no one knew exactly what Mike Pence was going to do until
about 1:30 in the afternoon.

These are just some of the questions of the narrative that came
out from the January 6 report, which is this, this much.

This is how much is discussed about the D.C. National Guard.

The primary objective of the Select Committee was to investigate
the security failure at the U.S. Capitol because we have to identify
the failures before we can fix things.

There was an entire team, the blue team, who was commissioned
with doing that. I challenge anyone to look in here and find any-
thing of substance from the blue team whatsoever.

This is why it is important that we do the oversight that is the
job of Congress, and specifically the Subcommittee, to look into
what happened. This is clearly within the security failure of the
Capitol. This should not be political. This should not be biased in
one way or the other.
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Regardless of who was coming to the Capitol, regardless of who
broke into the Capitol, that should have never happened. There
should have been no breach of this Capitol. The resources are here.

The idea that the New Jersey National Guard would get here be-
fore our own National Guardsmen, whose job is, as Colonel Mat-
thews said, riot control, traffic control, this is their job, to come in
and help defend this Capitol.

With that, I do have a few questions here.

The DOD IG report alleges that DOD officials did not delay or
obstruct a response to the Capitol.

Sergeant Major Brooks, I will start with you.

Do you believe that the deployment of the D.C. National Guard
was delayed?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Yes.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Who do you believe delayed it?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Secretary McCarthy and senior officials
in the Army Staff.

The CHAIRMAN. OK. Why do you believe that they delayed it?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. I believe their misunderstanding of the
capabilities of the D.C. National Guard and the seriousness of the
situation, to be honestly—I have no idea why we never received
that order. All I know is that they were more concerned with what
it would look like with soldiers with the Capitol in the background
than protecting the Capitol of the United States.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Colonel Matthews, same question for
you. Do you believe that the deployment of the D.C. National
Guard was delayed?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes, sir. I believe that it was a result of an
overcautious, reluctant, hesitant, facilitating leadership. I think
they were concerned about the optics, the political optics of a mili-
tary presence here. I do not think they trusted the Commander in
Chief. I think that was because of our senior ranking military offi-
CﬁI‘ who was making disparaging remarks about the President to
them.

You have got to remember, the people who ran the Army are
very close associates of the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.
They owe this position—they owe their positions to him. He was
not—I mean, there are books about how Chairman Milley was im-
peding the ability of the President.

I think that that was an issue there, sir.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Just to clarify, you think that there was
a delay that was calculated for one reason or the other, but you are
not indicating that there was a nefarious purpose in that. Just so
we do not walk out of here with conspiracy theories that the DOD
wanted the Capitol to fail. I just want to make sure that that is
not where you are going with that.

Colonel MATTHEWS. I am not going with that, sir. I am saying
that

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK.

Colonel MATTHEWS. I am saying that the conditions were set by
this talk of a coup, of a Reichstag moment.

I mean, the idea that—I mean, to be—let me be frank about it.
A bunch of Black kids in the D.C. Guard are going to take—going
to usurp the election for Trump is crazy, but that is what they
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were talking about, I mean, and it is crazy talk. It was out there.
It is in books. I mean, Milley’s talked about it.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. While I have got you, Colonel Matthews,
do you believe the DOD IG report accurately reflects the events of
January 6, 2021?

Colonel MATTHEWS. That DOD IG report is replete with incorrect
information, false information. Even the Select Committee’s report
has shown that.

Can I give you a couple of examples, please?

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Sure.

Colonel MATTHEWS. It says at 1635 Ryan McCarthy called Gen-
eral Walker and directed him to go to the Capitol.

Now, McCarthy, if you read his transcript from the Select Com-
mittee, he said he never did that. He was getting ready for a news
conference. He was taking notes and writing in a—so preparing for
a televised news conference.

He overheard Brigadier General LaNeve direct General Walker
to go. General LaNeve says he never told General Walker to go, he
never gave the go order. They do like this. They point in each oth-
er’s directions.

The DOD IG puts it in. Then they claim that they had to call
Walker again at 1700, like 25 minutes later, and direct him to go.
That is an absolute falsehood. McCarthy was in a televised press
conference.

Mr. Storch, the DOD Inspector General, has an obligation to cor-
rect the record. I mean, where does he go—where does General
Walker go to get his reputation back? I mean, you smeared this
man by anonymous sources.

We are talking about general officers in the Army who were bit-
ter because of Walker’s testimony in March before the Senate. They
did not like that, and they wanted to get General Piatt promoted
to general. They wanted to take down Walker.

Even General Milley engages in that. General Milley engages in
that. If you read his transcript, sir, from the Select Committee, he
implies Walker was lying or exaggerating. Everything General
Milley says in his transcribed interview from the Committee is in-
correct, and the Committee staff had to know it.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Let me just clarify something here.

General Walker

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes, sir.

Chairman LOUDERMILK [continuing].—did testify under oath to
the Select Committee. Is that correct?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Correct. Yes, he did.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. The implication of the DOD IG report is
that General Walker falsely testified. Is that fair?

Colonel MATTHEWS. To the Senate Homeland Security and Gov-
ernment Affairs Committee and to the Senate Rules Committee.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK.

Colonel MATTHEWS. He testified in March, March 2021. The DOD
IG report came out in November 2021. The implication was that he
was not truthful in his testimony.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. So

Colonel MATTHEWS. This is a sitting officer of the Congress of the
United States appointed by Speaker Pelosi, a sworn career Federal
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law enforcement executive and a major general in the United
States Army. They were implying that he committed outright per-
jury on live television.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. So

Colonel MATTHEWS. I had—I took exception to that. I wrote my
memo, sir. I was not working for General Walker. I mean, I had
nothing to gain from that. It was the right thing to do.

This man was responsible for all of your personal safety. He was
smeared by—and I just—I feel an obligation

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK. Let me reclaim my time. There are
other questions I need to get to. I just wanted to make sure they
understand that the implications of the DOD IG report is that Gen-
eral Walker falsified testimony or was not truthful.

Would you believe that he would be selected to be the head secu-
rity officer of the House of Representatives by Nancy Pelosi if it
was known that he had lied under oath?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Oh, no, sir.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. I just want to make sure we are——

Colonel MATTHEWS. No, sir.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. We are talking about someone who was
selected by my colleagues on the other side of the aisle to be the
Sergeant at Arms here. Getting the point, this is a bipartisan issue
that we are talking about here.

Let me move on real quickly.

Captain Nick, the DOD IG states they received a copy of contem-
poraneous notes from Secretary McCarthy’s aide-de-camp from
January 6, 2021.

Did the DOD IG request a copy of your notes that day?

Captain NICK. No.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. They did not ask for your notes?

Captain NICK. I never spoke to anybody at the Department of
Defense IG’s Office, and they never requested my notes, and they
never contacted me.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK. Interesting.

I will do a couple more questions, and we will continue down the
aisle.

The DOD IG report alleges that on June—in June 2020—that
June 2020 taught Secretary McCarthy that he could not simply
rely on the D.C. National Guard to figure out the details.

General Dean, what do you make of that statement?

General DEAN. I think that he is unfamiliar with what the D.C.
National Guard can actually do and its true capability.

I think he is probably being advised by our senior Active Compo-
nent officers that have never spent a day in their life in the Na-
tional Guard, and they are advising him on what the National
Guard should or should not do. It is like a surface warfare officer
in the Navy talking about a submariner. You are in the same serv-
ice, but you do different things.

I think part of the issue is, is taking military advice from a sen-
ior Active Component officer about National Guard issues per-
taining to civil disturbance or domestic response. I think it is out
of their wheelhouse, and I think sometimes they can provide inac-
curate information. In doing so, it creates this lack of trust, be-
cause now you do not know who to believe. You do not whether to
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believe the people that are actually supposed to advise you on mili-
tary matters or the National Guard.

I would propose to you that you need somebody to advise you on
Army and Air Force National Guard matters, not just military mat-
ters, if you want to get to the truth.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK. Thank you.

Sergeant Major Brooks, same question, but let me precede that
with, there were a lot of acts of violence, riots throughout the coun-
try during 2020. We had that in Georgia.

As a response to the riots in Atlanta, the Governor of Georgia
called out the State Patrol and the Georgia National Guard. No one
raised an issue with that because that is a job of the National
Guard, to respond to the Governor and provide for civil disturbance
and support riot control.

Really, the same question I did to General Dean. Is that not un-
derstood by certain DOD officials, that ultimately that is the same
role as the D.C. National Guard, it is just the chain of command
is differently since D.C. is not a State?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Yes, sir. The D.C. National Guard is
unique in that aspect. In fact, there are actual D.C. code that gives
special authorities to the D.C. National Guard that no other Na-
tional Guard in the country have to conduct business within the
District and conduct law enforcement operations in support of Fed-
eral or District agencies.

I believe that General Dean is absolutely accurate. I asked the
question: Where was the chief of the National Guard Bureau in
this when you were discussing Guard capabilities? You were only
acting—asking Active-Duty military who had never served in the
Guard, did not truly understand capabilities and authorities, and
at no time you reached out to the four-star general in charge of the
National Guard to get information, although you had all the infor-
mation necessary if you just understood the role that had been del-
egated to you many months or even years prior to.

I think it is incredibly important going forward that the Sec-
retary of Defense, the Secretary of the Army, the Chief of Staff of
the Army, to include the Sergeant Major of the Army, are thor-
oughly briefed on the authorities, capabilities, and their responsi-
bility that has been delegated to them over the D.C. National
Guard and its ability to respond to the Nation’s capital.

We thoroughly train on our ability to be a Reserve force for the
Active Component. Why does the Active Component not thoroughly
train on us?

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Thank you. I appreciate the thorough
answers there. Very important issue.

I now recognize the full Committee Ranking Member, Mr.
Morelle, for 5 minutes for questions.

Mr. MORELLE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I will admit, I am a simple guy, and I do want to do some follow
ups to Mr. Loudermilk’s questions, which were important. Also rec-
ognize that General Walker was held in such high esteem by Mem-
bers of our side of the aisle, we made him the Sergeant at Arms
after January 6. I think we have as much faith in him and had as
much faith in him as all of you did during that time.
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The way I see this—and maybe I am wrong—if I am the Presi-
dent of the United States, the Commander in Chief, even though
I have delegated authority, I think at some period after 3 o’clock
when I see that there does not seem to be much movement, I am
going to pick up the phone and call the Secretary of Defense and
the Secretary of the Army and say, “Exactly what’s going on?”
while I have issued orders or I have not or there is confusion.

At some point I would have had my chief of staff call General
Walker and say, “Exactly what’s happening on the ground?”

My only point is, it would not have taken me—and I am, again,
I am not sophisticated—but it would not have taken me three and
a half hours while I am sitting in the White House watching this
unfold, confident in my view that while I have signed the necessary
papers, so I am not sure what is happening, but it is all good be-
cause I signed the papers.

This is an attack on the United States Capitol, the citadel of de-
mocracy here in this country and around the world. I just—for all
the other misdirection here—and I am not suggesting that we are
trying to bring the President into this unnecessarily. It is that the
President is necessarily part of the chain of command.

By the way, so is the Secretary of Defense, and so is the Sec-
retary of the Army. I am not absolving them. They clearly had di-
rect line responsibility to make sure this happened.

At some point, when this is going on, in the midst of the chaos,
if only a few minutes goes by and something is not happening, I
am picking up the damn phone, I am going to find out exactly what
is going on.

To this point—so, look, we have high respect, the greatest respect
for General Walker. We would have continued him as Secretary—
or Sergeant at Arms. It was my friends over there who made the
decision to remove him. That is fine. They have that responsibility.

Let me ask this, and maybe—I am not sure anyone can answer
this, but let me direct it first to Sergeant Major Brooks.

Tell me what the protocols should be going forward. Since we are
all focused on what is supposed to happen, tell us in the future,
whether it is January 6, 2025, or any other day that involves a
breach of the Capitol or issues here, what is the protocol? What
should we know needs to be in place that people fear was not? How
do we make sure this does not happen again? What is the protocol
like?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. One positive step that I believe has al-
ready been taken is I believe they have given the authority to the
Chief of the Capitol Police to call on the Guard without further ap-
proval. That is a huge step.

Second, I believe that the D.C. National Guard has been ne-
glected for many years for what I believe to be the lack of knowl-
edge or understanding. It was put on a shelf. Those who were dele-
gated authority over the Secretary of the Army, the Secretary of
Defense, did not thoroughly understand their responsibility.

You know, they are ultimately one of the commanders, one of the
senior leaders of the D.C. National Guard. Over the 17 years that
I served in the D.C. National Guard, repeatedly the National
Guard Bureau came down and removed units, military police units,
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that would respond to the Capitol, had removed them from the
D.C. National Guard without objection.

If the Governor of your State was told they were going to move
one of their Guard units, your Governor would be upset, and there
would be a significant challenge to that, correct?

The Secretary of the Army is supposed to be our Governor, is
supposed to defend the D.C. National Guard from losing its capa-
bility to support and defend the capital of the United States. That
has been neglected for decades, and it needs to change.

The D.C. National Guard should be the elite unit that it was de-
signed to be under President Thomas Jefferson. It is responsible for
the seat of democracy. It is not responsible for a State, a territory.
It is responsible for a city. It is the only Guard that is responsible
for a city. It just happens to be the capital of the most powerful
Nation in the world, and I think that is significant.

If that change does not come, if this happens again—and, unfor-
tunately, in our political environment, I think there is a chance.

Mr. MoRELLE. Well, and I appreciate that response, and I am al-
most out of time. I would simply say this: that I also think leading
up to January 6, recognizing the tumult, recognizing the chal-
lenges, from the President to the Secretary of Defense to the Sec-
retary of the Army, there should have been a lot of work in prepa-
ration for, not on that day, but in the weeks, months leading up,
to make sure the lines of communications were set and that there
was a series of protocols that would be followed if and when things
happened. That clearly did not happen as well.

Again, gentlemen, appreciate all of your not only testimony for
being here today, but your long service in support of the United
States. Thank you.

I yield back.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. The gentleman yields.

I will now recognize the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Griffith,
for 5 minutes.

Mr. GRIFFITH. I submit to you, gentlemen, that if the President
of the United States had gone outside the chain of command and
called General Walker directly, bypassing his Acting Secretary of
Defense and the Secretary of the Army, we might very well be in
a hearing trying to find out why the President was interfering with
the National Guard.

Would you agree with that, Command Sergeant Major?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. I think that would have been highly ir-
regular.

Mr. GRIFFITH. It would have been highly irregular.

Colonel?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Sir——

Mr. GRIFFITH. Yes, sir.

Colonel MATTHEWS.—keep in mind, we are—during that time
they were talking about the President improperly using the mili-
tary. They wanted to take precautions against that use.

They wanted to have it both ways, to say he did not call. If he
would have called, they would have said he was trying to interfere
with the chain of command. So——

Mr. GRIFFITH. You are exactly—that is exactly what I was hear-
ing. I just wanted to put it—make sure we had it on the record.
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I put on the record previously, in my previous line of questions,
that all of you were there with Major General William Walker from
1:49 p.m. through 5:55 p.m.

During that time period, we have already established that he did
not receive any calls from Secretary McCarthy. Did he try to reach
out to Secretary McCarthy during that timeframe? Did any—gen-
tlemen, did you all witness any attempts by him to reach out? Not
that I am saying it is his duty. I am just asking for facts.

Colonel MATTHEWS. You want to go?

Mr. GRIFFITH. Captain?

Captain NICK. Yes, sir. I witnessed General Walker attempting
to reach out to the Secretary’s office multiple times.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Multiple times?

Captain NICK. Yes, sir.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Sir?

Mr. GRIFFITH. Yes, sir. Colonel?

Colonel MATTHEWS. In fairness to Secretary McCarthy, I wrote a
memo and I said he was incommunicado. I was not taking a shot
at him there. I was saying the Pentagon is a big building, cell
phones do not work. If you are in a SCIF (Sensitive Compart-
mented Information Facility) in the Pentagon, you are not going to
be reachable by cell phone. If he is in a SCIF with the Chairman
or with the Secretary of Defense, it is reasonable he would not be
able to be reached except through his front office and an aide goes
back and relays information.

I gave Secretary McCarthy the benefit of the doubt there.

Mr. GRIFFITH. I appreciate that and appreciate you bringing it.
Look, we are just trying to get the facts.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes.

Mr. GrIFFITH. Brigadier General, my understanding is that you
would have been second in command behind Major General Walk-
er. Is that correct?

General DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. GRIFFITH. If for some reason—because we heard earlier that
as a part of the DOD IG report that there were attempts to reach
General Walker, which you all said did not happen.

Let us assume for the sake of argument that they could not
reach him for some unknown reason. Wouldn’t the proper move
then have been to call you in this case of an emergency where or-
ders have been given to activate the National Guard?

General DEAN. That is correct.

Mr. GRIFFITH. It is interesting because the report says—and I am
not a military man, so you all bear with me. I may be asking some-
thing that you all know and I do not. That is that Major General
Walker indicated that he had called to initiate movement. Now, I
understand there was not a call.

What does initiate movement mean? Does that mean to get into
the—to go lend assistance? What exactly does that mean, Brigadier
General Dean?

General DEAN. Initiate movement means that you actually give
the order for a force to move.

In this case, it would have been our QRF or any force that was
qualified to do civil disturbance, you give them the order to move
forward.
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Mr. GrRIFFITH. That would have been the order to head to the
Capitol and lend assistance?

General DEAN. That would have been the order to move, yes.

, Mr. GRIFFITH. OK. I mean, that is why I asked. I wanted to
now.

Captain Nick, I think this is in the record, but let us just get it
out there again.

What time did the D.C. National Guard learn that they were au-
thorized to deploy to the Capitol?

Captain NICK. I wrote down in my notes 5:09 p.m., which was
relayed from General McConville on a secure video teleconferencing
line in our office.

Mr. GRIFFITH. 5:09 p.m.

Now, they have asked if the President—the questions from the
other side indicated the President, if there was not any action,
should have jumped the chain of command and called General
Walker.

If you are Piatt or Flynn and you knew that there was supposed
to be a deployment or initiate the move, would not you have
reached out to somebody if you could not get ahold of Walker? I un-
derstand they were on the call the whole time. Wouldn’t they have
been able to properly call Brigadier General Dean? I will let any-
body answer.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes, sir.

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Yes, sir.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Sergeant Major?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. I think we miss a key point in all of this
conversation when we are talking about who and what when we go
back to the significant fact that the only reason why we are here
today is because Secretary McCarthy, in his approval letter, re-
moved Major General’s ability to execute his immediate response
authority.

Secretary McCarthy changed the memo from Secretary of De-
fense to the Secretary of the Army. The one that we got from Sec-
retary McCarthy stated that Major General Walker could not de-
ploy the QRF without the Secretary of the Army’s explicit order.

Colonel MATTHEWS. I will just clarify. The term “immediate re-
sponse” there is used incorrectly in this instance.

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Immediate—emergency response.

. Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes. So—but—correct. I just wanted to clar-
ify.

Mr. GRIFFITH. When was that memo or order given, to not do
anything without the direct call from the Secretary of the Army?

Colonel MATTHEWS. January 5th or 4th—I think—I think the
memo

Mr. GRIFFITH. Several days before January 6?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes, sir. Yes, sir.

Mr. GrIFFITH. All right. I appreciate your questions. I appreciate
you all. Thank you very much for your courage to be here today.
I know it has got to put you all under a lot of stress.

I yield back.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. The gentleman yields.

Now I will recognize the gentleman from New York, Mr.
D’Esposito, for 5 minutes.
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Mr. D’EsposiTo. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Sergeant Major Brooks, at the time you were the most senior
noncommissioned officer in the organization. Can you share briefly
what was happening at the D.C. Armory between 3 p.m. and 5 p.m.
on January 6?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Immediately upon receiving the 1:49
call from Chief Sund, we, the D.C. National Guard, on our own ac-
cord, initiated from the QRF from the Air Force—Andrews Air
Force Base to the Armory. They were there.

We were then taking the soldiers that were coming in for the sec-
ond shift that were already at the Armory. We had geared them—
fully kitted them with riot control gear. We had moved our trans-
portation onto the Armory drill floor so that not to arouse any pub-
lic awareness of what was actually going on. They were loaded and
standing by ready to go.

They had been divided up into civil disturbance platoons, roughly
40 to 45 people per platoon, with appropriate leadership—which,
coincidentally, matches the MPD for structure for civil disturbance
as well, because, as we have stated previously, we train with them.
We wanted to be as close to their force package as possible.

Mr. D’EsposITo. Right. You train with them to do the work that
you are prepared to do, which is exactly the opposite of what so-
called leadership was telling you your mission was.

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Yes. I think they would like to say this
is untrained and they point to us conducting and training, and
some soldiers may or airmen may have had their first experience
of training.

The Army and Air Force get new—brand-new privates and air-
men every day. They are assimilated into the formation and
trained and trust that their leaderships have their best interest
£a‘Lnd would not put them in a situation that they were not prepared

or.

I believe that our leadership all the way down the chain pre-
pared our soldiers and airmen as best as possible to perform the
mission that they were given.

Mr. D’EspoSITO. On January 6, between 3 p.m. and 5 p.m., they
were trained, they were prepared, and they were ready to respond?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Absolutely.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. OK. Thank you.

Brigadier General Dean, according to his testimony to the DOD,
Secretary McCarthy told to General Walker to, quote, “Posture his
troogs,” and, quote, “Get ready to go” on the 2:30 call. Is that accu-
rate?

General DEAN. That is not accurate. There was no mention—first
of all, Secretary McCarthy was not even on the call.

I will say this. He was not identified on the call, nor did he speak
on the call.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Understood.

Colonel Matthews?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes, sir.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. If I leave anything out here, please correct me.

You were Acting General Counsel to the Army.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes, sir.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. You were Principal Deputy General Counsel.
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Colonel MATTHEWS. Correct.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. You were Deputy Leg Counsel to the Chairman
of the Joint Chiefs.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Deputy Legal Counsel, yes, sir.

Mr. D’EspPosITO. You were Special Counsel to the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence.

Colonel MATTHEWS. I was.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. You served this country faithfully in combat in
both Iraq and Afghanistan.

Colonel MATTHEWS. I did, sir.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. You are a Nova grad.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes, sir.

Mr. D’Esposito. All right. You are a Harvard Law grad.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Do not hold it against me.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Pretty well-accomplished.

Let me ask you a question. You have a minute and 40 seconds,
sir.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes, sir.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. You were in charge on January 6. Tell me your
plan and what you would have done differently.

Colonel MATTHEWS. In charge of the D.C. Guard, the Army, the
what—or what?

Mr. D’EspoSITO. You could have made any decision necessary in
order to keep this place safe.

Colonel MATTHEWS. I would have picked up the phone and told
the D.C. Guard to deploy to the Capitol immediately, and I would
have told General Walker to have everyone in the building kitted
up in riot gear and get down to support the Capitol Police.

I will say this, sir. At 3:04 Secretary Miller did give the Army
authorization to go to the Hill. That was not conveyed to General
Walker. That authorization had been given.

Secretary Miller had all the authority he needed. He did not
need to hear from the President. The President had given him the
authority he needed to act. I would argue he had that authority
even without talking to the President based on the executive order.

I mean, I think that there was a bottleneck, and it was not at
the D.C. Guard level and it was not at the OSD (Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense) level, in my opinion.

Mr. D’EsposITo. I guess, again, the goal here today was to make
sure that we are better prepared next time.

Brigadier—I am sorry—Brigadier General, you have more?

General DEAN. Yes, can I answer that just real quick?

To me, what I would have done if I was in the position over at
the Pentagon, I would have—or if I was the Secretary—I would
have given—one, I would have given General Walker more latitude.
I would not have written the memo so constraining that it would
take one person to mobilize the D.C. National Guard.

Mr. D’EsposiTo. Well, that was clearly done by design.

General DEAN. Right.

Second, what I would have done, I would have given him the au-
thorization to deploy if there was a threat to life or limb. Then I
would have said, “When you get there, then give me a call, and we
will discuss how the D.C. National Guard is actually going to be
deployed.” That is the CONOP.
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Mr. D’EsposiTo. My time has expired. I want to thank you all
for your service to this great country. Thank you.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. The gentleman yields.

I have just got some closing questions, and then we will adjourn
after that.

I just want to do a quick review before I ask these last couple
questions.

From the information that we obtained from the Select Com-
mittee on January 6, transcribed interviews, logs from DOD offi-
cials, we have a timeline of the authorization process of the Na-
tional Guard.

We know on January 3 that President Trump ordered that the
Guard be readied for potential deployment based on intelligence
that had been received.

As I mentioned earlier, Secretary Miller did testify to the Select
Committee he had full authorization to deploy the National Guard
on January 6, did not need any additional authority from the Presi-
dent of the United States.

There was a breakdown in an order. Secretary Miller testified
that he gave an order to deploy the National Guard to the Capitol.
Somewhere there was a breakdown in that order, whether it was
communication or a delay.

Sergeant Major Brooks, if General Walker were to give you a di-
rect order, you lawfully, and according to your oath, same oath I
took when I joined the military, you are obligated to carry out that
lawful order. Is that correct?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Yes, sir. Any moral, legal authority
order given is my responsibility to carry out, yes, sir.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. If you did not carry out that order,
would that be considered dereliction of duty?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Absolutely. General Walker could take
action against me, yes, sir.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Do you feel that there was dereliction of
duty in the chain of command on January 6?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Not within the D.C. National Guard,
sir. From higher levels, yes, sir. I do believe that senior officials
within the Secretary of the Army and senior officials in the Army
Staff were derelict in relaying the authorization from Secretary
Miller down to the appropriate level of execution, which would
have been Major General Walker, sir.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK. Thank you. I know that is hard, it
is a difficult question, and I apologize for that. To get to the truth,
we need to know what really happened.

Another—while we are here—and this is open to anyone that can
answer this appropriately. Maybe I will direct it to General Dean
to start with.

Secretary McCarthy claims that he was making a tactical-level
CONOP plan at the MPD headquarters.

Did you ever see this plan?

General DEAN. Not only did I not see the plan, he was at the
wrong agency. The lead Federal agency for this particular event
was the Capitol Police.
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My question is, why are you at the MPD headquarters and not
at Capitol Police? Because the Capitol Police have the responsi-
bility for the security of the Capitol.

Chairman LoUDERMILK. OK. That was my follow up question be-
cause the deployment was to the Capitol.

Did General Walker ever discuss a plan with anyone?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK. Sergeant Brooks? I am sorry. Who-
ever—was that you? OK. I am sorry, Colonel.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Yes, sir. The plan was get your riot gear on
and get on a bus and go support Chief Steven Sund at the Capitol.
Take orders from any white shirt or senior officer in the Capitol
Police Department. That was the plan. That is what we did—that
is what we eventually did.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK. We have Chief Sund here.

Thank you for attending today, Chief, and for your service.

Once the National Guard deploys, you become under the author-
ity of the U.S. Capitol Police. You are sworn in then, right? You
are officers of the U.S. Capitol Police.

Your operation plan, in reality, I guess, is get from here to there,
get sworn in, and do whatever Chief Sund tells you. Is that a good
summary of it?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Follow lawful orders, sir.

The D.C. Guard never acts independently. We always take direc-
tion from civil authority. We work for somebody in the civilian side.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Right.

Colonel MATTHEWS. We would have taken direction from—that is
what we did during the summer of 2020. We worked for the MPD
all over the city, responding to riots in the city, or for the Secret
Service police or Park Police.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK. Just to make sure I understand,
there was a discussion of an op plan, very simple op plan. Get on
the bus, get to the Capitol, get sworn in, and get to work. That is
the extent of, really, an op plan that you need. Is that what you
are saying?

Sergeant Brooks?

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Yes. Due to our normal planning oper-
ations, we already had a rally point identified for the soldiers who
were on traffic control points within the city. All we had to do was
communicate to those servicemembers to rally at that point, don
your riot gear. Everyone else at the Armory would have been don-
ning their riot gear and moving toward their direction.

Exactly as Colonel Matthews mentioned, once we arrive, we fall
under—it is called defense support to civil authorities. Once we ar-
rive, we fall under the—we are supporting the civil authority. In
this case the Capitol Police would have given us direction on where
to be and what to do.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK. Thank you.

This is my last question. Again, General Dean, I will start with
you since you were the senior member that would have been there
at the time.

The order that finally came at 5—what time was it again, Cap-
tain Nick?

Captain NICK. 5:09.
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Chairman LOUDERMILK. 5:09?

Captain NICK. I wrote 5:09 down in my wheel book.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. General Dean, at 5:09 did Secretary
McCarthy give you—give General Walker the order at that time?
If not, can you explain how you got the order?

General DEAN. My understanding is that General McConville ac-
tually gave the order, but he said he received it from Secretary
MecCarthy. General Walker, in turn, told me, and I, in turn, told
the Quick Response Force it is time to move.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK.

Anybody else?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Sir, I was sitting right next to General Walk-
er in the conference room in the VI'C when General McConville—
General McConville was not in the chain of command, so it was not
his order.

He was conveying an order that we were authorized to go, and
I was told that it came not from Secretary McCarthy but from Sec-
retary Miller, that we had the authorization to go. That is what I
was told at the time.

This claim that Secretary McCarthy called General Walker, obvi-
ously, was not true. As Secretary McCarthy has stated, it was not
true. He did not call General Walker. The way we got it was it was
relayed via VTC, video teleconference.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK. Somebody called you up on video
teleconference to give you that order?

Colonel MATTHEWS. Oh, no, no. The conference was ongoing, it
was running. General McConville, Chief of Staff of the Army, hap-
pened to be on the conference talking to us, and he mentioned that
we had the authorization to go.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK. He just was, like, “What are you all
doing still here? You are supposed to go.” Or

Colonel MATTHEWS. No. He claims that, but that is not what
happened, sir.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Someone in the back of the room said, “Oh,
these guys are good to go now? You are good to go?” He said we
are good to go.

He claimed later that he asked General Walker, “Why are you
still here? You already have the authority.” That was not the case.

General Walker did not—he implied that Walker had the author-
ity at 1635 from McCarthy. He was just hanging out on the VTC
twiddling his thumbs while the city was being—was in a riot condi-
tion.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK. Thank you.

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, can [——

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Yes. Absolutely.

Sergeant Major BROOKS. Can I add that it all does not make
sense if you follow this through the chain, because if Major General
Walker had been told numerous times, had been given a lawful
order to do something, why was there never an action taken
against Major General Walker for dereliction of duty or refusing a
lawful order? There never was. There was never even an inkling
of charging him with anything.
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That whole narrative that we were just sitting around waiting is
false, and it is disrespectful to the men and women that did that
job to think that we just sat and waited while the Capitol was
under attack.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Sir, I might point out, Walker told me that
he wanted to send them anyway and resign. I asked him not to do
that. I said, “Sir, don’t do that. Wait for the order.”

General DEAN. He actually told me the same thing.

Colonel MATTHEWS. Absolutely.

General DEAN. He asked me, he said, “Should I send them?
Should I send them? Should I send them? I am going to send
them.” I said, “Don’t send them. You did not get the order. It is
in writing that you can’t send them. Don’t send them.”

Chairman LOUDERMILK. OK. I want to thank you all.

Mrs. TORRES. I have something for the record.

Chairman LoOUDERMILK. OK. I will do these, and I will recognize
you for that.

I do want to enter for the record a memorandum from the Sec-
retary of the Army dated January 4, 2021, and it is the employ-
ment guidance for the District of Columbia National Guard. Also,
a letter from the Secretary of the Army to Major General William
Walker dated January 1, 2021, recommending approval of the re-
quest of Mr. Christopher Rodriguez, Director of District of Colum-
bia Homeland Security Emergency Management, on behalf of—this
is support of the civil authorities of the District of Columbia.

Without objection, so entered.

[The memorandum and letter referred to follows:]
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1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON

& ECRETARY OF DEFENSE
\& WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

JAN - 4 2021

MEMORANDUM FOR SECRETARY OF THE ARMY

SUBJECT: Employment Guidance for the District of Columbia National Guard

This memorandum responds to your January 4, 2021 memorandum regarding the District
of Columbia request for District of Columbia National Guard (DCNG) support in response to
planned demonstrations from January 5-6, 2021. You are authorized to approve the requested
support, subject to my guidance below and subject to consultation with the Attorney General, as
required by Executive Order 11485.

Without my subsequent, personal authorization, the DCNG is not authorized the following:

®

To be issued weapons, ammunition, bayonets, batons, or ballistic protection equipment
such as helmets and body armor.

To interact physically with protestors, except when necessary in self-defense or
defense of others, consistent with the DCNG Rules for the Use of Force.

To employ any riot control agents.
To share equipment with law enforcement agencies.

To use Intelligence, Surveillance, and Reconnaissance (ISR) assets or to conduct ISR
or Incident, Awareness, and Assessment activities.

To employ helicopters or any other air assets.
To conduct searches, seizures, arrests, or other similar direct law enforcement activity.

To seek support from any non-DCNG National Guard units.

At all times, the DCNG will remain under the operational and administrative command
and control of the Commanding General of the DCNG, who reports to the Secretary of Defense
through the Secretary of the Army.

You may employ the DCNG Quick Reaction Force (QRF) only as a last resort and in
response to a request from an appropriate civil authority. If the QRF is so employed, DCNG
personnel will be clearly marked and/or distinguished from civilian law enforcement personnel,
and you will notify me immediately upon your authorization.

Christopher C. Miller i M&M%
o IR

000020-21/CMDO000S!

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE USE ONLY JAN 6 ATTACK DoD 00000006
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WASHINGTON

| @\\gw
] \Y\\IL@&

05 JAN 2021

" Major General William J. Walker
Commanding General
District of Columbia National Guard
2001 East Capitol Street SE
Washington, DC 20003-1719

Dear General Walker:

This responds to your letter dated January 1, 2021 recommending approval of
the request of Mr. Christopher Rodriguez, Director of District of Columbia Homeland
Security and Emergency Management Agency (DCHSEMA), on behalf of the District of
Columbia Fire and Emergency Service (DCFEMS) and DC Metropolitan Police
Department (MPD) dated December 31, 2020, requesting the District of Columbia
National Guard (DCNG) 33rd Civil Support Team (CST) and traffic management and
crowd control for planned demonstrations in DC from 5-7 January 2021.

Support to the Civil Authorities of the District of Columbia

DCHSEMA requested that the DCNG CST conduct the following tasks, upon
request, for each event: (1) Chemical, Biological, Radiological, and Nuclear (CBRN)
monitoring and hazardous material.(HAZMAT) on-site support; (2) liaisons at all
required locations; (3) technical decontamination support (on call);" (4) Analytical
Laboratory Suite (ALS) support (oncall); and (5) CST operations and communications
capability support. The CST personnel will be partnered with personnel from DCFEMS
throughout the course of these missions and will serve solely in a support role to
emergency fire and medical first responders.

|
DCHSEMA also requested six crowd management teams at specified Metro
stations and to prevent overcrowding on Metro platforms; and teams to assist at 30
designated traffic posts.

Your mission analysis determined that the DCNG could provide all of the
requested support. | approve the DCNG to support the MPD with 340 total personnel.
DCNG Disposition will include:

a. Traffic Control Points: 90 personnel (180 total/2 shifts) operating in non-tactical
vehicles

b. Metro station support: 24 personnel (48 total/2 shifts)

! The req d technical di ination support will be limited to first responders working with the CST. It will
not include the mass decontamination of civilians.

Printed on Recycled Paper

FOR COMMITTEE USE ONLY/JAN Attack — DoD Production #2/000634
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¢. C8T Support: 20 personnel

d. Quick Reaction Support: 40 parsonnel! staged at Joint Base Andrews

. Internal C2 and Support: 52 personnel

DCNG are not authorized to perform any additional tasks or duties not authorized
in this memorandum, In addition, without my personal autherization, the DCNG Is not
authorized the following:

a. To be issued weapons, ammunition, bayonets, and batons,

b. To interact physically with protestors, except when necessary in self-defense
or defense of others, consistent with the DCNG Rules for the Use of Force other than
those who pose an immediate threat of physical harm to Federal personnel or
destruction of Federal faciilties.

¢. To employ any riot control agents.

d. To share equipmem with law enforcement agencles.

" o. To use Intelligence, Surveilfance, and Reconnaissance (ISR) assets or fo
conduct ISR or Incident, Awareness, and Assessment (JAA) activities.

£. To employ helicopters or any other air assets.

g. To conduct searches, seizures, arrasts, or other similar direct law enforcement
activity.

h. To seek support from any non~DCNG National Guard units.

DCNG Soldiers have the inherent right to self- defense. DONG Soldiers will store
their helmets and body armor within vehicles or bulldings In close proximity to their
positions. In the event of an elevation of the threat requiring immediate donning of this
equipment for seif-defense, DCNG leadership will immediately notify the Secretary of
Army.

At all times, the DCNG will remaln under the operational and administrative

command and conirol of the Commanding General of the DONG, who reports to the
Secretary of Defense through the Secretary of the Army.

FOR COMMITTEE USE ONLY/JAN 6th Attack — DoD Production #2/000635
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3.

1 withhold authority to approve amployment of the DCNG Quick Reaction Force
(QRF) and will do so only as a last resort, in response 1o a request from an appropriate
civit authority. | will require a.concept of operation prior to authorizing employment of
the QRF. if the QRF is employed, DONG parsonnel will be clearly marked andfor
distinguished from civilian law enforcement personnel. You will notify me immediately
of any requests for QFR employment.

. The support mission for the CST will begin at approximately 0700 hours on
January 5, 2021, and will end on January 7, 2021 when DCHSEMA, in coordination with
DCFEMS, determines that the mission is complete. Finaily, your mission analysis
determined that the requested support constitutes valid military training; is within the
current capabilities of the DCNG, and will not detract from the readiness of the DCNG.

Approval

Pursuant to my request, the Deputy Attorney General reviewed and concurred
with your plan for suppoert to the civil authorities of the District of Columbia.

All DCNG personnel associated with this support mission will serve under the

. provisions of Title 32, 1.8.C., Section 502(f). They will serve solely in a support role to
the named civil authorities and remain under the command and control of DCNG
leadership at all times. DCNG will not be armad for this event however, MPD requests
that DCNG members be equipped with safety vests and lighted traffic wands to assist
with this mission. Further, MPD requests DCNG personnel supporting the mission be
appointed as “Special Police” pursuant to D.C. Code § 5-120.03. They will not engage
in the domestic surveillance of U.S. persons.

Rég’;. McCarth§
CF:

Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Homeland Defense and Global Security)
Office of the Department of Defense General Counsel

Department of Defense Executive Secretary

Ghief, National Guard Bureau

Deputy Chief of Staff, G-3/5/7

Office of the Army General Counsel -

FOR COMMITTEE USE ONLY/JAN 6th Attack — DoD Production #2/000636
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Chairman LOUDERMILK. I will recognize the Ranking Member.

Mrs. TORRES. Thank you, Chairman. I have a few items I would
like to enter to the record. Thank you.

I want to also acknowledge and say thank you to everyone that
is here today. We know that the chaos at the Pentagon was caused
by the Commander in Chief and the fear that he would involve the
military in domestic political affairs.

I want to enter into the record the following articles.

A Politico article entitled, “Trump could have helped respond to
the January 6 riot—but didn’t—per new testimony.”

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Without objection.

[The article referred to follows:]

Trump could have helped response to
Jan. 6 riot — but didn't — per new
testimony

Two senior leaders of the D.C. guard at the time of the
Capitol attack painted a picture of the boost that
never came, according to transcripts reviewed by
POLITICO.

The bulk of their testimony focused on deep disagreement between the D.C.
guard leadership and the Pentagon about when and whether an order was
given to deploy to the Capitol. The witnesses told the Administration
Committee that military leaders seemed reluctant to send guard troops to
the Capitol until hours after violence had broken out.

Further, they described mixed messages on phone calls with the Pentagon
that left them in a holding pattern, lacking clarity about whether they had
permission to deploy. All four also indicated they had testified to the Jan. 6
committee in an "informal” capacity, meaning there were no transcripts of
their interviews.

And they said they had virtually no contact from Ryan McCarthy, the then-
Army secretary, even though he was a key player who was in frequent



98
contact with the D.C. guard in the run-up to Jan. 6.

McCarthy did not respond to a request for comment. He has told the Jan. 6
committee that a call from Trump would not have hastened the National
Guard response because he was already moving as quickly as possible.

The testimony is the latest addition to a complicated picture of the military’s
response to the violence, which raged for hours on Jan. 6 until the D.C.
police and National Guard helped the Capitol Police contain it that evening.
The riot select committee found that Trump made no calls to senior leaders
of the Justice Department, Pentagon or Department of Homeland Security
while the violence raged — nor did he reach out to his vice president, Mike
Pence, who was sheltering from the mob at the Capitol.

Rather, Trump watched the riot unfold on TV and made phone calls to
lawmakers who he hoped would support his bid to block President Joe
Biden's victory.

The men, whom the panel described as "whistleblowers,” sharply dispute
claims by former Pentagon leaders — from McCarthy to then-Acting Defense
Secretary Chris Miller to former Chair of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Mark Milley
— that the National Guard was deployed to the Capitol as quickly as possible
on Jan. 6.

Rather, they say, they had no contact from Miller or McCarthy until much
later in the day, and they sharply dispute claims that McCarthy authorized
the guard's deployment to the Capitol by 3:04 p.m. on Jan. 6.

That's the context in which Brooks and Dean suggested that perhaps a
phone call from Trump — as conditions at the Capitol were clearly
deteriorating — could have cut through the clutter and resulted in a quicker
deployment.
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Biden: Trump seeks to 'bury the truth’ about Jan. 6

Matthews differed from Brooks and Dean on the question of whether
Trump's involvement could have made a difference. Because Trump had
already delegated authority to Miller and McCarthy, there was little for him to
do, according to Matthews, who told the Administration Committee that it's
not clear whether McCarthy would have heeded his call.

“The president wasn't going to call us because he's trusting the chain of
command,” Matthews told the Administration panel. He noted that some
testimony to the Jan. 6 committee underscored concerns among military
leaders that Trump might try using a troop presence at the Capitol for
nefarious purposes.

In his testimony to the Jan. 6 committee, McCarthy denied harboring
concerns that Trump might misuse the National Guard.

“I mean, in the lead-up to it, [I] did not see anything that would give you the
sense he was going to order us to send troops to the Capitol in support of
anything untoward,” McCarthy said.
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In a statement Matthews issued ahead of his public testimony, he elaborated
on his belief.

"The committee knew that even if President Trump had called down
personally to the Secretary of the Army, who had effective operational
control of the D.C. National Guard, to direct the immediaté movement of the
Guard, it would have had no impact/”

Mrs. TORRES. A letter dated December 30, 2022, and posted on
the Select Committee website from the Select Committee to the
General Counsel of the Department of Homeland Security related
to the disposition of interview transcripts.

Pages 99 to 101 of Acting Secretary of Defense Christopher Mil-
ler’s interview with the Select Committee.

An article from PolitiFact in which it declares false the claim
that the January 6 Committee suppressed testimony from Anthony
Ornato that proves former President Donald Trump pushed for
10,000 National Guard troops at the Capitol.

A CNN article entitled, “Trump’s Defense Secretary denies that
there were orders to have 10,000 troops ready to deploy on January
6.77

A Washington Post article entitled, “The false GOP claim that
Pelosi turned down National Guard before January 6 attack.”

An email from Mark Meadows to John Aycoth dated January 5,
2021, in which he says that the National Guard will be activated
so they can protect pro-Trump people.

Appendix 2 of the Select Committee to Investigate the January
6 Attack final report.

Summaries of the many Capitol Police Inspector General reports
requested by Democratic leadership of this Committee last Con-
gress.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Without objection.

[The information referred to follows:]
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One Hundred Seventeenth Congress
Select Gommitter to Investigate the January Gl Attack on the Vnited States Capitol

December 30, 2022
The Honorable Jonathan Meyer
General Counsel
U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Washington, DC, 20528

Dear Mr. Meyer:

The Select Committee has concluded its hearings, released its Report and will very soon
be dissolved. The Committee has enormous respect for the Secret Service and its agents, and we
write now to address the disposition of Committee interview transcripts for certain U.S. Secret
Service personnel.

At the outset of our investigation, the Committee recognized the legitimate longstanding
limits the Secret Service has imposed on interviews or depositions of its agents. We also
recognized the significant potential ramifications for the Secret Service’s mission that would be
caused by any detailed disclosure of the means employed by the Service in its protective
operations.

As our investigation progressed, it became clear that additional interviews of certain
Secret Service agents and personnel would be necessary for multiple reasons. For example, our
investigation uncovered substantial intelligence information, circulated by other agencies to the
White House and Secret Service, that a number of President Trump’s supporters had prepared in
advance to engage in violent action on January 6th and were specifically targeting the U.S.
Capitol. These documents suggested that those in the White House, including the President,
Chief of Staff, and Deputy Chief of Staff, should have had more than sufficient information to
cancel the President’s January 6th Ellipse rally. The intelligence was also more than sufficient to
warrant the cancellation of the President’s plan to instruct his supporters to march to the
Capitol. Likewise, Secret Service agents had important testimony regarding President Trump’s
desire to participate personally at the Capitol in the effort to overturn the election.

Last summer, we were very disappointed to learn that text messages on many Secret
Service phones had been deleted in the weeks after January 6th. This ultimately hindered certain
aspects of our investigation. That said, after that discovery, you and your team stepped forward
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The Honorable Jonathan Meyer
Page2

to provide unprecedented cooperation with the Select Committee. This allowed us to fully
understand what intelligence was available to the White House. We wish to extend our thanks
for that cooperation.

Beginning last August, our staff began working with your team fo obtain and
comprehensively review a significant amount of intelligence and other information available to
the Secret Service. Following that review, we conducted several additional interviews of Secret
Service personnel. We also interviewed Mr. Tony Ornato, who resigned from the Secret Service
last summer and served as President Trump’s Deputy White House Chief of Staff on January 6th,

In each of our interviews, Secret Service lawyers participated and made clear that the transcripts:

include information and records covered under the Privacy Act, personnel and other
personal privacy information, for-official-use-only information, intelligence and law
enforcement sensitive records, and raw intelligence information,

Secret Service lawyers also explained as follows:

While the Secret Service and the Departrent have made this information and records
available, we continue to assert that such information and records and any discussion
of such information and records during the course of this transcribed interview is not
intended for public release ... This transcript and any attachments are protected from
further dissemination to the same extent as the documents and information they are
based on.

Many of the facts developed in these interviews are important; we have summarized them
in our final report without revealing any Secret Service operational details or private information
regarding any agent. We have also redacted other witness transcripts that would have disclosed
that information. To addition to operational details, certain private attorneys for Secret Service
witnesses requested that particular private details in interview transcripts be withheld from public
disclosure, Although this information has some relevance to the public, we have honored that
request as well — including when those same private details appear in other non-Secret Service
transcripts.

Since its outset, the Committee has intended to make as much of the information developed
by the investigation public as reasonably possible. Because Mr. Ornato’s November 2022
transcript addressed a range of intelligence information impbrtant to the Committee’s
conclusions about January 6th, and because Mr. Ornato was not functioning as a Secret Service
agent on. January 6th, the Committee decided to release his November 2022 transcript. Please
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The Honorable Jonathan Meyer
Page 3

note that we made significant redactions specifically to address concerns identified by the Secret
Service.

As of next week when the Committee dissolves, the Committee will no longer exercise
control over this material, and thus cannot ensure enforcement of the agreements to maintain the
confidentiality of any of these transcripts and related security information. Pursuant to long-
standing House rules, the official records of the Committee will be archived and pass into the
control of the National Archives. We fully share the Department’s concern for the safety,
security and reputation of our witnesses and the security information vital to the protection of
USSS protectees and employees.

In coordination with the office of the Speaker of the House, to comply with House rules
and to honor our commitment to best provide for continuing confidentiality of operational details
and private information, we are hereby providing those transcripts to the Department now for
appropriate review, timely return, and designation of instructions for proper handling by the
Archives. During your review, we recommend that the Department provide for the official file
that will reside with the Archives any necessary written guidance regarding the need for
limitations on release or other sensitivities. Our expectation is that the transcripts with such
instructions will become part of the historical record of our investigation maintained by the
National Archives.

Thank you again for your assistance with our investigation. We are grateful for your
assistance in carrying out this important security task.

Sincerely,
Bennie G. Thompson Liz Cheney
Chairman Vice Chair

cc: Mr. Jackson Eaton
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SELECT COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE THE

JANUARY 6TH ATTACK ON THE U.S. CAPITOL,

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

WASHINGTON, D.C.

INTERVIEW OF:

The interview in the above matter was held via Webex, commencing at 10:00 a.m.

Present:

Kinzinger.

CHRISTOPHER CHARLES MILLER

Friday, January 14, 2022

Washington, D.C.

Representatives Lofgren, Murphy, Raskin, Aguilar, Cheney, and
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Ms. Cheney. Thank you,

o

Q | want to turn to the January 5th call, and from your House testimony you
stated:  On the afternoon of January 5th, | recelved a call from the President in
connection with the rally by his supporters that day at Freedom Plaza. The President
asked if | was watching the eventon television. | replied that 1 had seen coverage of the
event,

Do you remember — was the rally ongoing at the time he called you?

A Ithought it was still - 1 think it went on well into the night, yeah. Sol think
it still was angoing. »

O From your statement you said; ' He then commented that, guote, they were
going t§ nead 10,000 troops the following day.

What was your understanding of when the President sald "they,” who he was
referring to?

k A law enforcement, public security, public safety.

Q Thecall - the call lasted fewer than 30 seconds, and | did not respond ;
substantively, and there was no elaboration.

First, the 10,000 troops, did you take that as a request for you or an order to you
to deploy 10,000 troops?

A No, absolutely not. {interpreted it as a bit of presidential banter or »
President Trump banter that you all are familiar with, and in no way, shape, or form did |
interpret that as an order or direction.

@ Sovyoutook no action as a result of this banter?

A Well, no, because | understood that there were going to be 35 —we

expected 35,000 protesters with 8- to 10,000. | don't even know how many police were
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on the street that day. 1 was hoping you guys would figure that one out, but regardiess,
whether it's 8 or 10, domestic law enforcement entities had stated earlier that they could
handie much - you know, a million people.  So to hear | didn"t think there was any
response néeded, even If there were more protesters than expected, that local faw
enforcement could handle it.

Q  Solwant to be clear here that — since then, in February 2021, Mark
Meadows said on Fox News that, quote: Even in January, that was a given as many as
10,000 Nationa! Guard troops were told to be on the ready by the Secretary of Defense.

Is there any accuracy to that statement?

A I'mnot -- not from my perspective. | was never given any direction or
order or knew of any plans of that nature.  So | was surprised by seeing that publicly, but
| don't know the context or even where it was,  $o, no, there was -- obviously we had
plans for activating more folks, but that was not anything more than contingency
planning,

There was no official message traffic or anything of that nature regarding --

Q  So, just so we're clear, you did not have 10,000 troops, quote, to be on the
raady for January 6th prior to January 6th?

A Anonmilitary person probably could have some sort of weird interpretation,
but no. The answer o your question is no,  That was not part of my plan or the
Department of Defense's plan.

Q  And just the rest of his statement was, quote;  That was a direct order from
President Trump, and yet here is what we see, all kinds of blame geing around, but not a
whole lot of accountabllity.  To be crystal clear, there was no direct order from President
Trump to put 10,000 troops to be on the ready for January 6th, correct?

A No. Yeah. That'scorrect. There was no direct - there was no order
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from the President,

Q I want to move on to your January 4th memo. Does anybady have any
questions about that? Okay. One more question before | move off this topic.

Ms. Cheney, -, lgotone, Sorry, I've got a question,

Mr. Miller, the meetings that we're discussing, do you have notas from those
meatings?

Mr. Miller. No. | mean, other than the official timelines and stuff here.

Ms. Cheney.  You didn't take notes of any of these meetings that you were in?

Mr. Miller, No. 1didn't take notes — no,

Ms- Sarry.

Ms. Cheney, go aheéd.

Ms. Cheney. That's all right_ I just wondered if Mr, Miller's been
sworn in or you've conveyed to Mr, Miller, even if he hasn't been sworn in, the
importance of truthful testimony here today. »

I .
Ms. Cheney. So you have no notes from the meetings; Mr, Miller?

Mr. Miller. No, | don't have any notes from the meetings.

Ms. Cheney, Did you take notes and turn the notes over —

Mr. Miller. No.

Ms, Cheney. - to the Department when you left?
Mr. Miller. No,
Ms. Cheney. Okay. Thank you.
o I
Q  Mr, Miller, before | move off this topic, you had your House testimony about

this January 5th call, but it was also mentioned in the January 22nd Vanity Fair article
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15 Jonuary 2022 interviow with former Presidant Donstd Tromy's
ceputy chief of stat, Anthony Ornato, becasse the Department of
Horvetand Secueity was vaviewing it for potantist securlty
CONCOENS, & iptter detweeh e tommities and BHS shows,
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e 2aystes Imsetre

I the transeript, Ornave safd he racetlod ather Wiite House
officlals saying Trump skggested having 10000 National Guard
troops ot Jan, §, 2021, But he didn't say Tromp gave an order for
hat many Woops,

our
Leamn more,

i the seurees far thin fact.-check

Recant veporting clahined the House select cormitten that
iwestigated the fan. 6, 2021, attack an the U8, Capltol hid svidenne
refated to the White House’s response that day.

Lo fve news outlets, | The e, The Blaze and.
Mewsimax, reported thar the selert conmnittee "snppragsed
testimony™ frovn former Deputy White House Chief of Staff Anthony
Ornato that proves former President Donald Trimp pushed for
16,000 National Guard troops at the Capltol.

Eacchook posts also shared news articles ialing this claie, These
posts were flagged as part of Mota's efforts to combat false news and
misinformation o its News Feed, {Read more about our partnership
witls Mets, which owns Facebook and instagram.)

ivse i
g0 for 10
eosingyihaps

m

FALSE

Youmpacy
Tf!UULO-MECfEE.

SRR

. .
LIZCHENEY, JAN. 6 COMMIIS
/" HIDTRUMP EVIDENCE

(Seveungral) from Facshook)

W reached ol to these nesws outiers for comment but did not hear
back before pullication.
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“Phe neyws owtlets clted @ transcriptof a Jan, 28, 2042, intervew with
Ornato that Rep. Bavry Leudermills, R~Ga., wha leads the House
Admindstration’s Subcomwnittee on Dversight, publicly roleased
March 8, House Rep have anxd gation ines the
Jar. 6, 2031, attack because they deamed the select eommitiee’s
work "incompleta.

*he Select Committee’s fallure to disclose this ranseript is
additional evidence that the Select Committes only released
evideries that fi thelt narrative,” the Oversight Subcormmittee said
v dts st vepout, raleased March 11

The Jan. 6 seloet commitiee, composed of saven Demacratie

bers and two Republk L ity warkIn
Pecember 2022 with a 845~ page final veport, Duving s 18-month
investigation, the select caramittee held 10 public heatlngs,
Interviewsd more than 4,000 withesses snd gollected more thard
miltion documents.

Oumte's January 20242 nterview transcripl was nat publicly released
unedl recently for security reasons, Reps, Jamic Rasids, D-Md., and
Zows Lofgren, D-Calif,, told PolitiFPace, Both Raglin and Lofgren
served on the select convmittes. '

The transeript aligns with the sefect committes’s conclusion it
‘Prormp didn't order the deployment of 1,000 National Guard troops
before or during the fan. 6, 2021, attack. It provides no svidence 1o
negate this nding,

Wa previonsly face-checkad clafms that Teumyp requested thousarsls

of traops and Demoarats refected this request, These clalms are
Talse. There's ho evidence Trump gave this order.

Why Ornata’s transcript wasn’t publicly
released until now

As part of the seleet the
members and staff interviewed Orvate and Secret Servive pensomiel
Ornato b the Seerer Service I 2019 to becorne Trivmp’s deputy

. cltfed of staff and was syill in that vols Jan. &, 2023

The select comnittee was “obligated to ot cértaln Secret Service
tratiscripts, ™ including this Crnaw transcripe, to the Department of
Homelad Seeuriry "ot redaction of sensitive secarity infonmation
Before public release,” Raskin tobd Polifivace,

Lofgren alse said this was the case.
Fhis ebligation was documented i a publicly avaitable Jettes the
select camraiites Sent to the Depariment of Homeland Security in

Decembios 3022,

the letrer said the trdnsertbed interviess with Secret Serviee
persennel were "ot intended {ov public release” vt the Seeret
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personnel were "not intended for public refease™ at the Seeret
Sexvice’s direction, Thevsfore, the select committee safd it
summarkzed facts from thede interviews for its final report without.
revealing the Secret Sesvices’ operational deralls ovlts agenty’
persenal information.

FEATURED FACT-CHECK

Viral isrsge
statedon Hsrch 8, 2034 i an stugram post

Videa shows Progident Joo
Bidon deliverlng new
remarks on the Capitat
fusurraction.

B Lot ) Koune R B, 294

One of Ornate’s transcribed iterviows, vonducted in November
2022, was among the selecteommittes’s publicly releasud mataeials.
The committee said 1o the bettor that this transcript was published
becasse it add d a range of intellig fon Buportant.
o the Comtaittee's conclusions about fanuary sth."

The cammittee noted inthe letter that Cheata was not & funcrioning
Secrat Servies agent a the thae and it significantly redacted the
Noverwber 2022 transcript to address the Secret Service's seourdty
congers,

The Gversipht Subcoramittes sald in s conort that Leudermilk ssur
fetters to the Depactrent of Homeland Security In August 2023 and
Janisary 2024 requesting sll of the select cammitiee’s interviow
transcripts. The departtaent said it possessed 12 transoripts and gave
the subcarpiitiee six of them. The others have not been released
beeause the depaciment's oview is not complete, the Oversight.
Subcommitiae’s eport said,

What the Ornato transcript says about
Trump's National Guard comments

I the 183~ page travscript of Gimato”s Jamuary 2022 buerviowr,
mentions the Kational Guard mudtiphe tines. Omiato said he recalled
Trunp floating the number 10,000, but sai the prosident never
gave the ordey,

Eirer, Ornate was asked whethier hie knaw i Pruemp had asked fanc g,
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, v PR
203, for 10,000 National Guard troops 1o be deployed Jan, 6, 7023
Ornate responded, "{ was not aware of that*

Soon after, Qrmato was asked again whethey he veealled any
discusstons before fan, 6, 2021, alronk "having 16,000 troaps ot any
othernurobet of troops® to deploy.

Ornato satd he recalled overhearing a phone conversation a day or
two before the Capitel attack between Trung’s Chief of Staff Mark
Meadows and Washingtan, D.C, Mayor Muriel Bowser I which
Meadows asked If Bowser needed mote gusrds. Omate sl hie fad
heard only Meadows” side of the conversation.

1 reroeunber the nuber 10,000 corming up, you know, the president.
wands to make sure that you have enough. You hmow, he is willing ro
aghk for 10,000," Ornato sald, *f remernbey that number, Now thal
you sald it, it reminded me of 1"

Cimato sakd he did not hear any discussion of 19,000 broops aftay
this. Orato sald Meadows ashed the Defense Departinent to setup 3
quick reaction force at foint Base Andrews, just outside of
Washington, D.C., i cade additional National Guard troups were
needed.

Wiiren asked, Oraato said he knew of no exder to deploy National
Guard rroops on the moming of Jan. 6, 2021

Mand apart from thateonversation that you everheard with Mayor
Bowsar and Chiof Meadows, you did niot fear of any other addivional
efforts or (an) order regarding 10,000 woops?™ Senior nvestlgative
Cougssel Sosmyataiha Dayananda asked Omato,

Ornato responded, "No, net 16,000 tiaops, he
Our ruling

Congervative news outlets and social media posts clatmed the Jan. 6
seleet commintes ¥ suppressed testinony” frow Grivato that provas
Framp pushed fov 10,000 National Guard troeps al the Capliol,

‘The seleet committes dii bot release this transeribed interview with
Grnato beeause it was unde the Deparemins of Homaland Security's
review. As a former Secret Service metiber, Oruato’s transeeipt
veeded w be reviewed lor potential secirity concems.

The select commitiee considered Onate’s and other Secret Sarvice
testtinony when publishing s faal veport on the Jai. 6, 2021,
sttack. The raport coneluded that Tramp did not directly ondoer
deploying 10,000 National Guard troops hafore or during the atiack.
Criate’s titerview transcript does not negate this Goding,

We rate the claim that the Jau. 6 seloct committes "suppressed
testimony® involving 1,000 Mational Guard woops ¥

alse.
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testimony” invslving 10,000 National Guard troops False,

Our Sources
Paechackpast (echivad), March §, 2024
Faekook past, Mirch 10, 2024

Spyclusivr: Uacheny, jauary ¢
f Trurp’s Push o o, dlach &, 204

The Bazg, "Lz Chaney, Jon. 5T “Cromg st
for 1o, ftol: Report,” March 30, 2024

Megestran, M Uz Cheney, Jan. 4 Conmuitbee Hid Prumg Bvidonce,” Moneh 9, 2035

‘Bl intexvlovs with Bep. Zow Lofgren, D-Cali, Masel 13,202

Enaatl interelow vath Rep. oM, Mk 34, 3024

i ? Aversight, *
Srkepview with Anthony Gmate,” Jan, 28, 2023

Camnistee on House b, Yimstial Pidings
Report o i i the Tanuary &th Salect £ ad the
Awtivities on aned Leading Up ko January &, 2021," Mareh 1, 3624

Hows i ight, *Chatmin
L i te Relnased Anhiems Orat .

Intervisw,® March 8, 2024

Select Comtited 1o mvestigate the § i fith ok on the United States Capltel,
il Report,” Dee. 22, 3032

Selecs Committze to Riwastigate the Janamy 6th Abtack on the United States Capital,
“"utter g the Deparmentof Homeland Security, Dec. 30, 2022

Setect Loy ) 3 th At i apicat
i Ay Y, Nov. 29, HI2

Govtuhy, "Setect Iy Sl Commitiee Eina Report and Supporting Maretials
Colleetion, " accessed Mardh g, 2035

g, * No evidence Pelest ‘Tejected! Trummp’s avthord
Guard” bafore Jan. 6 actack,” e 13, 2002

fon for ' 20,000 Watlonat
Politifiacs, “No proaf Trump asied for traaps on fa 1 ot i Demgersts devind 3
repuset Aug 16, 2022

Paliitiact, “No proof Trump eeiuested 10,000 e wonps fos Jan. & aF that Pelost
doofed &, March 2, 2041

Pt Assoelied Press, *llauss G prabeof bt & and b
hame for tapivol atkack ey freit Trome,” Maweh 13, 2024

IS Moo, "Jan. & paned shutsing down afeet conbading 18-monthy
fstigation,® fam 2, A3

N, rruing nan
3,201

Teq Serien offtcial as neve o ‘saff for opeeasions,” Des.

Tie i Past, "lan. &
iroeps,” Jan. 4, 2023
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4/17/24,9:13 AM Trump’s defense secretary denies there were orders to have 10K troops ready to deploy on January 6 | CNN Politics

START THE DAY HERE

‘kas impeachment proc

ranel. Dubai hit by rar

e. Boeing wh blower to

Trump’s defense secretary denies there were orders to
have 10K troops ready to deploy on January 6

By Annie Grayer, CNN
@ 2 minute read - Updated 10:22 PM EDT, Tue July 26, 2022

Video Ad Feedback
Hear ex-Trump acting defense secretary contradict Trump under oath

01:17 - Source: CNN

Hear ex-Trump acting defense secretary contradict Trump under oath

See More Videos

hitps:/www.cnn.com/2022/07/26/politi is-miller-he 1 i html

2/6
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4/17/24,9:13 AM Trump’s defense secretary denics there were orders to have 10K troops ready to deploy on January 6 | CNN Politics

(CNN) — Former acting Defense Secretary Chris Miller told the House select committee
investigating the Capitol Hill insurrection that former President Donald Trump never gave
him a formal order to have 10,000 troops ready to be deployed to the Capitol on January 6,
2021, according to new video of Miller’s deposition released by the committee.

RELATED ARTICLE
Latest moves suggest DOJ investigation of 2020 election is looking at conduct directly
EI related to Trump and his closest allies

“I was never given any direction or order or knew of any plans of that nature,” Miller said in
the video.

Miller later said in the video definitively, “There was no direct, there was no order from the
President.”

“We obviously had plans for activating more folks, but that was not anything more than
contingency planning,” Miller added. “There was no official message traffic or anything of
that nature.”

Trump has previously said that he requested National Guard troops be ready for January 6.
He released a statement on June 9 that he “suggested & offered” up to 20,000 National
Guard troops be deployed to Washington, DC, ahead of January 6 claiming it was because
he felt “that the crowd was going to be very large.”

RELATED ARTICLE
Trump shows his 2024 campaign would take the country down a dark and dangerous
road

The committee released Miller’s testimony after already revealing that Trump did not make
calls to military personnel or law enforcement to intervene as the Capitol attack was
unfolding. General Mark Milley, the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, told the
committee that he never received a call from Trump as the attack as unfolding.

Milley testified to the committee that he spoke to former Vice President Mike Pence “two
or three” times on January 6. Keith Kellogg, former national security adviser to Pence, also
told the committee that Trump never asked for a law enforcement response.

https://www.cnn.com/2022/07/: iti is-miller-house-sel html
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(@© This article was published more than 2 years ago

@he Washington Post

Democracy Dies in Darkness

The false GOP claim that Pelosi turned down National Guard
before Jan. 6 attack

Analysis by Salvador Rizzo
Staff writer

July 28, 2021 at 3:00 a.m. EDT

“There’s questions into the leadership within, the structure of the speaker’s office, where they denied the ability to
bring the National Guard here. ... We start with a committee chair who will tell you, ‘Everything’s on the table
except the speaker’s office.” How can you ever get to the bottom of the questions? How can you ever get to the

solutions to make sure the Capitol is never put in this position again?”
— House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy (R-Calif.), at a news conference, July 27, 2021

“It is a fact that ... in December of 2020, Nancy Pelosi was made aware of potential security threats to the Capitol
and she failed to act. It is a fact that the U.S. Capitol Police raised concerns and rather than providing them with
the support and resources they needed and they deserved, she prioritized her partisan political optics over their
safety.”

— House Republican Conference Chair Elise Stefanik (R-N.Y.), at the news conference, July 27, 2021

Republicans accused House Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) of failing to protect the U.S. Capitol from the attack on
Jan. 6, claiming she ignored warnings about potential threats and denied a request to bring in reinforcements from
the National Guard.

Many fact-checkers have rated these claims false. In March, we gave Four Pinocchios to Rep. Jim Jordan (R-Ohio), a
close ally of former president Donald Trump, for leveling the same accusation at Pelosi without proof.

Five months later, it’s not just Jordan anymore. In a news conference held moments before the House select
committee investigating the Jan. 6 attack held its first hearing, McCarthy and Stefanik, two top Republican leaders,
said Pelosi failed to act on warning signs leading up to the riot.
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“The American people deserve to know the truth that Nancy Pelosi bears respongibility as speaker of the House for
the tragedy that occurred on January 6th,” Stefanik said.

We asked representatives for McCarthy and Stefanik what proof they bad, Just like Jordan five months earlier, they
had none.

The Facts

Before leaving office, Trump held a rally outside the White House on Jan. 6 and repeatedly urged attendees to march
on Congress as lawmakers were certifying President-elect Joe Biden's victory in the 2020 election. For months,
Trump had been making false claims that rampant electoral fraud had cost bim a winning margin of victory in key
states.

“I said something’s wrong here, something is really wrong,” Trump said at the close of his Jan. 6 speech. “And we
fight. We fight like hell. And if you don’t fight like hell, you're not going to have a country anymore.”

A mob stormed the Capitol, delaying the vote certification for hours. Many of the rioters have said they were incited
by Trump. He denies any responsibility.

The riot led to five deaths, assanlts on about 140 police officers and the evacuation of Congress. Authorities have
estimated about 10,000 people descended on the Capitol campus and that about 860 broke into the building, To
date, about 550 have been charged with crimes.

‘The Democratic-controlled House passed a resolution in March to create a bipartisan commission styled after the
9/11 Commission to investigate the Jan, 6 attack, but the proposal did not get enough Republican support to
advance in the Senate. The House then established a select committee to investigate the events of Jan. 6, led by Rep.
Bennie Thompson (D-Miss.), the chairman of the House Homeland Security Committee,

The accusations that Pelost was aware of intelligence reports of a potential threat to the Capitol on Jan. 8, or that she
turned down a reguest for reinforcements from the National Guard, have never been backed by proof,

There are three key players here: Steven A, Sund, the U.S, Capitol Police chief; Paul D. Irving, the House sergeant-at-
arms, and Michael C. Stenger, the Senate sergeant-at-arms. All three resigned under pressure after the Jan. 6
ingurrection, Sund said he ran the National Guard request by Irving and Stenger on Jan. 4 and neither supported the
idea.
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In a Feb. 1 letter to Pelosi, Sund wrote he “approached the two Sergeants at Arms to request the assistance of the
National Guard, as I had no authority to do so without an Emergency Declaration by the Capitol Police Board
(CPR).” He said he spoke first to Irving, who “stated that he was concerned about the ‘optics’ and didp’t feel that the
intelligence supported it.” Trving suggested Sund check in with Stenger, at the time chair of the CPB, and get his
thoughts. “Ingtead of approving the use of the National Guard, however, Mr. Stenger suggested T ask thex how
quickly we could get support if needed and to ‘lean forward’ in case we had to request assistance on January 6,” Sund
wrote.

Sund said he then contacted Gen, William Walker, commanding officer of the D.C. National Guard. Walker “advised
that he could repurpose 125 National Guard and have them to me fairly quickly, once approved. T asked General
Walker to be prepared in the event that we requested them.”

Note that there is no indication that Pelost was at all involved. Irving supposedly had made a vague reference to
“optics,” but there is no indication what that means. Moreover, Stenger, the Senate sergeaut-at-arms, was also
reluetant to support an immediate dispatching of National Guard troops. So there is little reason to suggest Irving,
acting under Pelost’s direction, alone was responsible, It appeared to have been a joint decision.

At a Senate hearing Jan. 23, Irving said the proposed National Guard troops were to be unarmed and only to "work
traffic control near the Capitol.” He included an explanation of the term optics: “My use of the word optics has been
niischaracterized in the media. Let me be clear. Optics as portrayed in the media played no role whatsoever in my
decisions about security. And any suggestion to the contrary is false. Safety was always paramount when making
security plans for January 6th,” ’

In his questioning, Sen. Josh Hawley (R-Mo.) tried to drill down deeper in the conversations among Sund, Irving
and Stenger. He asked Irving: “Were you concerned that having the Guard present would Jook like it wasto
militarize? Were you concerned about the eriticisin of the Guard being deployed in Washington .., earlier this
summer?”

In this question, Hawley was getting at the heart of the question about “optics” - the belief among some
Republicans that Pelosi somehow had communicated to Irving that she did not want images of National Grard
troops at the Capitol, given what had happened during the criminal justice protests after the George Floyd killing.

Trving, in his response to Hawley, threw cold water on such speculation,

“Senator, I was not concerned about appearance whatsoever. It was all about safety and security,” Irving said. “Any
reference would have been related to appropriate use of foree, display of force, And ultimately, the question on the
table, when we look at any security asset, isi; Does the intelligence warrant it? Is the security plan [a] match with the
intelligence? And again, the collective answer was yes.”

Later in the hearing, Sen. Ted Cruz (R-Tex.) asked whether Irving or Stenger had communicated the Jan. 4 decigion
on National Guard troops to congressianal leadership.
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“On Jan. 4, no, I had no follow-up conversations,” Irving said. “And it was not until the 6th that I alerted leadership
that we might be making a request. And that was the end of the discussion.”

“For myself, it was Jan. 6 that I mentioned it to Leader [Mitch] McConnell's staff,” Stenger said.

Drew Hammill, a spokesman for Pelosi, previously told us there had been no discussions between Irving and either
Pelosi or her staff about National Guard deployment before Jan. 6, “We are not involved in the day-to-day
operations of that office at all,” he said. “We expect security professionals to make security decisions.”

In-a statement on Tuesday that linked to fact checks of similar claims over the past few months, Pelost’s office said
“every single lie uttered by the Republicans this morning has been debunked time and again.”

A Senate report into the Jan. 6 attack found: “The entities responsible for securing and protecting the Capitol
Complex and everyone onsite that day were not prepared for a large-scale attack, despite being aware of the
potential for violence targeting the Capitol. ...

“The failures leading up to and on January 6 were not limited to legislative branch entities. As has been made clear
in the Committees’ two public hearings on the subject, failures extended to a number of executive branch agencies. A
key contributing factor to the tragic events of January 6 was the failure of the Intelligence Community to properly
analyze, assess, and disseminate information to law enforcement regarding the potential for violence and the known
threats to the Capitol and the Members present that day.”

In response to our questions, Stefanik issued a statement that falsely claimed “the sergeant-at-artos is 8 political
appointee of Speaker Nancy Pelosi and can be fired by Pelosi at any time.” Irving, a former Secret Service supervisor,
had been appointed in 2012 by then-House Speaker John A. Boehner (R-Ohio).

Stefunik added that throughout December, “multiple intelligence reports” had been “shared with the Capitol Police,
raising concerns about January 6th.”

“The speaker’s office was aware of these concerns as reported by The Washington Post and chose not to act,” she
said. In support of that claim, a Stefanik spokesman linked to a report in The Post that does not say Pelosi failed to
act on intelligence reports about potential threats.

A spoekesman for McCarthy said, “Evidence shows that then-Sergeant at Arms Paul Irving reported to Speaker Pelosi
and he denied approval to bring in the National Guard {when asked by Chief Sund) prior to Jannary 6.”

The spokesman, Mark Bednar, added: “The allegation is not that Nancy Pelosi said no Mational Guard. The concern
igthat the spesker, as the highest-ranking individual on the Capitol complex, had security responsibility for the
Capitol, the security apparatus reported to her — and they said no, prior to the 6th.”

That's different frorn what McCarthy said at the news conference, claiming Pelosi (in his words, “the strueture of the
speaker’s office”) somehow stumped the request for the National Guard.
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MeCarthy also made another claim at this news conference suggesting Democrats were asleep at the wheel when it
came to securing the Capitol.

He suggested that Rep. Zoe Lofgren {D~Calif.}, a Pelosi ally on the select committee investigating Jan. 6 and the
chair of the House Administration Committee, which supervises the Capitol Police, bad not held hearings into
security matters since a report was issued by the Capitol Police’s inspector general.

“You had a chair of House administration with responsibility that did not come to the Capitol for more than six
months,” McCarthy said, “First time showing back up? On January grd to vote for the speaker, No hearings about
the IG report, no movement of Rodney Davig’s bill.”

MeCarthy’s office did not say which inspector general report he was referring to, but the House Administration
Committee has held five hearings on the Jan, 6 attack since the Capitol Police inspector general issued its first report
and recommendations in Februaary.

One of the hearings, titled “Reforming the Capitol Police and Improving Accountability for the Capitol Police Board,”
was held weeks after Republicans on the committee, inctuding the ranking Republican, Rep. Rodney Davis (I1L.),
called for such reforms to the Capitol Police’s oversight stracture. (The House Administration Committee did not
take a six-month hiatus, It held virtual hearings during the height of the coronavirus pandemic in 2020.)

The Pinoechio Test

Repeating a false claim does not make it troer. No evidence has emerged to suggest that Pelosi ignored intelligence
reports about potential threats or turned down a request for reinforcements from the National Guard as officials
prepared for Jan, 6.

Under pointed questioning in the Senate on Jan. 23, security officials did not say Pelosi blocked requests for backup.
Irving, the former House sergeant-at-arms, testified: “It was not until the 6th that I slerted leadership that we might

be making a request. And that was the end of the discussion.”

MeCarthy, Stefanik and all the others leveling this baseless charge earn Four Pinocchios,

Four Pinoechios
{About our rating scale)
Send us facts to check by filling out this form

Sign up for The Fact Checker weekly newsletter
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Message

From: John Aycoth [John_aycoth@eawsroup.com]

Sent: 1/5/2021 10:59:45 AM

To:

Subject: RE: DC mayor activates National Guard ahead of pro-Trump demonstrations | TheHill

{ know the next 2 days are going to be crazy but please be safe and | am praying for a miracle for you all,

John

John Aycoth

President

EAW GROUP LLC
WWW.eawgroup.com -

Office Direct - +1 703 349 6260
Office Fax ~ +1 703 997 0854

U.5. Mobiie - +1 703 297 6913
Email: john_sycoth@eawgroup.com

From:
Sent: Tuesday, lanuary 5, 2021 8:53 AM

To: John Aycoth <john_aycoth@eawgroup.coms>

Subject: Re: DC mayor activates National Guard ahead of pro-Trump demonstrations | TheHill
This is so they can protect pro Trump people. We have many more on standby

Sent from my iPhone
On Jan 5, 2021, at 2:05 AM, John Aycoth <john _avcoth@eawgroup.cotm> wrote:

So BUM/ANTIFA attack & burn the city last year and she refuses to call out the Natfonal Guard and
Now she is pre-cafling them out against Trump supporter..... WTF. T

Iohn Aycoth

President

EAW GROUP LIC

WIWW BAWEICUD COMm

Office Direct - +1 703 349 6260
Office Fax - +1 703 997 0854

U.8. Mobife - +1. 703 297 8913
Ematl: john_aveoth@eawgroup.com

From: John Aycoth <john_aycoth@eawgroup.com»

Sent: Tuesday, January 5, 2021 1:22 AM

Ta: ‘lohn Aycoth' <john_aycoth@eawsroup.coni>

Subject: DC mavyor activates Natlonal Guard ahead of pro-Trump demonstrations | TheHilt

MM000789
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3729724, 100 AM FINAL REPORT of the Select Commiiee fo Investigate the January 6th Atteck on the Unfted States Capitol

APPENDIX 2: DC NATIONAL GUARD PREPARATION
FOR AND RESPONSE TO JANUARY 6TH

INTRODUCTION

H. Res. 503 Section 4(a) directs the Select Committee to examine‘tha “facts, circumstances, and causes relating
to the domestic terrorist attack on the Capitol,” including the “activities of intelligence agencies, law
enforcement agencies, and the Armed Forces, including with respect to intelligence collection, analysis, and
dissemination and information sharing among the branches and other instrumentslities of government.” This
appendix focuses on the activities of the DC National Guard in the days leading up to and on Januvary 6, 2021.

In contrast to the National Guard units in 50" States and three territories, where deployment authority lies with the
governor of those respective jurisdictions, the DC Guard falls directly under the command of the United States
President. In the discussion section below, this appendix provides a narvative of the preparations for and eventual
deployment of the DC Guard on January 6th, and the interaction between then-President Trump and the DC
Guard in the relevant time period. Tt is based on the Select Committee’s interviews of 24 witnesses and review of
over 37,000 pages of documents. '

DISCUSSION

A “GUT-WRENCHING” SUMMER

The approval process for the deployment of the DC National Guard is unique, unlike any of the 50 States or
three territories across the country where ultimate authority rests in the hands of the governor tn the nation’s
capital, where no governorship exists, the Guard is ultimately under the command of the President of the United
States when acting in its militia capacity to support civil authorities.2 By exceutive order, however, President
Richatd Nixon delegated the President’s day-to-day control of the DC Guard to the Secretary of Defense and
specified that its Commanding General should report to the Secretary of Defense or the Secretary’s designee.2
By memorandum, the Secretary of Defense, in turn, delegated day-to-day control of the DC Guard to the
Secretary of the Army.4 The commander of the DC Guard reported directly to the Secretary of the Army on
January 6, 2021 8 '

During the 2020 summmer protests in response to the murder of George Floyd,§ the approval process for Guard
deployment ran smoothly. “Very, very proactive,” then-Commanding General of the DC Guard William Walker
said. 2 Secrotary of the Army Ryan McCarthy *“really wanted us out there.”& Secretary McCarthy, with all his
authorities, was physically beside Major General Walker throughout that summer, “[H]e was with me for all of
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it,” Major General Walker said 2 “He came to the [Alrmory every day. He brought his staff with him.”l¢ As has
been widely reported, a number of President Trump’s senior advisors, including Attorney General Bill Barr,
resisted President Trump’s requests to deploy the Guard or other troops in various states and cities where
violence had occurred or was underway 2t

In the summer of 2020, nothing was being written down; it “was just-all verbal back and forth.”12 That approach
sped up response times. But as the DC Guard footprint grew and controversies began plaguing the operation,
Secretary McCarthy came away with the lesson that deliberative and by written order beat fast and by oral
command 12

“What we learned in the process was we were not capturing a lot of the information in writing in the orders
process, which is fundamental, foundational because of the stress of the situation and the speed of the situation,”
Seoretary McCarthy said 14

While a concept of operations (“con-op”) was developed at the lower level during the summer 2020 operations,
it did not require approval or input at the secretary level. 13 That approach came to be seen as a mistake that
should not be replicated the next time there was a civil disturbance crisis in the nation’s capital, General Walter
Piatt, director of the Army staff, explained: “That’s wheré Secretary MeCarthy put that restriction to say, I want a
concept of the operation before we just send a foree to do something.”1&

One of the most visible and highly eriticized of the summer 2020 operations was the use of low-flying
helicopters that appeared to be bearing down on protesters with the aim of dispersing them. On June 1st, as
Guard presence tripled overnight, the use of helicopters meant for aerial surveillancelZ “somehow got translated
to 4 very competent Army officer that ‘1 am to fly low and foud 1o deter footers,” General Piatt said A8 “[Wihat
the investigation revealed was that we did not have good procedures in place to provide military supportto a
very serious civil disturbance ongoing, The—because—the pilot of that alrcraft believed that was his mission.”2

The “embarrass[ment 28 of the low-flying helicopter affected Secretary MeCarthy. General Charles Flynn, then-

deputy chief of stalf for operations, plans, and training, told the Select Committee, “T know the Secretary was
#23

concerned,”2! He further explained: “I’m sure that affected his thinking.

Secretary McCarthy became convineed that a concept of operations needed to be “explicit, tz\ilored”ﬁ and-—
most importantly—that it needed to “come from [the] top down.”2 Secretary McCarthy told his staff, “{Wlhen
we get a request next time, we have to be absolutely certain that we understand the mission clearly, 22 and that
“no other civil authority conld re-mission off that suppott without the approval of either the Secretary of the
Army or, in certain circumstances, the Secretary of Defense. 28

In mid-June 2020, then-Secretary of Defense Mark Esper, Secretary McCarthy, Chairman of the foint Chiefs of
Staff General Mark Milley, and Major General Walker huddied to talk about what went wrong in the preceding

weeks, Senior defense officials then decided they would take a “more active” role in directing the force. 22 “fATs
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a result, we all took a more active intorest in what was happening down to the tactical level to make sure that we
were, again, abiding by kind of the core principles of civil-military relations,” former Secretary Esper said.28

Major General Walker said he was not told about that shift in perspective: “[IJf the Army thought different of
how we respond to civil unrest, civil disturbance, I would hope . . . they would communicate that with the guy—
“with the person who is going to execute that change, 22

In the words of General Milley, the summer of 2020 had been “a pretty gut-wrenching experience.”3 The
Department of Defense was still recovering when it was faced with the decision of the manner and degree to
which the DC Guard should provide assistance to law enforcement authorities planning, just seven months later,
for the events anticipated in connection with Congressional certification of the electoral votes on January 6,
2021.

A “Tailored” Request for Guard Resources

On December 19, 2020, President Trump tweeted, “Big protest in DC on January 6th. Be there! Will be wild!”
From that day forward, a rookie DC intelligence analyst saw a tenfold uptick in violent rhetoric targeting
Congress and law enforcement2L Right-wing groups were sharing histories of violence and some not
traditionally aligned had begun coordinating their efforts. 32 The analyst’s report reached more senior DC
leadership, including, eleven days later, Mayor Bowser22 In the course of the Committee’s investigation, it
received and reviewed o significant number of documents indicating that certain intelligence and law
enforcoment agensies understood that violence was possible or even likely on January 6th. The Committes
received many of those materials from the U.8. Secret Service, but also from other agencies as well.

On Thursday, December 31, 2020, the day after the briefing, Mayor Bowser sent a letter to Major General
Walker requesting Guard assistance for January 5 and 6, 2021.34 A second letter specified the District’s request
as limited to two forms of assistance: crowd management at Metro stations and blocking vehicles at traffic posts.
Tt did not request help with potential civil disturbance 23
General Piatt viewed the “limited request”28 as a “pretty good, tailored mission,” that was “not vague.”3Z
General James McConville, chief of staff of the Army, called the request appropriately “restricted”38 with “a
very low military signature, ™2
According to testimony by Defense Departinent witnesses, after a summer of perceived overreach, military
teadership was grateful for the delincated parameters sof by the city itself,

The substance of the request—limited io traffic and crowd control “so they could have more palice officers to do
police functions”™ @ —was not seen as narrow by District officials. “I would say it’s a specific request,” Chicf of
DC Police (Metropolitan Police De'partmcnt (“MPD”)) Robert Contee said 2! “[Lleave the unlawful stuff, leave
that to the police to deal with.”42 Mayor Bowser said: “1 don’t know any law enforcement person who would
suggest that urban disturbances aren’t best handled by the police. "3
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“Civil disturbance was not something we requested at that time. Mostly also because the vast majority of the, if
not all, of the permitted protests were taking place on Federal lands,” said Director of the DC Homeland Security
and Emergency Management Agency Christopher Rodriguez 4 The District had no jurisdiction, “Mayor Bowser
cantiot make a request on behalf of the White House or on behalf of the Capitol for U.S. Capitol—for . .. DC
National Guardsmen to deploy to those two entities. She can’t,” Chief Contee said. 23 At this time, it was well
known that President Trump had planned a speech and rally on “Federal lands”—on the Ellipse south of the
White House. 1t was not widely known that President Trump intended to “spontaneously” instruct the tens of
thousands of supporters at that Ellipse rally to march down Pennsylvania Avenue to the Capitol,4¢

Five Days of “Tremendous Resistance”

At first, Secretary McCarthy was not sold on involving the Guard at all. Major General Walker called Secretary
McCarthy “instantly when I got the letters” from the District on Thursday, December 31st, and “initially 1 felt
must have caught him at a bad time.”t Secretary McCarthy recatls it being a short conversation, “1 said, ‘okay,
got it. Thank you.” You want to immediately flip it so that Secretary of Defense knows that we alerted his
office,” he said 28

According to Major General Walket’s account of this call, the Secretary initially stated *“ We're not doing it,”” 42
and then left the door open for further discussion. Major General Walker explained: ““I said, ‘Well, sir, I think
you should look at it.” And then he told me, ‘Well, we’ll talk about it, but we don’t really want to do this; because
the look it would give, the military out there interfering.”. . . He says, ‘Well, we’ll discuss it on Monday. 30

On Sunday, January 3rd, Secretaty McCarthy called Chief Contee, who had formally assumed the role of acting
head of MPD just the day before. 2L '

- T thought initially that . . . he is just calling me basically as a rubber stamp to say, . . . “You asked for it, you got
it .. It didn’t go that way,” Chief Contee said. 22 “[H]e had concerns about deploying National Guard for this
event. He talked about the optics of the event, having boots on the ground. . . . And T pushed back on that.”32

In his inferview with the Select Commit(éc, Secretary McCarthy described evaluating the request on the evening
of January 3rd. “T sat at home. [ chewed on it,” he said.3 “You know, I'm not particularly inclined to support it,
because my concern was really we didn’t have a command-and-conirol architecturé in place. We didn’t really

have all of the mechanisms to be successful, you know. . . . So it was a very tough decision for me.”23

‘Over five days, from December 315t to January 4th, District officials faced what Major General Walker called

“tremendous resistance.”38

Both Chief Contee and Director Rodriguez recalled that five-day period on January 6th, when Chief Steven
Sund, of the U.S. Capitol Pelice, was pleading for reinforcements.3Z Acting Defense Secretary Christopher.
Miller, “heard through the grapevine that [Secretary McCarthy] was inclined—I don’t want to say inclined o
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disapprove, but, you know, fooking at it carefully or whatever. So—but that’s fine. He can do whatever he wants,
I knew that I was going to honor [the mayor’s] request . . . a8

How close those Guard assets could go to the Capitol became a sticking point. Colonel Craig Hunter, the
highest-ranking commander on the ground on January 6th, said the Army “really wantfed] to go through the
concept of operations to see, okay, exactly—basically Metro stop by Metro stop, intersection by intersection, to
seo where will Guardsmen be exactly, you know, how close are you to the Caf)itol ... %2 He said an initial
request by MPD to post Guard troops at the South Capitol Metro station—Iike all other Metro stations—was
denied 80 In conference calls that *“went back and forth,”6! Major General Walker was told, “There was a
concetn about being too close, military uniforms too close to the Capitol 762 )

Major General Watker had a different perspective. He saw his people as “citizen soldiers,” “your neighbors that
are going to come to your aid and rescue when you need us,"83—not traditional boots on the ground. “[Tlhat's
where, to me, the vest came in. This was the National Guard, not the Army,” he sajd.Bt

Military authorities determined that a geographical boundary would have to be established as a condition of
approving the Guard’s deployment to assist MPD. No servicemember could go east of Ninth Street. It wasn’t
made explicit to District officials, but they all knew what lay east. “{Tlhe Capitol is east,” Chief Contee said 82
“[11f you move them anywhere east of Ninth Street, they will be close to the Capitol. That was certainly the way
1 understood it,86 '

Director Rodriguez worried “that it constrained our ability to react quickly if the situation got out of hand,”8Z
Without the limitation, the District fully intended to post its resources farther east: “[Wie couldn’t get as close to
the Capitol as could have been helpful,” Mayor Bowser said, 88 “[W1e would have had a broader traffic box.”&2

Fears of Politicizing the Milltary in an Antidemocratic Manner

Both Acting Sectetary Miller and Secretary McCarthy were sensitive to the sight of troops near the site of the
Congressional certification of electoral votes, because of President Trump’s previous expression of interest in
using Federal troops in civilian situations. Again, Attorney General Baer and other members of the Trutmp
Administration had resisted President Trump’s desire to deploy such troops. Secretary Esper said it “tended to be
the case . . . that the President was inclined to use the military,” contrary to longstanding principles of reserving
the armed forces &s a last resort. 22 :

According to his testimony, Acting Secretary Miller’s express first priority—after being instatled with just two
months left in the Trump administration—was *“to make every effort to return the Department of Defense to a
nonpoliticized entity,” because previously, “the Department was being showcased too much2ZL In testimony to
the U.S. House Committee on Oversight and Reform on May 12, 2021, be cited “fears that the President would
invoke the Insurrection Act to politicize the military in an antidemocratic manner” as shaping his thinking 22

“No such thing was going fo occur on my watch,” he wiote, 22 later adding that “if | would have put troops on
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Capitol Hill” before the attack and without a request from civil authqrities, “that would have been seen as
extremely provocative, if not supporting this crazy narrative that the military was going to try to overturn the
election,”4

Secretary McCarthy felt similar pressure, He had been taken aback- when-—as he was walking down the
Pentagon’s hallways—“one of the most seasoned reporters” asked him whether the Army was planning to seize
ballot boxes.Z2 It was “an incredibly tense period,” according to Secretary McCarthy.Z8 As our investigation has
demonstrated, President Trump had considered proposals from Lt. General {ret.) Michael Flynn, Sidney Powell,
and others that troops be utilized to seize ballot boxes in certain parts of the country.

On December 18, 2020—the same day as the contentious White House meeting with Flyan and others,—
Secretary McCarthy issued a statement, “mirror{ing] what General Milley said about 2 month before,”Z
reiterating that “There is no role for the U.S, military in determining the outcome of an American election.”Z8
Given the heat of the rhetoric, he thought, “{T}f we don’t say anything, it’s going to scare people.”22 Secretafy
MaCarthy told the Select Commities he thoﬁght he would be fired after publicly stating that the military would
not assist in a coup 82 General McConville, who signed the statement alongside Secretary McCarthy’s
signature,8L linked their words directly to the Ninth Street Limitation: *{TThere was no plan to put any military
anywhere near the Capitol because of what we had said, the military has no role in determining the outcome of
elections.”82

On January 1st, Executive Officer to Secretary MeCarthy Colonel John Lubas wrote in an internal email that the
Secretary “wants to clearly communicate that this request is NOT from the White House.”# The email noted
that the Secretary wanted to “aggressively message” that the request had come from District officials, not the
President 8%

“We wanted everybody 1o know that, because it would create confusion and even more tension of having
soldiers on the street without a request and that they be near the Capitol with certification of an election, a

contested election,” Secretary McCarthy said 32

On January 3, 2021, 10 former Secretaries of Defense, including the recently fired, former Secretary Hsper,
published = joinf op-od warning that “Ti]avolving the military in election disputes would cross into dangerous

territory,”56

Secretary McCarthy had himself worked for five of the 10 secretaries 32 4 know all these {men],”
he said 28 “[TThey were—everyone was telling us, be very conscious of your actions and how you—you know,

what you’te going to do that day. So we wanted to know where every soldier was by street corner.”82

Was Secretary McCarthy concerned that President Trump might use the military to cling to power? “There was a
fot of talk in the lead-up about martial law . . . and the employment of forces, and you know, that was something
that we were all, you know, conscious of 22 Our investigation suggests that those civilian and military officials

who had considerable experience working directly with President Trump had genuine concerns about whether he
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would attempt to use the military to change the election results. Again, at this time, there is no evidence the
Department of Defense understood exactly what President Trump and his associates planned for January 6th,

“Very Strict on the Use of the Military” on January 6th

By Monday, January 4th, with Secretary MoCarthy now backing the operation, Acting Secretary Miller was
briefed. He told the Select Committee that he “made the decision right there to honor the request.”2} That
approval came with strings attached, The role of the DC Guard would be spelled out and tightly circumscribed in
a memorandum that, as characterized by Gereral Milley, was “very strict on the use of the military.”2 It decreed
that without the Acting Secretary’s “subsequent, personal authorization,” the Guard would not be issued batons,

helmets, or body armor; could not-interact physically with protestors, except in self-defense; and that the Quick

George’s County, Maryland-—could be deployed only as a last resort, 22

Above the tactical level, changes in the mission of the Guard had to be approved by the Secretary of the Army
and, in some cases—-in order to “interact physically with protestors”™ or be issued batons—required runaing
further up the chain to the Secretary of Defense. 24

To District officials, that seemed new——and unnecessary. “[The Secretary told us,] if you send them to any other
kind of mission, that has to get approval from me. And T just think that those were unnecessary restrictions ., .”
Chief Contee said. 2

What the QRE would be called upon to do, even in the case of an émergency, is a matter of debate, The letter and
memorandum do net expressly note whether the QRF could be used to support the original mission of the Guard
—raffic and crowd control—or a new mission helping contain sudden and out-of-hand civil disturbance 28 The
DC Guard official put in charge of the QRF for January Sth and 6th, Licutenant Colonel David Reinke, said he

had not been given much guidance as to their role. 22

The Army and the DC Guard appear to have had different understandings. “[Tthe intent of the quick reaction
force was really to send these troops over to help if they had a problem at one of the traffic command posts,”
General McConville said. 28 “There never was an intent for a quick reaction force to go to the Capitol . ., . "2
According to Army officials, without a con-op and a formal change in mission, the QRF could do traffic control

and 1o more.

’l"!iat was not how others imagined an emergency unit would or should operate. According to Major General
Watker, “a quick reaction Torce, something’s happening; do [ have time to find you and call you and ask
you?”12 He called the preapproval language “highly unusual,” L particularly as their name “already implied
that it's a last resort,” 42 their intended purpose was if “[ulnexpectedly, you have a spontaneous untest,” % and

if 1 need to write a concept of operations for a quick reaction force? They're no longer quick. 1t’s Just a reaction
force 7104
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Capitol Police Board “Prepared” without Guard Help

It wasn’t clear to everyone involved in planning for the events anticipated on January 6th that all agencies,
including the Capitol Police, were deploying all their resources ahead of that day. “We had had issues
understanding, getting the full picture of U.S, Capitol Police’s operational posture and what their planning was,”
Director Rodriguez said 102

Mayor Bowser was struck when—right before the press briefing that Monday, January 4th—the mayor asked the
Capitol Police representative, “[Wlhere does your perimeter start? [And hle gets up out of the room, calls
somebody. And the next thing I know he can’t participate in the conference.”128 She elaborated: “[Tthat should
have been like a trigger to me, Like these people, they don’t want to answer questions about their
preparation,”10Z

On the morning of January 3rd, Capitol Police Chief Steven Sund approached two of the members of the Capitol
Police Board and purportedly requested—but concededly did not push for—Guard resources for the Capitol 108
According to Chief Sund, in a minutes long meeting in the office of House Sergeant at Arms Paul Irving, Irving
told Chief Sund he did not like the optics of asking for the Guard in advance and that the intelligence did not
support it 122 Chief Sund said he did not push back on either point. 118 In fact, he agreed that his reading of the
intelligence—despite a forewarning put out by his own intelligence unit that “Congress was itself the target” on
January 6thttldid not call for Guard support, 12 only that having more personnel on his perimeter would make
him “more comfortable.”H2 Irving suggested he falk to the Senate Sergeant at Aems, and then-chalrman of the
Capitol Police Board, Michael Stenger 14 According to Trving, Stenger, ina meeting in his office, asked Chief
Sund to reach out to the Guard and find out, if an emergency called for it, “how many people can [the
commanding general] give us and how quickly can he give us those people?’L3 Chief Sund said he took their
responses to mean “no,” despite conceding that he was never told “you cannot have the National Guard” or

anything to that effect 18 “It was 100 percent a denial,” he maintained. M2

Irving recalled the matter coming up on a three-way phone conference during which “the consensus was that we
didn’t need” the Guard 18 He did not consider it a request 12 On the call, Chief Sund noted that the District
planned to use the servicemembers to staff intersections, but the Capitol grounds had few of those, and it would
not relieve many officers if they were used in a similar Fa;shicmn’»‘l{l “It was a combination of operationally the
chief didn"t feel that they would add much to his plan, and the intelligence really didn’t speak for anything that
we felt would justify the need for them,” frving said A2 Irving doesn’t recall taking the ¥optics” into
consideration22 According to Irving, the conversation ended the same way Chief Sund said it had: “Why don’t

you just tell them to be on standby?” Stenger suggested 123 1t was never brought up again 124

The discussion about the use of the Guard remained within the Capitol Police Board and did not reach
congressional leadership, including the Speaker of the House. That was normal. “[Flrom a tactical perspective,
we would make decisions without the input from congressional leadership,” Irving said A23 “1 always felt that I
had full authority to implement security decisions as 1 deemed appsopriate.™26 [n fact, when the three men
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briefed congressional leaders on January 5th, Chief Sund conveyed the same optimistic outlook as he had with
Major General Walker: “IWe told them] we felt we were prepared based on the information we had, yes,” he
said 2L

To keep these exchanges in perspective, we note again that we are aware of no evidence that these individuals
were privy to President Trump’s plans to instruct tens of thousands of his supporters to walk down Pennsylvania
Avenue to the Capitol to help “take back” their country, Nor were they aware of how President Trump would
suggest to his followers that Vice President Pence had the authority to change the outcome of the election, or
how President Trump would behave in the hours that followed. Certain members of Congress, including those
who met at the White House on December 21, 2020, may have had considerably more insight into President
Trump’s planning, but the Commmittee has no information suggesting that any of those members alerted the
Capitol Police or other authorities of President Trump’s plans.

Soldiers Prepare for the Worst in Secret

Guard reinforcements could draw from a poot of three groups already activated for the day: (1) the 40 members
making up the QRF, staged in Maryland;*28 (2) the 90 members at the traffic control points, 24 at the Metro
stations, and four as part of the command staff distributed throughout the city—but no farther east than Ninth
Street—for a total of 118 representing the first shift; 22 and (3) the second shift of another 118 members, 132
preparing at the Armory in Southeast Washington, D.C, for a 3:00 p.m. shift takeover.}2L The Armory also
housed a command-and-control squad that handled logistics at about 52 members strong, in addition to a Civil
Support Team of about 20 members.132 That gave Colonel Hunter 2 maximum limit of 348 activated
servicemembers, eight more than the allotted 340—nearly all of »v"lmm reported directly to him on January

6th 133

The QRF was most prepared for responding to sudden and escalating civil unrest. At Joint Base Andrews, they
were provisioned with full riot-control kits, 134 including a helmet with a face shield already attached, protective
vest, shin guards, knee guards, shield, and baton A2 The hiead of the QRF—himself provided little guidance on
the contours of his mission—nhad his squad train for civil disturbance on January 5th and the morning of the 6th
as they waited. 138 Not only had they trained, but they trained fogether, as 2 unit—a benefit military officials afl
agreed is ideal. Army leadership, all the way up to Secretary McCarthy 427 had no idea that Lt. Col. Reinke had
taken these initiatives. Secretary McCarthy agreed that had he known of their civil disturbance preparation, “it

could have” affected the spead with which approval was ultimately given for their deployment 138

As to the second group of available resources——the servicemembers stationed at traffic control points since the
early morning of January 6th—Army leadership held misconceptions about what equipment was available to
them, Secretary McCarthy had agreed that some gear—expressly not batons—could remain stowed m;/ay in
yehicle trunks. 132 Colonel Hunter had his troops put the gear into'a white box truck instead and designated a
rally point for the truck that would be central to all traffic control points. 14 On the night of January 5th, in
anticipation of January 6th, Colone! Hunter had his troops move the civil disturbance gear—including the
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prohibited batons—into the individual vehicles themselves. 4L Captain Tarp, the head of the second shift, agreed
that they were told to load the equipment into their vehicles “on the down low. Done so it wasn’t visible, so it
wouldn’t look Tike we were escalating [our] tole.”142

The commanding general of the DC Guard was aware that the {roops had all they needed in their trunks and-in
the case of an emergency-—would not need fo return to the Armory to get it: “They already had it,” Major
General Walker said 143

But Army leadership did not know that. Although General Piatt said “We never asked, fike, what was actually—1
have no knowledge of what they [actually] had in” the vehicles, 144 the guidance from Secretary McCarthy’s
letter led him to believe that “weapons, ammunition, batons, shields, kneepads, other protection that we may be
asked to do for civil disturbance, that was not {thers}—because they were specifically told they would not
participate in that mission . , . 143 Secretary McCarthy said, “The only thing T authorized Genera! Walker to do
was their ballistic helmets and body armor in the vehicle, not their shiclds or their riot batons.”148 He figured his
orders had been followed 142 When asked why he was not aware of the moves the Guard had made, Secretary
McCarthy said, “I mean, T made a mistake, I think a focal unit commander was anticipating more than what
potentially we were prepared for. 148

DC Guard leadership understood that loading this equipment flouted direct orders. “I wasn’t going to have my
soldiers unprepared,” Major General Walker said. 142 The prohibition on batons, in partieular, had been sent 54
‘minutes after the Guard had already begun their traffic control shifts on the morning of January 5th 438

The third group of available resources—the servicemembers awaiting at the Armory to take over as the second
shift at the traffic control points—had equipment accessible to them at headquarters. Captain Tarp did note that it
took time to ensurc that the Armory equipment was in working order: repairing siraps that were broken, wiping
off dirt on the shields because “they were the same from the George Floyd protests,” and affixing the helmet to
the shields, which took upwards of 20 fo 30 minutes.A3L In the three different locations where the Guard was
stationed as the Capitol was being breached, all servicemembers had access to full civil disturbance gear right
there with them.

Outside of the QRF, which had recently returned from two days of training together, there is debate as to how
ready the rest of the Guard was 10 engage in civil disturbance responsé on January 6th. The notion that the
military is not primed or naturally skilled to deal with civil disturbance appears to stand in tension with National
Guard traditions, training, and doctrine. “They were not missioned, tasked, organized, equipped to do civil
disturbance operations,” General Flynn said 12 Although General Piatt conceded that “[a]it soldiers are trained
in civil disturbance,” he maintained that on “that day we were not postured to do civil disturbance ‘
operations, 133

Major General Walker—who pointed out that the DC Guard shield, on Guard troap uniforms, features the
Capitol building itself: “Protect the Capitol. That’s why Thomas Jefferson created it"13—calied civil

hitps:Awww.govinfo. GPO-JB-REPORTAitmé ittad/app2 himi 1055




133

3129/24, 1:00 AM FINAL REFPORT of the Select Commites fo Invastigate the January Bth Atlack on the United States Capitol

disturbance “foundational to what they do 132

DC Ground Commander Takes Initiative

On Januaty 5th, as he led his forces in traffic controi, Colonel Hunter did not observe activity that raised
concerns. 128 But by the next morning——as thousands of out-of-towners invited by President Trump descended on
the nation’s capital—that all changed. “I could see like the Proud Boys,” he said}ﬂ “I could see different people
with Kevlars on, with bulletproof vests on. You know, they’re all kitted up and they’re wearing different patches
and colors. And I said, “Well, this crowd is definitely different . . . .””158 This, of course, was an indication of the
potential for violence in the hours that followed.

Colonel Hunter, sitting at the intersection of 15th Street and Ponnsylvania Avenue, saw crowds flowing past him
and his soldiers foward the Capitol-—walking as one, chanting as one. “Hey, is it that way to the Capitol?
Where’s the Capitol?” some asked 132 Colonel Hunter got in his car and began writing an update report. 162

He was interrupted by a soldier who had been watching CNN on his phone: “Hey, sir, T think there’s been shots
fired at the Capitol.”161 It was then that Colone! Flunter beganto put a plan in place for the redeployment of the
CGuard. “So at that point in my mind I said, ‘Okay, then they will be requesting the DC National Guard now, so
we have to move. 62 The time was 2:12 p.m 462

The first thing he did was designate a rally point for DC Guard reinforcements. 162 Over the radio, he relayed the
rally point to all 118 members currently spread across the city doing traffic control, and one by one, in order by
their points, they called in to acknowledge where they would go once approval came down A82 At 2:17 p.m., he
called Lt. Col. Reinke, the head of the 40-strong QRE, and ordered his subordinate to “have all of your guys put

35166 «

their gear on and get on the bus. 1n my mind, this is about to happen really fast,” he said 267 “As soon as 1

make one call, I will get clearance to go and support. The United States Capitol was breached. T mean, this is
unheard of:”188 Accordingly, he advised Lt. Col. Reinke that, “[W]e will be getting a call soon.”162

He next tried fo find the incident command post. He ran into the Assistant MPD Chief Jeffery Carroll, piled into
4 car and, sirens flipped on, sped off fo U.S. Capitol Police headquarters A28

Onee there, they got into the elevator, and “before the doots even closed,” Assistant Chief Carcoll asked him,
“How many do you have coming right now?12L Colone! Hunier said, “I’m working on it. | need to make some
calls, but we are—we’re coming . ... And 1 said, as soon as I start making these calls, 'm going to have so
many National Guardsmen just flooding this way. 1 just need to have the location, have the plan set, be ready to

receive them, 22

No later than 2:50 p.n., Colonel Hunter had confirmed with Lt. Col. Reinke that the QRF was on the bus and
ready.{Z The highest-ranking Guard official on the ground had sorted out all of the details and linked up with
the Jaw enforcement agencies that would fead them in support. At least 135 National Guard servicemembers—

the 40 QRF members already in gear and on the bus and the 90 af traffic control posts awaiting word, with gear
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in their trunks to be donned at the rally point, along with four command staff plus Colonel Hunter himself—were
ready to go. At 3:10 pan., Colonel Hunter felt it was time to tell his superiors all that he had done and hopefully
get fast approval.lZ4

3 Hours and 19 Minutes

At the Capitol, MPD Chief Contee was on the West Front, himself inhaling chemical agenis—you can smell it

before you see it, felt it in my throat”123—as officers tried to resist rioters beating back the perimetet, having
veached the stage built for the Inauguration set for two weeks later. “[TThe gas stuff and the spray, the mist that’s
in the air, 1 mea, it’s real,” he said 178 “T’m trying to talk to the Mayor to give her a situational update, and the
city administrator—T"ve got them both on the line. I'm coughing, trying to explain what’s going on.”ZZ Chief
Contee cut through the crowds of people around the Capitol to meet the mayor at MPD headquarters 178

Chief Sund said he reached out to House Sergeant at Arms Irving at 12:57 or 12:58 p.m., and told him, “We are
getting overrun on the West Front by thousands., We need the National Guard nowﬁ_’lzg Trving recalled the call -
coming before a break in the electoral certification session just short of 1:30 p.m, and that the Chief said “that
conditions were deteriorating outside and he might be making a request for the National Guard.* 188 Although
Irving was firm in his stance that only the Capitol Police Board had the authority to request National Guard
assistance, he nonethetess sought out the chief of staff to the Speaker to inform her of the impending request. 8L

He did not need her to sign off; but “[alny change in security posture, given the time, I would give them a heads-
up.ni82

The Speaker’s chief of staff “immediately scribbled down a note” and went over to inform the Speakerﬁwho
was in the chair presiding over the floor debate on the Arizona objections-—about the request for the National
Guard 18 “Absolutely. Go,” Speaker Nancy Pelosi said 18 Later, as they were evacuating the floor to an

undisclosed location, the Speaker asked her, “Is the National Guard coming?™183 The Speaker’s chief of staff

said, “Yes, we asked them,”18¢

Trving said the formal request for Guard assistance came in a call afler 2 p.m. from Chief Sund “and, of course,
we said absolutely. "M Chief Sund said he had made the request in that earfier 12:57 or 12:58 call and had been
waiting for 71 minutes. 28 < hung up the phone. 1 yelled across the command center, [*Mark the time, 2:10,1
finally got approval from the Capitol Police Board for the use of the National Guard,” Chief Sund said 182

At around 2:30 p.m., Director Rodriguez patehed Chief Contee—and a largely sifent Mayor Bowser listening
i into the conference call with Chief Sund and Major General Walker, who brought in General Piatt A2
Major General Walker ordered his aide~-de~camp on his second day on the job, Lt. Timothy Nick, to take
handwritten notes of the call and the rest of the day 122

On the line at the Pentagon-—gathered around the speaker of the Secretary of the Army’s desk phone——were
General Piatt, General McConville, and Seeretary McCarthy. 42 According to Secretary McCarthy, it was during
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the call that he learned the Capitol had been breached, 124 watching it unfold in real time on television 123 He
didn’t recall hearing Chief Sund’s voice on the call, but said “we were trying to get . . . what we call the
operational sight picture, What is going on? How big Is the crowd? How violent is the crowd? . ., They started
faying out really the—just how bad it was.”128 Secretary McCarthy resolved to run to the office of Acting
Secretary of Defense Miller, leaving behind instructions to General Piatt to “find out the requirements,” as he
was “going to get the authority,” 22 “[W]e go zipping down there,” General McConville said A28 As they were
leaving, General Flynn showed up 122

General Flynn said, “when I came by the phone,” he “heard voices screaming on the end.”2%0 He called the tones
of their voices as “chaotic™2 and that “fylou couldn’t tell who was talking sometimes,”2% Chief Sund was
pleading for help, “I want to say he even used the word, like, *1 am pleading,” Chief Contee said 203 Co!,
Matthews, listening in beside Major General Walker, said of Chief Sund: “His voice was cracking. He was
almost crying, "2

According to Chief Contee, the reaction to his pleas was “tepid. "2 “It was a very sluggish response,” Chief
Contee said. 28 “f remember just, you know, with all that was going on, not hearing a *yes,” you know, just . .,
what I would in'my mind qualify as, like, excuses and not decisive action. . . T was hearing, like, all the reasons,
you know, why we shouldn’t be doing this, "2 Director Rodriguez called it a “kind of bureaucratic™ response in
the midst of “a rapidly evolving situation where literally the Capitol was being overrun.”28 He added: 1 don’t
want to use the word disinterested, but more just, ‘let’s just hold on. Let’s just walt. Let’s just kind of calm down
for a second while literally Rome is burning.’ 202

For his part, General Blynn depicted General Platt—the main interlocutor-—as “the calming voice in an

otherwise chaotic situation 212

General McConville agreed: “I tatked to some of my staff, and they said that
General Piatt did an incredible job, He was like the—you know, in a very calm [voice], just saying, “let’s just

settle .. 7R

But Major General Walker said he “Just coutdn’t believe nobody was saying: “Hey, go.”" 24 He asked the
generals on the other line, ““Aren’t you watching the news? Can’t you see what’s going on? We need to get
there.” And {1 was] cognizant of the fact that I'm talking to senior . . . people, but 1 could see what was happening

.. 7213 Chief Sund was “perplexed” and “dumbfounded.”214 “It wasn’t what [ expected of, yeah, the cziva]ry’s
coming. 1t was a bunch of, round-the-house, oh, fiey, let’s do this, let’s do that,” he said 213 “1 was borderline
getting presty pissed off"2lé

Many participants on the call say General Platt’s stated concern was the optics of sending troops to the site of a
democratic process.

“[TThe infamous talk about optics. That came up again. There was talk about boots on the ground agaio. You
know, that’s not good optics, having boots on the ground,” Chief Contee said 22 He recalled how Secretary
McCarthy had vocalized the same hesitance duting the five-day deliberation preceding January 6th.218
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Director Rodriguez believed General Piatt replied to the request by saying, “[W1e don’t Iike the optics of having
military personnel at the Capitol against peaceful protesters, 212

He recalls Chief Contee replying bluntly, “[Wiel, they’re not peaceful é.nymoref’zg—(2

. Major General Walker heard one of the Army generals say it “wouldn’t be their best military advice or guidance
to suggest to the Secretary that we have uniformed presence at the Capitol.”22L He added: “They were concerned
about how it would look, the optics.”222 Chief Sund heard the general use the word twice. 222 “General Piatt said
—and [ will never forget this—*Yeah, 1 don’t know. I'm concerned about the optics of the National Guard
standing a line with the Capitol in the background,” Chief Sund said 224 “[M]y officers are getting beaten, and
they’re wotried about the optics of the National Guard,"223

Although General Piatt denies explicitly using the word “optics™—“1 don’t recall ever saying that word on that
phone call, because at the time it just wasn’t important"28-—he agreed that he said use of the Guard was “not my
best military judgment or my best military advice.”221 He said he “made a couple of suggestions that were not
well-received,”228 including “if there was any other facility where we could go and relieve police. . . 1 think they
took that as | was saying no, because they immediately came back and said, you're denying our request.”222

General McConville—who wasn’t present at the time——said he talked to people in the room about the use of the
word “optics,” and “some people said, “No, it wasn’t said.” And then some people said it was said. %30
Nonetheless, the sentiment behind it should not be a particularly controversial one, according to General
McConville. “People tike to use optics—I"m going to stay away because that’s a political term in my eyes. But
what type of signature do you want on the streets in Washington, DC? Do you want a police signature? Do you
want a military signature? Do you want a Federal signature?” he said 231 “[TThat creates a reaction from the

American people, and we need to think our way through that . | Ress

On the call, talk of needing a plan—the so-called con-op that had been a lesson Jearned from the summer—
emerged. “[A]fter the optics, . . . then it was, you know, they wanted, like, specific information. There was
something they were talking about, like, mission and . .. what exactly they’re going to be doing when they get
there,” Chief Contee said 233 Before running off, Secretary McCarthy had instructed Genetal McConville to put
together a plan: “My charter, my direction from him is to get a plan. We’re gonna support; T just wanted to get
something to support with.”2% But he acknowledged the improssion nonetheless remained that he was “denying
or pushing back, "33

That impression was made explicit: “They said three times to me clearly, “You're denying my request,” General
Piatt said 238

Chief Contee interrupted “Chief Sund mid-sentence™ and said, “Wait a minute, Hold up. Let me make sure that I
understand this correctly . . , [Alre you asking for support Trom the National Guard at the U.S. Capitol?”231

Chief Sund said, “yag 238
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Chief Contee then addressed the Army generals: “*Are you guys honoring his request?’ I asked them that, And
they didn’t say ‘no,’ but they also didn’t say “yes.””232 Chief Sund recalled it the same way.248

General Piatt said he was “clear in my response, ‘1 don’t have any authority to deny or appmve."I‘he Secretary is
geiting approval.”24L

“[TThe third time when they said, “You’re denying our request,” they also said, ‘And we’re going to go to the
media,”” General Piatt said. 242 “[W1e were desperate. Everyone was desperate. So I"m not angry at that, but 1
just knew it wasn’t helpful, so we told that to Secretary McCarthy.”243

As for the threat to go pubfic, Major General Walker said, “I remember that very clearly. 24 According to him,
after the generals would not say yes or no, “Chief Contee says: ‘I'm going to call the mayor and ask her to have
a press conference saying that the Army is not going to allow the DC Guard to come and support.” 243 General
Piatt reportedly replied, “Please don’t do that. T don’t have the authority to authorize the National Guard to go.
So please don’t do that, Please don’t hold the press conference,”246 Chief Contee doesn’t recall saying that. 242
Mayor Bowser doesn’t know if she was still on the line when the remark was made, but “it was certainly going
to be something that I would do."268

In the end, “the call sort of gnded very abruptly, . .. 2248 The DC head of homeland security and emergency
management left the call thinking “that help was not coming, and-—at least [not] from the National Guard."230
That was Chief Sund’s belief, too, “[I1f a general says his troops are not coming, his troops aren’t coming,” he

said 2L

Before the call ended, General Flynn set up a video-conferencing bridge. General Piatt explained to the Select
Committee that this was meant “to get the principals and the team together to start making a plan.”232 But Major
General Walker—under whom “it was actually written . . . would maintain control of National Guard forees 233
~-said he was not privy to any planning while on the call,

“We were just told to hold;” he said 234
How long did Major General Walker hold?
“Three hours and 19 minutes,” he said 23

Major General Walker told the Select Committee regaiding what occurred during this Hme. “{Wle all thought,
it’s in a minute, we’re going fo be told to go, in a minute, Then 5 minutes, then 10 miautes, then 15 minutes, We
kept thinking, any minute now, somebody is going to say ‘go,”™ he said 238 “And then an hour went by, then
more time went by .. .. But we never thought it would take that long.”231 Col, Malthews confirmed that there
wete periods on the call when no one was talking 228 At times, there was talk of securing buildings other than the
Capitol 222 He called the open channel essentially “a general officer chat line.”280

What did Major General Walker think was happening in those 3 hours and 19 minutes?
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“Delay.”26L

An Absent Commander-in-Chief

Vice President Mike Pence called several times to check in on the defayed response of the Guard. President
Trump did not.

Vice President Pence called Acting Secretary Miller at least two times 262 “He was Very.animated, and he issued

very explicit, very direct, unambiguous orders. There was no question about that,” General Milley said 263 “And

he said, ‘Get the National Guard down here. Get them down here now, and clear the Capitol.” You know, and this
is the Vice President of the United States. And there was other forceful language. 284

Acting Secretary Miller clarified that “he did not order me,” as “he’s not in the chain of command,” but he
considered the talk with the Vice President “[hyper professional” and “[vlery focused,” in which the secretary
“highlighted that District of Columbia National Guard . . . was activated, and we were throwing every asset we
could marshal to support law enforcement.”263

In contrast, according to General Milley, Chief of Staff Meadows called and said, *“We have‘to kill the narrative
that the Vice President is making all the decisions. We need to establish the narrative, you know, that the
President is still in charge and that things are steady or stable,’ or words to that effect. | immediately interpreted
that as politics, politics, politics, 268

President Tnhﬁp himself did not call. As reports of Departments of Defense denials and delay were echoing in

the media, no high-level Defense official—including Secretaries Miller28Z and McCarthy288—received a call
from him that day.282 At the time, General Milley thought that was “absolutely . . . higfﬂy unusual. 222

“IYiow're the Commander in Chief, You've got an assault going on on the Capitol of the United States of
America, and there’s nothing? No call? Nothing? Zero?” he said 2ZL “{ grew up in an organization where
commandors are responsible and take charge and they see situations unfolding and they issue orders and take
charge,”gl;

On January 3¢d, at the end of a national security meeting concerning a foreign threa"c, the President asked “in
passing"’ about January 6th preparations.272 Acting Secretary Miller informed him they would be fulfilling
Mayor Bowser’s request for DC Guard supp()rt.zzi From then on, if not earlier, the secretary “felt like I had all
the authorities T needed and did net need to discuss anything with the President regarding authorities.”222 The
conversation lasted all of 30 seconds to a minute. 228 Secretary Miller testified that he never received any order at
any time from President Trumyp to deploy the National Guard on Januvary 6th. “There was no direct—there was
no order from the President,” he said 222 ’

On January 5th, as demonstrators rallied in support of the President, Acting Secretary Miller received a call from

the commander-in-chielf.ZZ8 The President asked him if he was watching the events on tefevision.2Z2 The
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secretary told him he had caught some of the coverage.280

Unprompted, President Trump then sald, “Yow’re going to need 10,000 people” the following day, as in
troops.28L An email sent by Chief of Staff Meadows on January Sth explicitly noted that the DC Guard would be
on hand to “protect pro Trump people.”282 The President and his staff appeared to be aware of the likelihood of
violence on the day the election certification of his loss was slated to transpire. This communication from
President Trump contemplated that the Guard could support and secure the safety of Trump supporters, not
protect the Capitol. At that time, Secretary Miller apparently had no information on what President Trump
planned for January 6th, )

Acting Secretary Miller thought the 10,000 number was astronomical—“we expected 35,000 protesters . . . {and}
even if there were more protesters than expected, [we thought] that local law enforcement could handle it283—
but, again, this was “no order from the President,” just *President Trump banter that you all are familiar

with, 284

Parallel Plans in the Midst of Crisis

While the Army and the District engaged in the “heated” 232 2:30 p.m. phone call, Secretary McCarthy was
hurrying down the Pentagon hallways to Acting Secretary Miller’s office. General Milley had been summoned
there before Secretary McCarthy arrived with General MeConville in tow,288 “running down the hall, and he was

actually winded when he showed up . ., 7281

The next half hour was spent in “a quick, rapid fire meeting, [with] lots of quick questions.”288 Secretary
McCarthy-—out of breath-—said he started by saying, “We’ve got to go. We've got to get something—we’ve got
to put every capability we can up there. 2 The response he received was, “They were all kind of, like, *Slow
down. What’s going on?” They wanted to get a sense of the situation.”220 Secretary McCarthy said it took about
15 1o 20 minutes to “relay this,” “laying out what 1 thought we needed to do."22

By 3:04 p.m., Acting Secretary Miller said he approved deployment of the DC Guard to assist law enforcement
at the Capitol at that time 222 Acting Secretary Miller did not understand why Major General Walker—if he felt
the exigency demanded it—did not deploy troeps as soon as his 3 pm. order allowed it. “Why didn’t he launch
them? I°d love to know,” he said 22

Secretary McCarthy agreed “thaf’s where we may have talked past eacﬁ other in his office,” because Secretary
McCarthy thought he “had the authority as the Secretary of the Army” to conduct a mission analysis and send
troops at s discretion, not that of Major General Walker.22¢

Major General Walker himself understood he had to wait for approval from Secretary McCarthy to deploy his
forces. But as he waited on tirat video-call for hoars, he did strongly consider sending them anyway. He turned
to his lawyer and said, “Hey, you know what? You know, we’re going to go, and I'm just going to shoulder the
responsibility. 222 According to Major General Walker, his lawyer responded, “What if you get sued?7226
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Colonel Mathews, that lawyer, “told him not to do that. Just hold on."22 The Guard officials located with Major
General Walker at the Armory all say he seriously contemplated aloud the possibility of breaking with the chain
of command.

“Should we just deploy now and resign tomorrow?” was how Lieutenant Nick recalled Major General Watker
blungly putting it.228

“I would have done just that,” Major General Walker said, “but not for those two letters"22 from his superiors
curtailing Guard redeployment.30¢

"The man who signed one of the letters, however—himself a former member of the DC Guard32l _now says
Major General Walker should have moved forward regardless of whether he had proper authorization.

“Pve launched QRF without approval more than once,” Acting Secretary Miller said 222 “If you’re the person on
the ground in the Army, and you realize that there’s something that is unpredictable or unexpected and you have

the ability to influence it, the culture, the training, the education, the expectation of you, the American people, is

that you will execute and do what you can, even if it costs you your job,”2%3

After authorization at 3:04 p.n., Secretary McCarthy said he gave Major General Walker a call. He told him to
“I'mlobilize the entire Guard, bring everybody in. . . . And [ said, you know, move the QRF to the armory and get
as many people as you can to the armory and configure them in a minimum of riot gear and batons, And then
we’re going to do a mission analysis of what we need to do with the police . . . 2% Major General Walker
“categorically denies” that any such call took place 2 In fact, Major General Walker said the two men did not
talk at all unti] much later that night 396 “Here’s the bottom line. The Secretary was unavailable to me, and he
never called me,” Major General Walker said 301

Beginning around 3:00 p.m., 25 minutes of Secretary McCarthy’s time was spent reassuring members of
Congress that the Guard was indeed coming,2%8 although he had not yet conveyed the order. That was time
unspent on facilitating their actual coming. Tn addition to the alleged threat on the 2:30 p.m. call, a media tweet

had gone out at 2:55 p.m, declaring that the Department of Defense had denied requests for Guard support. 22

By 3:45 p.m., Secretary McCarthy was done with his calls and--—after picking up some things from his office-—
headed down to the MPD headquarters to draft a con-op beside law enforcement. 218 Acting Secretary Miller
arrived at 4:10 p.m}Jl

While he was waiting, Colonel Hunter decided he would keep the first shifi handling traffic control out at their
posts in case they were needed for re-mission by the MPD, relying instead only on the QRF and the second shift
at the Armory to respond to the Capitol 22 Those servicemembers ended up manning their traffic control posts
up to 20 hours straight. 113 Army leadership never found out that the servicemembers at the traffic conirol posts
didn’t end up responding to the Capitol that night, incorrectly crediting some of the Guard’s delay that day to

their travel time 312
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By 3:50 p.oi., the QRF had arrived at the Armory, bringing their own equipment, given no new information upon
making the extra pit stop there instead of the Capitol313 They were ready to go, steeped in “a lot of nerves,”216
The second shift of servicemembers originally missioned for traffic control had been told as carly as 2:30 p.m, to
expect a switch in mission to handling civil disturbance 3. They rushed to gear up and prepare, but it was a lot
of “hurry up and wait.”38 Not long afterward, “we’re all ready. Now we’re all donned. So go sit on the
bleachers and wait. . . We were in a tight holding pattern until the time to deploy.”212

Ataround the same time, at 3149 p.m., Speaker Pelosi is heard in video footage from that day urging Acting
Secretary Miller to hurry,

“Just pretend for a moment this was the Pentagon or the White House or some other entity that was under siege,”
she told him over the phone while she—and the rest of the Congressional leadership—were huddled in a secure
focation. 322 “Just get them there! 7324

When Secretary MoCarthy arrived at MPD headquarters, he joined Chief Contee, his Army Operations Director
Brigadier General Chris LaNeve, and Assistant Chief Carro!l by phone 322

1n the next 20 minutes, Seeretary McCarthy developed a con-op.

As Secretary McCarthy had decided after the summer, crafting a strategy was his job——1 was doing it with the
Mayor, the police chief, and the deputy director of the FBI, my counterparts, and then ultimately wanted to
understand what our rofe would be, the conditions™and afterward, “we turned to {Major General Walker] to

work the tactical details for that 32

But Major General Walker said, “If 1 need you to tell me how to execute a civil disturbance mission,” he
“[s]hould relieve me. Should fire me,”324 ’

It wasn’t until later, post-January 6th, that Major General Walker said he found out that Secrotary McCarthy, his
boss, had been putting together a con-op—without him. “Then later they said they had o put together a plan for
me 1o execute . . . which 1 found kind of disturbing,” Major General Walker said. 323 “You’re coming up with a
plan without me being involved in the plan?32¢

General McConville agreed that “usually],] the Sceretary of Army is not developing concepts for the
employment, but because of the situation that wasn’t done,” so the secretary had to fill in the gap.22L That, of

. course~—given the preparations Colonel Hunter had faid out hours earfier—was not true. But Secretary
MecCarthy did.not know that. 328

He said Major General Walker never told him about how Colonel Hunter had prepared and that it was his

329 « 330

responsibility fo tell him. T don’t talk to troop lead commanders, no,” he said 22

Ultimately, no plan from Army leaders—strategic or tactical—made it to the froops.
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“I1]f they came up with a plan, they never shared it with us,” Major General Walker said 331 “They claim they
were putting a plan together. That's what took so long. 1 never saw a plan from the Department of Defense or
ihe Department of the Army."232

Colonel Hunter agreed that “[nJo one ever told me, because 1 already had the plan there, and no one ever
informed me that there was a different plan or a different [con-op}.”333 He said fo the extent a “hasty plan” was
put into action on January 6th, it was his: “I oreated the concept of operation.”33% He added: “The [plan] that was
actually used as far as which lot they would come into, who would meet them at the lot, and then who would
lead them over to the Capitol. That was between myself and MPD and Capitol Police."333

After hours of walt, Major General Walker said, “The plan was executed just like we said it would be [from the
start], get to the Capitol, take direction from the ranking police officers there . . . to help restore order,”328
Colonel Hunter passed the details of his hasty plan onto Lt. Col. Reinke—the highest ranking officer at the rally
point--letting him know, “Hey, when you pull into this lot, they will meet you there. This is who is-—you know,
you’re going with these personnel,” exactly what Secretary MeCarthy had just spent 20 minutes putting
together, 237

Although Lt. Col, Reinke said his QRF servicemembers wete given rules of engagement before atriving at the
rally point, he was not told more ;han report to Capitol Police and supplement and assist them 238

Captain Tarp, outranked by Lt. Col. Reinke bit in charge of the second shift, was merely told by Brigadier
General Ryan: ““You need to act like there’s a fire now. You're going to [the] Capitol” Those were his
directions.”332

After an hour and a half spent in calls, travel, and making plans, Secretary McCarthy was preparéd fo green
tight the deployment af the Guard at 4:35 p.m. But imiscommunication led to another half-hour delay.

Secretary MeCarthy relayed the “go™ order to Major General Walker—with his subordinate Brigadier General
LaNeve serving as the intermediary—in a conversation Major General Walker said never happened.

According to Secretary McCarthy, Brigadier General LaNeve “wasn’t a junior aide.” 242 [ his role, “he can

speak, once given the authority, delegated authority to speak as the Sec Army . . . "1 He said that the first-star
officer “was standing next to me,"242 and General Piatt said that it was generally “not uncommon” for him to ask
his staff to “transmit [the] communication from the Secretary to General Watker, 243

For his part, Brigadier General LaNeve denies that hie himself conveyed the “go” order 244 He said he spoke with
Major General Walker first at 4:25 p.m. to tell him that his forces should, “Get on the bus, do not leave.” 28 0On a
second call at 4:35 p.m., Brigadier General LaNeve said he overheard Secretary MoCarthy himself convey the
“go” order to Major General Walker: He said something “to the effect of “Youre approved to provide
support.” 28 Secretary MeCarthy, on his part, said he never spoke a word 342
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Brigadier General LaNeve said the secretary then again handed him the phone to convey the details of “where to
go and what officer to meet up with."348 Those two details would be the full extent of the “con-op” allegedly
communicated to Major General Walker 42 He even recalled Major General Walker saying, “Roger,” to
acknowledge the plan.230 But, Brigadier General LaNeve said, there was “mass confusion in that room,” and he
agreed that “[t]here were huge communications problems.”331

Major General Walker said there was no such call, nor any like it.232 He said he remained on the video
conference line the whole time “with everybody else,” he said. 23 He said he would not have taken an order
from Brigadier General LaNeve anyhow. “[Wlhy would I ever take directions from General LaNeve? Anybody?
Brigadier General LaNeve, one-star,” Major General Walker said 332 “I mean, he’s not a peet, it wouldn’t be
somebody that would convey that type of message to me. . . So my thinking wouldn’t have been that he would
have been speaking on behalf of the Secretary.333
Although his staff confirms they didn’t see him field a call from Secretary McCarthy or Brigadier General
LaNeve, 338 including never seeing him leave their conference room, 232 Major General Watker’s own note taker
appears to have jotted down at 4:37 p.m. the following: “advised to sent [sic] 150 to establish D st/ 1st outer
perimeter, General LaNeve,” beside what appears to be his phone number228 That address is the rally point
Secretdry McCarthy had asked General LaNeve to convey, the same one Colone! Hunter and law enforcement
had already chosen eartier, Major General Walker said, “the only way [Lt. Nick] could have got it was listening
to the VTC, which 1 was on,”23% He further said, “I never saw General LaNeve on the [video teleconference] . . .
1 didn’t hear General LaNeve’s voice.” 289 Lt. Nick said he had it penned at much later—at 5:09 p.m.—as the
time they received the orders™ to d’eployﬂ’-‘-

Major General Walker certainly did not act as if he had been given authority until, fortuitously, General
McConville—who had heard about the 4:35 p.m. call-—walked by the teleconference screen and was “surprised”

to see the commanding general sitting idly at 5:09 p.m.262

Major General Walker agreed the first time he heard he had the authority was from the lips of the generak:
“General MoConville came back into the call and said, Hey, you're a go.”i(—’l

Lt, Col. Reinke’s QRF and Captain Tarp’s éecond shift got on the bus at 5:10 p.m. 38 They feft at 5:15 pan 363

Lt. Col. Reinke said they didn’t arrive at the Capitol Police parking lot until 5:55 p.m.,fmﬁ

although official
timing from the Army and Department of Defense put their arrival time at 5:40 p.m. and from the DC Guard at
5:20 p.mAZ At the eartiest, the troops arrived in the vicinity of the Capitol grounds at 5:29 p.m., when Lt. Col.
Reinke texted Colonel Hunter: “Apparently we pulled into the wrong lot, trying to reroute to LOT 16 now.”288
He said they sat around for 20 minutes once they arrived, and then were sworn in, before relieving an entire line
of officers. 362 Captain Tarp said they remained idle for 43 minutes waiting for Capitol Police to come “bus by

bus to swear-in the officers. It was a long wait. Frustrating—we’re sitting a mile from where we[ re] going,”ﬂg
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Captain Tarp said, “By the time we got there, we were just holding back the people who remained past the
curfew.”2ZL The height of the riot had passed.

Colone! Hunter estimated that—had his preparations been approved—the DC Guard could have arrived as early
as an hour and a half earlier than they did.

“Within one hour, I'd say I'could’ve had 135, So the [about 40} coming from Joint Base Andrews, if they
would’ve headed directly to me at the Capitol, and then the 90 1 had on the street and the 4 that were—including
myself,” he said 272 “[S]o | arrived at the Capitol at 3:10. So, if I would’ve recalled everyone by 3:30, 3:40, we
could’ve been-——had gear on and walking towards the Capitol.”"322

He further stated: “T would give them another hour. So by 4:40 I should’ve had at least 250 coming from the
Armory .. . That includes the second shift as well as full-timers, 374

Presented with the plans Colonel Hunter bad set in motion and the easy accessibility of their equipment, nsither
of which he had known about at the time, Secretary McCarthy conceded “you could have shaved minutes,”323
and the speed of deployment “could have” been pushed up, but “[i}t depends. 328

When the Guard finally arrived at the Capitol, “pretty much alf the other fighting, per se, had stopped on the
Capitol complex,” according to Robert Glover, head of the MPD Special Operations Division 32 Then-Inspector
Glover received the Guard troops when they arrived 328 “ITlhe bus just kind of showed up. It was my decision at
that point, Jooking af their numbers and their capabilities at that moment in time and what was the most pressing
activity-—and that was to make the arrests,” he said. 22 He had tliem create a secure “ptisoner cordon” where
they could stand guard as arrested individuals waited transport 1o jail. 382 “They were the freshest personnel that
we had at that moment in time. And, again, they didn’t have any significant numbers to really do much else at

that moment in time cither,” he said 281 “{Ttheir orders were basically, support us in whatever we told them to do
o oanz

Secretary MeCarthy said that it was possible that DOD and DC National Guard lTeaders had simply not been

coordinating their planning 383

tremendously confusing,”384 and “that makes for a messy response. 283

He acknowledged that “a lot of things were probably missed. It was

No one within the Department of Defense, Army, or Guard leveled accusations of an intentional defay. “1 didn’t
see anybody trying to throw sand in the gearbox and slow things down,” General Milley said.28¢

Major General Walker said the Army’s reluctance to approve National Guard assistance to the Mayor during the
planning for the anticipated January 6th events continued through January 6th itsel£382 “1 don’t know where the

decision paralysis came from, but it was clearly there. The decision paralysis, decision avoidance,” he said 338

CONCLUSION
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Former President Trump’s cageress to engage the U.S. military to play a visible role in addressing domestic
unrest during the late spring and summer of 2020 does appear to have prompted senior military leadership to
take precautions, in preparing for the joint session, against the possibility that the DC Guard might be ordered to
deploy for an improper purpose. Those precautions seem to have been prudential as much as legal in nature.

What that entailed in the unprecedented circumstances of the January 6th attack on the Capitol is, however,
harder to accept: a 3 hour and 19 minute lag-time in making a relatively small, but riot-trained and highly
capable military unit available to conduct one of its statutory support missions,

While the delay seems unnecessary and unacceptable, it was the byproduct of military processes, institutional
caution, and a revised deployment approval process, We have no evidence that the delay was intentional.
Likewise, it appears that none of the individuals involved understood what President Trump planned for January
6th, and how he would behave during the violence. Imperfect inter-government and intra-military
communications as the January 6th rally morphed, with President Trump’s active encouragement, into a full-
blown riot at the Capitol also help explain the time it took to deploy Guard troops to the Capitel after their
assistance there was requested and approved. Post-hoc evaluation of real-time communications during an
unprecedented and evolving crisis and limited tactical intelligence, nevertheless, carties the risk of a precision
that was unrealistic at the time. It Is also clear from testimony provided 16 the Select Commiitee that DoD and
DC National Guard leaders have differing perspectives that are not reconcilable regarding the timing of

deployment authorization.

Where the DC Guard’s deployment on Jasuary 6th is concerned, then, the “lessons learned” at this juncture
include: careful evaluation on the basis of limited information may take time; statutorily constrained
intergovernmental requests Tor assistance and multi-level approval processes are complex and may be time-
consuming; any visible military presence in the domestic setting is circumseribed by law and triggers
considerable, constitutionally-driven sensitivities; and crisis communications are often imperfect, especially in

unforescen and rapidly evolving situations.
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of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022), p. 73.
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of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022), p. 71.
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of Ryan MeCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022), p. 71

90. Sclect Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022}, p. 148,
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93. See Documents on file with the Select Committee to lnvestigaté the January 6th Attack on the United States
Capitol {Department of Defense Production), Do) 00600006 (January 4, 2021, Memorandum from the
Secretary of Defense Christopher Miller to the Secretary of the Army Ryan McCarthy).

94, See Documents on file with the Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States
Capitol (Department of Defense Production), DoD 00000006 (January 4, 2021, Memorandum from the
Secretary of Defense Christopher Miller to the Secretary of the Army Ryan McCarthy); Select Committee
1o Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview of Robert J.
Contee III, (Jan. 11, 2022), p. 56.

95, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capltol, Transcribed Tnterview
of Robert J, Contee I, (Jan. 11, 2022}, p. 56. '

96. See Documents on file with the Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States
Capitol (Department of Defense Production), DaD 00000006 (January 4, 2021, Memorandum from the
Secretary of Defense Christopher Miller to the Secretary of the Army Ryan MeCarthy); Documents on file
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of Defense Production), DoD #2/000633, (January §, 2021, Colonel John Lubas email to Major General
William Walker with the subject, “Final Signed Memo to DONG,” at 7:54 a.m. ET).

97. See Select Commitiee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview
of Lt, Col. David Reinke, (Jan. 6, 2022).

98. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General James Charles McConville, (Nov. 4, 2021), p. 68.

99, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack onthe United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
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100. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Intorview
of General William Watker, (Dee. 13, 2021), p. 89. )

101, Select Commiites to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of General William Walker, (Dec. 13, 2021), p. 92.

102. Select Committee 1o Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of General Willlam Walker, (Dec. 13, 20213, p. 93,

103. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General William Walker, (Dec. 13, 2021), p. 90.
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104, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
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Select Commiitee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Inferview
of Christopher Rodriguez, (Jan. 25, 2022), p. 42,

106. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Mutiel Bowser, (Jan. 12, 2022), p. 50.

107, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Murie! Bowser, (Jan, 12, 2022), p. 50.

108. Select Committes to Tnvestigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitel, Transcribed Interview
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of Steven Andrew Sund, (Apr. 20, 2022), pp. 116-17.
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of Steven Andrew Sund, {Apr. 20, 2022), p. 124.
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Capitol (Capitol Police Production), CTRLO000001766, CTRLO000001766.0001 (Document from January
3,2021, titled: “Special Event Assessment: Joint Session of Congress—Electoral College Vote
Certification™); see also, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States
Capitol, Transcribed Interview of Julie Farnam, (Dec. 15, 2021), pp. 51-52,

112, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Steven Andrew Sund, (Apr. 20, 2022), p. 125,

113. Select Committee to Investigaie the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Steven Andrew Sund, (Apr. 20, 2022), p. 114,
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of Steven Andrew Sund, {Apr. 20, 2022}, p. 16,
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of Steven Andrew Sund, (Apr. 20, 2022), p. 119,

hitps/Awwna.govinlo PO-J6-REPORT/him Hitol 3355



156

3/20i24, 1:00 AM FINAL REPORT of the Select Commites to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the Unlled States Capltol
116. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
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of Paul Irving, (Mar. 4, 2022}, p. 35,

120. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Paul Trving, (Mar. 4, 2022), p. 10. :
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of Paul Irving, (Mar. 4, 2022), p. 12.
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of Paul Irving, (Mar. 4, 2022), p. 35,
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Stewart Tarp, (Jan. 6, 2022).
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of Craig Hunter, (Jan. 20, 2022), p. 26.
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of Craig Hunter, (Jan, 20, '2022), p. 26,
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Robert Ryan, (Dee. 9, 2022),

135, Select Committee to Investigaté the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
David Reinke, (Dec. 9, 2022).
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of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 20223, p. 117.
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of General Charles Anthony Flynn, (Oct. 28, 2022}, p. 31.
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152, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Charles Anthony Flynn, (Oct. 28, 2022), p. 33.

153, Select Committes to Investigate the January 6th Atack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Walter Piatt, (Nov. 3, 2021), p. 49.
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of General Witliam Walker, (Dec. 13, 2021), p. 65.
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of General William Walker, (Dec. 13,2021}, p. 22,

156. Select Committee to Investigate the Januvary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
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Rifps:iwww.govinfo.g PQO-J6-REPORT/htmi i htmi 38/55



159

3729/24, 1:00 AM FINAL REPQRT of the Select Commilee o Invastigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol
158. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transoribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan. 20, 2022), p. 31, ’

159, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan. 20, 2022), pp. 31-32.

160, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan, 20, 2022), pp. 31-32.
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. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan. 20, 2022, p. 32.

162. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on ‘the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan. 20, 2022), p. 32.

163. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan. 20,2022), p. 34,

164, Selsct Committes to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of Cralg Hunter, (Jan. 20, 2022), p. 32,

165, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan. 20, 2022), p. 35.

166. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan. 20, 2022), p. 34. .

167. Select Committes to Investigate thie January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan, 20, 2022), p. 34. '

168. Select Committes to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Cralg Hunter, (Jan. 20,2022}, p. 37.

169. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan. 20, 2022), p. 34.

170. Select Committee fo Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan, 20, 2022), p. 41,
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. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United Stafes Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan, 20, 2022), p. 41.
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Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitof, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan., 20, 2022), pp. 41-42,

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Intorview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan, 20, 2022}, pp. 38-39. Text o show that Li t Colonel Reinke texted
Colonel Hunter, “Loading buses now. Meeting police escort. Do you have destination. Contact info?” at

2:43 PM. See Documents on file with the Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the
United States Capitol {Davie Reinke Production), CTRLO000930918 (January 6, 2021, text messages).

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan. 20, 2022), pp. 44-45, (He called his direct supervisor, Brigadier General Robert
Ryan: “The first conversation with him, I first informed him, hey, sir, this is where I am, this is who P've
talked to, and they both asked for assistance. And I asked for release of the QRF now. And 1 asked for,
basically send all the additional forces, you knbw, that vou have now, And his response to me was, we are
waorking on it, So he said he was going to coordinate with General Dean and Major General Walker, but
they were working on it.”).

. See Sclect Committes to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal

Interview of Robert J, Contee 11, {Dec. 16, 2021).

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Robert J. Contee 111, (Jan. 11, 2022), p. 78. '

. Select Committes to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview

of Robert J. Contee III, (Jan. 11, 2022), p. 78.

Select Committee o Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of Robert J. Contee 11, (Jan. 11, 2022), pp. 75-76.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Steven Andrew Sund, {Apr. 20, 2622), p. 148,

. See Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed

Interview of Paul lrving, (Mar. 4, 2022}, p. 18

. Setect Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview

of Paul lrving, (Mar. 4, 2022), pp.' 7-8, 19

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Altack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Paul frving, (Mar. 4, 2022), pp. 19, 53 (*[Q: TThe Speaker’s office isn’t part of that process in terms of
requesting the National Guard, correct? AJz] Correct, [t would just be on the notification side.™).
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183. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
Terri McCullough, (Apr. 18, 2022).

184, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
Terri McCullough, (Apr. 18, 2022).

185. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
Terti McCullough, (Apr. 18, 2022).

186. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
Terri McCullough, (Apr. 18, 2022).

187. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Atfack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Paul lrving, (Mar. 4, 2022), p. 21

188. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Steven Andrew Sund, (Apr. 20, 2022}, pp. 148-50,

189. Select Committee o Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of Steven Andrew Sund, {Apr. 20, 2022}, p. 152,

190, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Murie! Bowser, (Jan. 12, 2022), p. 57 (] wasn’t speaking, but [ was there.”).

19

. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of Christopher Rodriguez, (Jan. 25, 2022}, p. 64, ‘

192. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Atfack on the United States Capitol, Tnformal Interview of
Timothy Nick, (Dec. 8, 2021},

193, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022), p. 99.

194, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan MeCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022), pp. 98-99.

193, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Walter Piatt, (Nov. 3, 2022), p. 54.

196. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022), p, 99.
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197. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview

19

19

20

8.

9.

<

of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb, 4, 2022), p. 99; Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Astack on the
United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview of General Walter Piatt, (Nov. 3, 2022), p. 56 (“And he
immediately says, ‘I’'m going to get approval. Get me a plan,” is what he tells me™).

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of General James Charles McConville, (Nov. 4, 2021), p. 84.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb, 4, 2022), p. 99. The Army at first denied that General Fiynn was present for the
call at all. See Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol,
Transcribed Interview of General James Charles McConville, (Nov. 4, 2021), p. 98 (I think there was just
confusion—-I know some people are trying, you know, to make it something else, but 1 think there was just
confusion. There were a whole bunch of meetings going on because, you know, { didn’t think he was there,
because when T was there, he wasn’t there.”). General McConville said: “And there was no intent to deceive
anybody, or there’s no conspiracy because of who Charlie Flynn’s brother is,” General Michael Flynn. #d,
at 99. General Flynn said he did not speak on the call, See Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th
Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview of General Charles Anthony Flynn, {Oct. 28,
2021), p. 41 (“A [} did not speak on that call. Q [:] Did you identify yourself as being on the call? A [:]1
did not. Now, if I said anything, if I—my recollection, if [ said anything, I may have tugged on General
Piatt’s sleeve and asked and said, “What’s going on here?” like, “Whats the situation?” you know.” But
others, like Colonel Matthews listening in from the National Guard end of the call, said both Generals Piatt
and Flynn were the main interlocutery. See Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the
United States Capitol, Informal Interview of Barl Matthews, (Dee. 20, 2021). On Lt. Nick’s notes, at 2:35
p.m., General Flynn’s title is written down, See Documents on file with the Select Committee to Investigate
the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol (Department of Defense Production),
CTRLO0O00930917 (January 6, 2021, handwritten notes taken by Lt. Timothy Nick). Lt Nick said, “I was

Justteying to jot down who was on the call,” See Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on

the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of Timothy Nick, (Dec. 8, 2021). General Flynn ultimately
said he was there for a short time. See Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United
States Capitol, Transcribed Interview of General Charles Anthony Flynn, (Oct. 28, 2021), pp. 40, 42 (“It
was-—] was literally there—the total time that I'm talking about was about 4 to 5 minutes. | was really
around that phoné call, rough order of magnitude, for maybe a minute of that;” “it became clear to me that [
was in the wrong place. And so T made the decision to leave because General Piatt had a handle on the

situation.”)

. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed [nterview

of General Charles Anthony Flynn, (Oct. 28, 2021), p. 37.
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201,

202,

- 203,

204,

205,

206.

207.

208.

209,

210

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Charles Anthony Flynn, (Oct, 28, 2021), p. 37.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Charles Anthony Flynn, (Oct. 28, 2021), p. 39.

Select Committee fo Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Robert J. Contee, 111, (Jan. 11, 2022), pp. 79-80. :

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
Earl Matthews, (Dec. 20, 2021).

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Robert 1. Contee, TII, (Jan. 11, 2022), p. 83.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Robert 1. Contee, 11, (Jan. 11, 2022), p. 81.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Robert 1. Contee, 111, {Jan. 11, 2022), p. 85,

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of Christopher Rodriguce, (Jan. 25, 2022), p. 70.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of Christopher Rodriguez, (Jan. 23, 20223, p. 70.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview

" of General Charles Anthony Flynn, {Oct. 28, 2021), p. 4.

21

212,

213,

214,

. Select Committee to [nvestigate the Januvary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview

of General James Charles MeConville, (Nov. 4, 2021}, pp. 81-82.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General William Walker, {Dec. 13, 2021), p. 113.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General William Walker, (Dec, 13, 2021), p. 115,

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Steven Andrew Sund, (Apr. 20, 20223, p. 162,
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Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Steven Andrew Sund, (Apr. 20, 2022), p. 161,

Select Committee to Investigate the Januvary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Steven Andrew Sund, (Apr. 20, 2022), p. 160,

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Inferview
of Robert J. Contes, I, (Jan. 11, 2022), p. 80. ’

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Robert 1. Contee, T, (Jan. 11, 2022), p. 80.

Select Cn‘nﬁ‘mittee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the Unlited States Capitol; Transcribed Interview
of Christopher Rodriguez, (Jan. 25, 2022), p. 65.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Christopher Rodriguez, (Jan. 25, 2022}, p. 65,

. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed [nterview

of General William Waller, (Dec. 13, 2021), p. 116.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on.the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General William Walker, (Dec, 13, 2021), p. 116.

. Select Committes to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview

of Steven Andrew Sund, (Apr. 20, 2022), pp. 156-57.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Steven Andrew Sund, (Apr. 20, 2022}, p. 156,

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Steven Andrew Sund, (Apr. 20, 2022), p. 156,

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Walter Piatt, (Nov. 3, 2021), p. 61.

. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview

of General Walter Piatt, (Nov, 3, 2021), p. 59.

. Select Commitiee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview

of General Walter Piatt, (Nov. 3, 2021), p. 57.

https:

o PO-JE-REPOR T i 2.t 42055



3120124,
229,

230.

23

—

232

233,

234,

235,

236.

237.

238,

239,

240,

24

242,

165

1:00 AM FINAL REFORT of the Select Commitee fo Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol
Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Walier Piatt, (Nov. 3, 2021), p. 58.

Select Committee o Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General James Charles McConville, (Nov. 4, 2021), p. 99.

. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview

of General James Charles McConville, (Nov. 4, 2021}, p. 105,

Select Committes to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General James Charles McConville, (Nov. 4, 2021), p. 105,

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitof, Transcribed Interview
of Robert J. Contee, 111, (Jan. 11, 2022), pp. 81-82.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on th¢ United States Cap‘itoi, Transoribed Interview
of General Walter Platt, (Nov. 3, 2021}, p. 59,

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Genera! Walter Piatt, (Nov. 3, 2021), p. 61.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Walter Piatt, (Nov. 3, 2021), p. 59.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Robert 1. Contee, 111, (Jan. 11,2022), p. 82. ’ )

Select Committee to Tnvestigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Robert J, Contee, 111, (Jan, 11,2022), p. 82. )

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Robert I, Contee, 111, (Jan. 11, 2022), p. 82.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Steven Andrew Sund, (Apr. 20, 2022), p. 157,

. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview

of General Walter Piast, (Nov. 3, 2021), p. 59,

Select Committec to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Walter Piatt, (Nov. 3, 2021), p. 63.
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243, Select Committee to Investigate the Janvary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Walter Piatt, (Nov. 3, 2021}, p, 63.

244, Select Committes to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General William Walker, (Dec. 13, 2021), p. 116.

245, Seloct Committee fo Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General William Walker, (Dec. 13, 2021), p. 116.

246, Select Committes to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of General William Walker, (Dec. 13, 2021), pp. 116-17.

247. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Robert J. Contee, I, (Jan. 11, 2022}, p. 85.

248, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Muriel Bowser, (Jan. 12, 2022), p. 59,

249, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Christopher Rodriguez, (Jan. 25, 2022), p. 65.

250. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Christopher Rodriguez, (Jan. 25, 2022), p. 65.

251. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed fnterview
of Steven Andrew Sund, {Apr. 20, 2022), p. 160,

252, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of General Walter Piatt, (Nov. 3, 2021}, p. 60.

2353, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transctibed Interview
of General Walter Piatt, (Nov. 3, 2021), p. 39,

254, Select Commitiee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General William Walker, (Dec. 13,2021}, p. 118,

25

<

. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of General William Walker, (Dec. 13, 2021), p. 118,

256. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of General Willlam Walker, (Dec. 13, 2021), p. 141,
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Select Commitiee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General William Walker, (Dec. 13,2021}, pp. 14142,

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
Barl Matthews, (Dec. 20, 2021).

Select Committes to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
Earl Matthews, (Dec., 20, 2021).

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Intecview of
Earl Matthews, (Dec. 20, 2021).

. Select Committee to Investigate the January. 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview

of General William Walker, (Dec. 13, 2021), p. 141,

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Mark Milley, (Nov. 17, 2021), p. 83.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of General Mark Milley, (Nov. 17, 2021), p. 83.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack 6n the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Mark Miltey, (Nov. 17, 2021), p. 288.

5. Select Committee to Investigate the Janvary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview

of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022}, p. 125.

Select Committee fo Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Mark Milley, (Nov. 17, 2021}, p. 296.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022, p. 124,

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of Ryan MeCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022), p. 143,

Select Committee to Investigate the January Gth Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Mark Milley, (Nov. 17,2021), p. 82 (“So at no time did I and | am pot aware of anyone in the

Pentagon having a conversation with President Trump on the day of the 6th.”)

Select Committee fo Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of General Mark Milley, (Nov. 17, 2021, p. 285,
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271. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Mark Milley, (Nov. 17, 2021), p. 268,

272. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Mark Milley, (Nov. 17, 2021), p. 285.

273, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022}, pp. 95-96,

274, Select Commitiee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitolo Transeribed Interview
of Christopher Milter, (Jan. 14, 2022), p. 96.

275. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
- of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022), p. 96, '

276. Select Comrmittee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022), pp, 97-98. '

277. Select Commitiee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022), pp. 100-01.

278, Select Committee fo Investigate the January Gth Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Tnterview
of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022), p. 98.

279, Select Commitiee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022}, p. 98,

280. Select Committee to Investipate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transciribed Interview
of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14,2022}, p. 98.

281. Select Committes to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022), p. 102,

282: Documents on file with the Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on'the United States
Capitol (Mark Meadows Production), MMOD0789 (January 5, 2021, emalls between Mark Meadows and
John Aycoth, “Re: DC mayor activates National Guard ahead of pro-Trump demonstrations, The Hill).

283, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022), pp. 99-100,

284. Select Commitiee to Investigate the January Gth Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022}, pp. 99-101. (Q: “[D]id you take that as a request for you or an order
to you to deploy 18,000 troops? A[:] No, absolutely not. | interpreted it as a bit of presidential banter or
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" President Trump banter that you all are familiar with, and in no way, shape, or form did I interpret that as an

order or direction.”); (“Q[:] So 1 want to be clear here that—since then, in February 2021, Mark Meadows
said on Fox News that, quote: Even in January, that was a given as many as 10,000 National Guard troops
were told to be on the ready by the Secrotary of Defense, Is there any accuracy to that statement? A1} I'm
not—not from my perspective, T was never given any direction or order or knew of any plans of that
nature.”); (Q: “To be erystal clear, there was no direct order from President Trump to put 10,000 troops to
be on the ready for January 6th, correct? Af:] No. Yeah, That’s correct. There was no direct—there was no
order from the President.”). )

285. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of Muriel Bowser, (Jan. 12, 2022), p. 13.

286, Select Committee fo Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Mark Milley, (Nov. 17, 2021), pp. 78-79. )

287, Select Comumittee to Investigate the Ja'nuax;y 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of General Mark Milley, (Nov. 17, 2021}, pp. 252-53. ‘

288, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of General Mark Milley, (Nov. 17, 2021), p. 253, :

289. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022}, p. 102,

290, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 20223, p. 102,

291, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Intorview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022}, p. 102.

292, Select Commitiee fo Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022}, p. 113 (*So, at 3 o’clock, I gave the order to mobilize the entire
District of Columbia National Guard, however, big they are .. . . everybody show up at the [Armory and], .
.. move them to the Capito!l immediately to support local taw enforcement.”).

293, Select Committee to lnvestigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022), p. 122.

294, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022), p. 124, (emphasis added).
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Select Commiitee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of William Walker, (Dec. 13, 2021), p. 120.

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transoribed Interview
of William Walker, (Dec, 13,2021}, p. 120,

Select Commitiee fo Tnvestigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
Barl Matthews, (Dec. 20, 2021).

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
Timothy Nick, (Dee. 8, 2021).

The two letters referenced include Secretaty Miller's January 4 memorandun setting restrictions on the
Guard and a follow-up letter from Secretary McCarthy on January 5 expounding on those limitations. See
Documents on file with the Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States
Capitol (Department of Defense Production), DoD 00000006 (January 4, 2021, memorandum), DoD
Production DoD 00003493 (January S, 2021 follow-up letter):

Select Commiltes o Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of William Walker, (Apr. 21, 2022), p. 45.

. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Atfack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview

of William Walker, (Dec, 13, 2021), p. 104,

302,

[
f=3
fusd

304,

305.

306.

hilps:#

Setect Commitiee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transoribed Interview
of Clwistopher Mifler, (Jan. 14, 2022), p. 122. ’

. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview

of Christopher Miller, (Jan. 14, 2022), p. 123,

Select Commitiee fo Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitel, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022), p. 104.

Select Commities to lnvestigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of William Walker, {(Apr. 21, 2022}, p. 47; Ear] Matthews, “The Harder Right: An Analysis of a Recent Do
Inspector General lnvestigation and Other Matters,” (Dec. 1, 2021), available at

Maithews-An-Analysis-ofa-Recent-DoD-Inspecior-General-lovestigation-and-Other-Matters-December- 1~

202).pdf.

Select Committee to Tnvestigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transeribed Interview
of William Walker, (Apr. 21,2022}, p. 55.
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307. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of William Walker, (Apr, 21,2022), p. 52.

308. Select Commities to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022), p. 125.

309, Aaron-C. Davis (@byaaroncdavis), Twitter, Jan. 6, 2021 2:55 p.m. ET, available at
hitps:/fwitter.comy/byaaroncdavis/status/ 1346908 166030766080,

31

@«

Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Inferview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4 2022), p. 109, 127, 129,

31

ooy

. Select Commitiee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4 2022), p. 130.

312. Select Commiitee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, {Jan. 20, 2022), p. 49. (“I mentioned that to Chief Carroll, I said, hey, Chief, you know, 1
may just pull everyone back. And he told me, he said, well, right now I may need your Guardsmen who are
on the traffic control polnts, because all of my officers are here at the Capitol, so I don’t have officers out

" there in the city right now, se 1 may need to re-mission those guys for other things, Can you just send me
the personnel from the Armory here? You know, so it was almost like we were talking about splitting, We’ll
use that 90 to support MPD on anything they needed in the city, but 1 can still get, you know, another 200,
250 from the Armory to come to the Capitol now.”). But Assistant Chief Carroll didn’t recall such a
conversation, Select Committes fo Tnvestigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal
Interview of Jeffrey Carroll, (Nov. 18, 2022) (“1 don’t think it happened. It doesn’t sound like something
that would’ve happened.”) Sergeant Major Brooks said it was him who made the recommendation to hold
the first shift at their posts. Select Committes to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States
Capitol, Informal Interview of Michael F. Brooks, (Dec. 13, 2021).

31

Ly

. See Select Commiittee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview
of Stewart Tarp, (Jan. 6, 2022).

314. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
Ken Ryan, (Dec, 9, 2021) (“Those that were on the TCPs on the 6th did not go to the Capitol on the night of
the 6th.™); Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed
Interview of Craig Hunter, (Jan. 20, 2022), p. 81; Select Commitiee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on
the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview of James Charles MeConville,.(Nov. 4, 2021), pp.88-89
(“Well, what T would think was happening during that hour and a half is they’re . . . leaving their check
points, the traffic control points, the 30 traffic control points so that all of those vehicles, they’re hopping in
their cars and they’re driving back in traffic through the [Alrmory and getting set.”); Select Committee to
Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transoribed Interview of General Walter
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Piatt, (Nov. 3, 2021), p. 50 (“They were out on traffic control points. They were doing another job. The
QRF was-across the river, We brought them over to the Armory. But they had to reconfigure, reorganize

now to go into a civil disturbance operation.™).

315. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
David Reinke, (Jan. 6, 2022).

316. Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
David Reinke, {Tan. 6, 2022),

317. Select Committee to Investigate the Januaty 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
Stewart Tarp, (Jan. 6, 2022).

318. Select Commities fo Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
Stewart Tarp, (Jan. 6, 2022).

319, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Informal Interview of
Stewart Tarp, (Jan. 6, 2022).

320, Select Committes to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Businesy Meeting on
the January Gth Investigation, 117th Cong,, 2d sess,, {Oct. 13, 2022), available at
hitpswww.govinfo.eovicommitiee/house-ianuarybth,

=]
jad

. Select Conumiitee to Investigate the Januvary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Bustness Meeting on
the January 6th Investigation, 117th Cong., 2d sess., (Oct. 13, 2022), available at
httpsifwww.govinfo,gov/committeethouse-januarybth.

322, Select Comnittee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022), p. 109; Select Committee fo Investigate the January 6th Attack on the
United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview of Robert J. Contee I, (Jan. 11,2022), p. 86.

32

o)

. Select Committee to Investigate the January Gth Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022), p. 129.

324. Select Committee to Tnvestigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of William Walker, (Dec. 13,2021), pp. 121-22.

325, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of William Walker, (Dec, 13, 2021), p. 108.

326, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capifol, Transcribed Interview
of William Walker, (Dec. 13, 2021), p. 108.
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327. Select Committee to Investigate the Janvary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of James Charles McConville, (Nov, 4, 2021}, pp. 91-92.

328, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022}, p. 107,

329, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022), p. 123. ' )

330. Select Commitiee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Ryan McCarthy, (Feb. 4, 2022}, p. 141.

331, Select Committee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of William Walker, (Dec. 13,2021), p. 121,

332. Select Committee to Tnvestigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of William Walker, (Dec. 13, 2021}, p. 122. (emphasis added).

33

[

, Select Committee 1o Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan. 20, 2022), p. 67. '

334, Select Committee {0 Investigate the Janﬁary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
of Craig Hunter, (Jan. 20, 2022), pp. 63, 70.

335, Select Commiitee to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, Transcribed Interview
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On January 6, 2021, a physical breach of U.S. Capitol Building security ocourred during a Joint
Session of Congress to certify the Electoral College vote. See Appendix A for the United States
Capitol Police’s (USCP or Department) official timeline of events leading up to and during the
physical security breach.

In accordance with our statutory authority Public Law (P.L.) 109-55, the USCP Office of
Inspector General (O1G) began a review of the events surrounding the takeover of the U.S.
Capitol on January 6, 2621, Our objectives for this review were to determine if the Department
(1) established adequate measures for ensuring the safety and security of the Capitol Complex as
well as Members of Congress, (2) established adequate internal controls and processes for
ensuring compliance with Department policies, and (3) complied with applicable policies and
procedurgs as well as applicable laws and regulations. The scope included controls, processes,
and operations surrounding the security measures prior to the planned demonstrations and
response during the takeover of the Capitol building.

We produced this flash report to communicate deficiencies with the Department’s Civil
Disturbance Unit {CDU) and intelligence operations. As part of our on-going work, O1G also
conducted a follow-up analysis of the Department’s implementation of recommendations
contained in Follow-up Analysis of the United States Captiol Police Intelligence Analysis
Division, Investigative Number 2018-1-0008, dated March 2019, to confirm the Department took
the corrective actions in implementing the recomtuendations,

USCP did not have adequate policies and procedures for CDU defining its responsibilities,
duties, composition, equipment, and training, CDU was operating at a decreased level of
readiness as a vesult of a lack of standards for equipment, deficiencies noted from the events of
January 6, 2021, a lapse in certain certifications, an inaccurate CDU roster, staffing concerns for
the unit, quarterly audits thut were not performed, and property inventories not in compliance
with guidance.

The Department should implement detailed policies and procedures that address several aspects
of CDU and its operations. Implementation of the Department’s formal training guidance,
requirements, and lesson plans is crucial to its mission. Formalizing and implementing
equipment standards will provide officers with proper functioning equipment, Additionally, the
Department should require that all types of weapon systems classified as less lethal are staged
prior to large events as well as ensure that additional CDU Grenadiers are trained and certified.

1

Reviaw of the Events Survounding the Janiary 6, 2027, Takaover af the U.5. Capital 2021100038, March 2021

LAW ENFORCEMENT SENSITIVE



180

Ensuring that the Department conducts pertodic safety inspections would prevent expired
munitions fiom being deployed and used. Also, a formal process is needed for management
within CDU to ensure that when munitions do expire they are exchanged appropriately with the
Property and Asset Management Division for proper disposal in a timely manner. Further,
USCP should store its riot shields in the proper temperature-stable climate to prevent
compromise of the riot shield’s life span.

USCP Directive 2055.001, Specialty Pay Program, effective August 1, 2019, states that “the
Chief of Police is authorized to establish and determine positions within the USCP as specialty
assignments or requiring certain proficiencies eligible for additional compensation.” Exploring
options for incentivizing the CDU Program would go a long way toward increasing participation
because of its hazardous nature, As well, holding management accountable for mcomplete coy
audits would enforce controls.

Based on our follow-up analysis, a condition identified in two previous reports, the Department’s
failure to update and document evaluations of its intelligence priorities, reemerged, We also
identified intelligence related deficiencies with the Department’s organizational structure,
training, professional standards, internal controls, and capability to sffectively collect, process,
and disseminate intelligence information.

To increase the efficiency of its intelligence resources, the Department should consider
reorganizing its intelligence functions into a single intelligence bureau. A formal Intelligence
Training Program is a must, otherwise the Department cannot ensure the proper training of its
intelligence employees or ensure that they are up to date on policies and procedures related to
Intelligence and Interagency Coordination Division (IICD) personne] duties, Furthermore,
implementing additional formal guidance that applies to USCP’s collection, processing, and
reporting of information would improve its ability to effectively disseminate intelligence
throughout the Department, Lastly, the Department should address gaps in meeting the
intelligence needs of its operational stakeholders; the lack of training, certification, or.
professional standards for its intelligence analysts; and determine the necessary staffing, security
clearances, and technology IICD peeds to accomplish its mission, See Appendix B fora
complete list of recommendations.

This is the second in a series of flash reports OIG is producing as part of its ongoing review of
the events surrounding the takeover of the U.S. Capitol on January 6, 2021, Therefore, we may
still perform additional, in-depth work related to those areas during our review. We anticipate
that our next flash report will focus on threat assessment and counter-surveillance.

BACKGROUND

On January 6, 2021, a physical breach of U.S. Capitol security occurred during a Joint Session of
Congress to certify the Electoral College vote. See Appendix A for the United States Capitol
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Appendix B

Pagelof4
Listing of Recommendations

Recommendation 1: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police develop
pelicies and procedures that identify and formalize the Civil Disturbance Unit’s
mission, ebjectives, roles, and responsibilities,

Recommendation 2: We recontmend that the United States Capitol Police update
Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) 08-140-01, Civil Disturbance Unit's Qunarterly
Assessment of Assigned Personnel, dated August 25, 2009, SOP 08-140-02, Use of
the PepperBail Systemn, dated October 30, 2019, and SOP 0S8-100-71, Deployment and
Storage of FN 303 Less Lethal Impact Launcher, dated Angust 14, 2013, to reflect
current practices. .

Recommendation 3: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police develop
policies and procedures that identify and formalize the Civil Disturbance Unit’s
training standards, requirecments, and rvesponsibilities,

Recommendation 4: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police develop a
Leadership Civil Disturbance Unit training program that focuses on command
tactics and responsibilities,

Recommendation 5: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police develop
policies and procedures for Civil Disturbance Unit equipment standards and life-
cycle management,

Recommendation 6: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police store riot
shields in a temperature-stable area with conditions designed to maximize the life of
the shield, axd the Civil Disturbauce Unit should create a process for reporting
when the shields are not stored within the guidelines of the manufacturer such as
but not limited to direct sunlight, temperature-stable environment and when they
have been exposed to petrol, diesel, solvents, and exhaust fumes,

" Recommendation 7: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police develop
policies and procedures for outlining the deploying and/or staging all available types
of Jess-lethal weapon systems during Civil Disturbance Unit operations.

Recommendation 8: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police increase
its number of less-tethal weapon systems and explore additional less lethal options.

Recommendation 9 We recommend that the United States Capitol Police train and
certify additional Civil Disturbance Unit grenadiers,
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Appendix B

) Page2ofd4
Listing of Recommendations

Recommendation 10: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police prepare
and stage neeessary operational equipment for events.

Recommendation $1: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police
immediately update SOP No. 08-140~02, Use of PepperBall System, dated

October 30, 2019, to reflect current manufacturer recommendations and
requirements and ensure that grenadiers received the training within the frequency
specified in the updated policy.

Recommendation 12: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police develop
a Standard Operating Procedure that identifies and formalizes the roles,
responsibilities, and reporting requirements for employee listings for the Civil
Disturbance Unit. .

Recommendation 13: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police explore
incentivizing the Civil Disturbance Unit program,

Recommendation 14: We recommend that ¢he United States Capitol Police ensure
that Civil Disturbance Unit liaisons are accountable for properly completing the
Civil Disturbanece Unit audit each quarter and providing it to the Commander of the
Civil Disturbance Unit. ‘

Recommendation 15: We recommend the United States Capitol Police implement a
process that will ensure that procedures for Civil Disturbance Unit inventory and
reconciliation, required by Directive 2083.003, Praperty and Asset Management,
dated October 2, 2017, are fully functioning and operating as required. Specifically,
the Civil Disturbance Unit must conduct physical inventories annually, perform
reconciliations, resolve diserepancies, and provide an updated listing to the property
custodian,

Recommendation 16: We recommend the United States Capitol Police implement an
inventory control for the armory and also recommend a Check-In/Out Log Book
that requires approval by a supervisor for munitions and weapons. A safety
inspection check performed during a check-out would prevent the Civil Disturbance
Unit from deploying expired munitions.

Recommendation 17: We recommend the United States Capliol Police either
acquire an updated version of the 37mm less-lethal weapon or retive the weapon
entirely because the current training for the 37mm weapon system is included in the
certification process grenade launcher type weapon systems.

56
Review of he Events Surrounding the Jamuary 6, 2021, Takeover of the U.S. Capitel 2021-1-0003-8, March 2021

LAW ENFORCEMENT SENSITIVE



183

Appendix B

Page 3 of 4
Listing of Recommendations

Recommendation 18: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police
immediately enforce USCP SOP PS-602-11, Imtelligence Priovities Framework, dated
February 11, 2018, requiring that its Intelligence and Interagency Coordination
Division prepare an Intelligence Priorities Framework annually and subsequently
review the Intelligence Priovitics Framework quarterly.

Recommendation 19: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police seek
approval from the Capitel Police Board and ity Congressional Oversight
Committees to elevate and reorganize its intelligence resources into s Bureau level
entity. )

Recommendation 20: We recommend that the United States Capitol Palice
immediately codify a formal intelligence training program and enforce Standard
Operating Procedure PS-602-03, Intelligence Analysis Division Commander
Responsibilities, dated August 11, 2019, requiring that the Intelligence and

* Interagency Coordination Division (IICD) Commander review and maintain the
Intelligence Training Program for all INCD employees.

Recommendation 21: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police develop
guidance that clearly documents channels for efficiently and effectively
disseminating inteltigence information to all of its personnel,

Recommendation 22: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police
review the draft Standard Operating Procedure titled, Open Source Guidance
Jor Protest Tracking asnd Communication, determine if the draft Standard
Operating Procedure includes all required elements related to the
Intelligence and Interagency Coordination Divisien’s open source
intelligence work, and implement 2 comprehensive policy that covers epen
source intelligence efforts.

Recommendation 23: We recommend the United States Capitol Police implement
formal guidance that will ensure consistent and unified operational reporting across
all intelligence and event planning documents,

Recommendation 24: We recommend the United States Capitol Pelice refine
document reporting that better captures operational impact to include improbable
outcomes based on intelligence, trend data, threats to members, and information
analysis,
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Appendix B

Paged of 4
Listing of Recommendations
Récommendatiun 28 We recommend the United States Capitol Police implement

guldance that will epsure consistency between analyst assessments and docnment
summaries within ity intelligence products.

Recommendation 26: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police
require the Director of the Intelligence and Interagency Coordination
Division develop an action plan within 45 calendar days to improve the
Department’s capability to effectively collect, process, and disseminate

. intelligence information. The action plan should include at a minimwn:

a. A gap analysis to identify the intelligence needs of the Intelligenvce and
Interagency Coordination Division’s operational stakeholders,

b. Ceriifieation and professional standards for intelligence analysts.

* ¢, Training standards for intelligence analysts.

d. Adequate staffing level and organizational structure for the Intelligence and
Interagency Coordination Division, to include establishing group leader or
middle management positions that would expand supervisory coverage.

¢, Regunirements for intelligence personnel to maintain a Top Seeret and
Sensitive Compartmented Information clearance.

f. Identification of any technology or tools that could enhance
Intelligence and Interagency Coordination Division capahbilities.
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Appendix B
Page 1 of 2

Listing of Recommendations
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On January 6, 2021, a physical breach of U.S. Capitol Building security occurred during a Joint
Session of Congress to certify the Electoral College vote. See Appendix A for the United States
Capitol Police’s (USCP or Department) official timeline of events leading up to and during the
physical security breach.

In accordance with our statutory authority Public Law (P.L.) 109-55, the USCP Office of
Inspector General (OIG) began a review of the events surrounding the takeover of the U.S.
Capitol on January 6, 2021. Our objectives for this review were to determine if the Department
(1) established adequate measures for ensuring the safety and security of the Capitol Complex as
well as Members of Congress, (2) established adequate internal controls and processes for
ensuring compliance with Department policies, and (3) complied with applicable policies and
procedures as well as applicable laws and regulations. The scope included controls, processes,
and operations surrounding the security measures prior to the planned demonstrations and
response during the takeover of the Capitol building.

Based on ongoing work, this flash report is designed to communicate deficiencies with the
Department’s Command and Coordination Bureau (CCB). Additionally, to gain a perspective on
Department-wide command and control challenges on January 6, 2021, we contacted 86 USCP
officers and completed interviews with 36 of them who agreed to be interviewed. We also
reviewed 49 after action reports USCP officers and employees completed.

The Department did not have adequately detailed and up-to-date Standard Operating Procedures
(SOPs) in place for CCB or formally establish procedures defining roles and responsibilities for
the Emergency Planning Section. Additionally, the Department did not monitor training in order
to ensure incident management personnel received training as guidance requires. Furthermore,
the Department did not appropriately conduct or document monthly proficiency validations for
Command Center employees, appropriately respond to emergency identifier activations for
officers on January 6, 2021, or appropriately complete its Command Center Daily Check Sheets
as guidance requires.

Based on interviews with USCP officers and review of after action reports, we identified
Department-wide command and control deficiencies related to information sharing, chain of
command directions, communication, preparedness, training, leadership development,
emergency response procedures, and law enforcement coordination. We previously identified
and issued recommendations for certain deficiencies in previous flash reports and intend to
explore law enforcement coordination in a future report. See Appendix B for a complete list of
recommendations.
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Appendix B
Page 1 of 2

Listing of Recommendations

This is the fifth in a series of flash reports OIG is producing as part of the ongoing review of the
events surrounding the takeover of the U.S. Capitol on January 6, 2021. Therefore, we may still
perform additional, in-depth work related to these areas during our review. We anticipate that
our next flagh report will focus on the Department’s Canine Unit and Hazardous Incident
Response Division. '

Recommendation 1: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police review all
Command and Coordination Bureau policies and procedures to ensure they are up to
date and include sufficient detail,

Recommendation 2: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police develop
policies and procedures that identify and formalize the mission, ebjectives, roles and
responsibilities for the Emergency Planning Section.

Recommendation 3: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police immediately
develop procedures designed to track and ensure that employees involved with incident
management receive the training prescribed in Directive 1052.003, Incident Command
System, dated October 16, 2018.

Recommendation 4: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police immediately
develop procedures for ensuring that Command Center employees complete the
monthly proficiency validation prescribed in Standard Operating Procedure CCB-308-
30, Command Center Proficiency Validation, dated August 5, 2619,

Recommendation 5: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police immedintely
develop procedures to ensure the Command Center and Communications staff swiftly
and appropriately respond to emergency identifier activations, as Standard Operating
Procedure CCB-600-19, Radio Emergency Identifier Activations, dated November 17,
2020, preseribes and requires. The procedures should include a system for responding
to emergency activations during chaotic events or crises, when activations may be more
frequent, and officers are more likely to be in life-threatening or emergency situations.
Additionally, the procedures should ensure the Watch Commander is notified of any
activations,

Recommendation 6: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police ensurc that
the Command Center Daily Check Sheets are completed as Standard Operating
Procedure CCB-300-33, USCP Command Center Daily Checks and System Updates,
dated Auagust 6, 2019, requires,

Recommendation 7: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police implement
procedures that ensure officers receive roll call briefings containing pertinent
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Appendix B
Page 1 of 2

Listing of Recommendations

information on potential and actual police hazards, as Standard Operating Procedure
AC-000-96, Roll Call, Inspection, and Checkout Procedures, dated June 7, 2018,
requires.
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Appendix B

Page 1 of 2
Listing of Recommendations

Recommendation 8: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police implement
policies, procedures, training, and equipment that ensure radio discipline and the
ability for all officers to use a radio to effectively communicate information during an
incident.

Recommendation 9: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police implement
rotational policies and career development tracks for its officers and officials.

Recommendation 10: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police implement
procedures that ensure officers are familiar with individual officer emergency actions,
specifie post emergency responsibilities, and area wide emergency proeedures.

Recommendation 11: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police implement
procedures that ensure officials consistently verify officers understand the emergency

procedures of their posts and when emergencies are declared the actions which each
officer is respounsible to execute.

Recommendation 12: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police implement
refresher training for its officials on building security responsibilities and procedures.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On January 6, 2021, a physical breach of U.S. Capitol Building security occurred during a Joint
Session of Congress to certify the Electoral College vote. See Appendix A for the United States
Capitol Police’s (USCP or Department) official timeline of events leading up to and during the
physical security breach.

In accordance with our statutory authority Public Law (P.L.) 109-55, the USCP Office of Inspector
General (OIG) began a review of the events surrounding the takeover of the U.S. Capitol on January
6,2021. Our objectives for this review were to determine if the Department (1) established adequate
measures for ensuring the safety and security of the Capitol Complex as well as Members of
Congress, (2) established adequate internal controls and processes for ensuring compliance with
Department policies, and (3) complied with applicable policies and procedures as well as applicable
laws and regulations. The scope included controls, processes, and operations surrounding the security
measures prior to the planned demonstrations and response during the takeover of the Capitol
building. Based on ongoing work, this flash report is designed to communicate deficiencies with the
Department’s Dignitary Protection Division (DPD) and human capital.

DPD contributed toward the Department’s mission through proper planning and successfully
evacuating individuals under its protection during the events of January 6, 2021. However, DPD
incurred authorization issues with staging evacuation vehicles on January 6, 2021. Additionally,
DPD’s training program lacked a dedicated training staff, facilities issues, and weapon system
training integration. Lastly, DPD did not have a Plan of Action (POA) in place for January 6, 2021,
experienced equipment issues with its issued ballistic vests, and was occasionally not in compliance
with guidance.

USCP could not provide documentation supporting that it implemented Department-wide leave
restrictions or cancellations, or that it issued Department-wide messages for recalls to duty. We
identified deficiencies with the data for sworn Department employees as well as mutual aid
training, coordination, and documentation. The lack of appropriately maintained employee
information could have impeded the effectiveness of the Department’s planning for responses to
future events. The Department should define roles for responding agencies with pre-determined
rally points, designate agency-specific roles based on agency expertise, and ensure employees
potentially involved with incident management receive training to lead mutual aid resources.
Additionally, the Department should immediately develop clear protocols to swear in responding
agencies and retain appropriate records documenting such actions. See Appendix B for a complete
list of recommendations.

Appendix B Page 1 of 2 Listing of Recommendations

41 Review of the Events Surrounding the January 6, 2021, Takeover of the U.S. Capitol 2021-1-0003-G, October 2021 LAW
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Recommendation 1: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police elevate to the Police
Board parking issues concerning Dignitary Protection Division’s evacuation vehicles.
Recommendation 2: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police develop a dedicated
Dignitary Protection Division training cadre that reports to the Training Services Bureau.
Recommendation 3: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police transfer Dignitary
Protection Division training responsibilities to the Training Services Bureau.
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Recommendation 4: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police prioritize training
resources for the Dignitary Protection Division such as exploring options for additional
training facilities and increased scenario-based training with various weapon systems.
Recommendation 5: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police prioritize staffing the
Dignitary Protection Division. :

Recommendation 6: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police’s Dignitary
Protection Division develop a Plan of Action for large events.

Recommendation 7: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police explore ballistic vest
options that accommodate the Dignitary Protection Division’s mission needs,
Recommendation 8: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police immediately enforce
the requirement for information exchange as detailed in Standard Operating Procedure PS-
200-45, Information Exchange Between DPI) and other Entities within PSB, dated November 5,
2014,

Recommendation 9: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police maintain records
that properly identify employee counts and status related to staffing levels.

Recommendation 10: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police define roles for
responding agencies with pre-determined rally points, designate agency-speeific roles based on
agency expertise, and ensure employees potentially involved with incident management receive
training to lead mutual aid resources.
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Appendix B Page 2 of 2 Listing of Recommendations

42 Review of the Evenis Surrounding the Jostary 6, 2021, Tokeover of the U.S. Copitol 2021-1.0003-G, October 2021 LAW
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Recommendation 11: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police develop clear
protocols to swear in responding agencies and retain appropriate records documenting such
actions,
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On January 6, 2021, a physical breach of U.S. Capitol Building security occurred during a Joint
Session of Congress to certify the Electoral College vote. See Appendix A for the United States
Capitol Police’s (USCP or Department) official timeline of events leading up to and during the
physical security breach.

In accordance with our statutory authority Public Law (P.L.) 109-55, the USCP Office of
Inspector General (OIG) began a review of the events surrounding the takeover of the U.S.
Capitol on January 6, 2021. Our objectives for this review were to determine if the Department
(1) established adequate measures for ensuring the safety and security of the Capitol Complex as
well as Members of Congress, (2) established adequate internal controls and processes for
ensuring compliance with Department policies, and (3) complied with applicable policies and
procedures as well as applicable laws and regulations. The scope included controls, processes,
and operations surrounding the security measures prior to the planned demonstrations and
response during the takeover of the Capitol building. Based on ongoing work, this flash report is
designed to summarize recommendations and security enhancements since January 6, 2021.

We identified the status of OIG recommendations, Task Force 1-6 recommendations applicable
to USCP, and security enhancements the Department implemented that were not directly in
response to OIG recommendations. As of December 7, 2021, OIG had issued eight reports as
part of its review of the events surrounding the takeover of the U.S. Capitol on January 6,

2021. The reports included 104 recommendations, and OIG considered 30 of those
recommendations closed. OIG policy is to continue tracking and reporting on the status of all
report recommendations and ensure that final actions on recommendations are taken within 6
months of the date of report issuance and follow-up on the impact of actions taken in response to
recommendations.

OIG reviewed the Task Force 1-6 Capitol Security Review, dated March 5, 2021, and requested
documentation to identify corrective measures the Department implemented in response to the
report. OIG determined the status of certain corrective measures through documentation USCP
provided. For certain other corrective measures, however, the Department either did not provide
documentation to support its status or noted that it had not yet implemented the measures. OIG
noted not all areas of the Capitol Security Reviewwere applicable to the Department and some
recommendations exceeded the scope of the Department.

OIG requested documentation of security enhancements or improvements made after January 6,
2021, not in response to OIG recommendations. The Department responded with a list of
approximately 200 improvements, and OIG determined that 61 of the improvements were
substantiated with supporting documentation. See Appendix B for the Department’s response
with substantiated enhancements highlighted.

This is the final report in a series of flash reports OIG is producing as part of its review of the
events surrounding the takeover of the U.S. Capitol on January 6, 2021.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On January 6, 2021, a physical breach of U.S. Capitol Building security occurred during a Joint
Session of Congress to certify the Electoral College vote. See Appendix A for the United States
Capitol Police’s (USCP or Department) official timeline of events leading up to and during the
physical security breach.

In accordance with our statutory authority Public Law (P.L.) 109-55, the USCP Office of
Inspector General (OIG) began a review of the events surrounding the takeover of the U.S.
Capitol on January 6, 2021. Our objectives for this review were to determine if the Department
(1) established adequate measures for ensuring the safety and security of the Capitol Complex as
well as Members of Congress, (2) established adequate internal controls and processes for
ensuring compliance with Department policies, and (3) complied with applicable policies and
procedures as well as applicable laws and regulations. The scope included controls, processes,
and operations surrounding the security measures prior to the planned demonstrations and
response during the takeover of the Capitol building.

Based on ongoing work, this flash report is designed to communicate deficiencies with the
Department’s Hazardous Incident Response Division (HIRD) and Canine Unit (K-9 or Unit).
Deficiencies included a lack of adequate Department guidance for both HIRD and K-9.

HIRD contributed greatly toward the Department’s mission on January 6, 2021, through
rendering safe multiple hazardous devices and the sweep of the Capitol complex with partner
agencies. However, coordination concerning events between HIRD and the Department’s
operational leadership was flawed, which resulted in misinformation among officers.
Additionally, the Hazardous Materials Response Team (HMRT) lacked the necessary personnel
and equipment to successfully complete its mission. The Department’s lockdown procedures
would be improved by adopting best practices with multiple threats involving hazardous devices.
Lastly, the Department does not have adequate, updated guidance in place for its Advanced Law
Enforcement Response Team (ALERT) and HIRD. The lack of adequate and up-to-date policies
and procedures for HIRD and ALERT creates ambiguity and lack of accountability and
coordination.

The Department did not always comply with guidance related to K-9 operations or training and
did not always ensure K-9 policies and procedures were up to date. A lack of K-9 related training
or operational experience required for officials and formal guidance for emergency procedures,
as well as inadequate hazardous device response guidance could have hampered the efficiency of
the K-9 Unit on January 6, 2021. Without appropriate compliance with, or up-to-date K-9
policies and procedures, the Department could not ensure all K-9 officers were properly trained
and up to date on equipment and procedures necessary to perform their duties. See Appendix B
for a complete list of recommendations.

This is the sixth in a series of flash reports OIG is producing as part of the ongoing review of the
events surrounding the takeover of the U.S. Capitol on January 6, 2021. Therefore, we may still
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perform additional, in-depth work related to these areas during our review. We anticipate that
our next flash report will focus on the Department’s Dignitary Protection Division and Human
Capital,

" Recommendation 1: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police require that
the Hazardous Incident Response Division communicate pertinent event stagmg
‘information to responsible parties at least 1 day in advance..

i

Recommendation 2: We recommend that the United States Capitnl Police prioritize
staffing the Hazardous Materials Response Team,

B_\ecommendation : We recommend that thé United States Capitol Police immediatc!y
develop procedures designed to track and ensure that employees involved with incident
management recelve the training prescribed in Dlrectwe 1052 0‘)3 Incident Cammand

) Sysfem, dated Oetober 16,2018,

Recommendation 4: We recummend that the United States Capitol Police develop
procedures for searching for suspicious items campus-wide and include perimetor
searches once a hazardous device has been confirmed, - ‘

Recommendation 5: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police develop
lockdown procedures that account for factors such as multiple hazardous devices.

Recommendation 6: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police develap
lockdown procedures for all posts on the Capitol Campus. -

Recommendation 7: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police update
standard operating procedare O8-210-01, Recall Procedures, dated August 15, 2016,
and Directive 1056.004, ddvanced Law Enforcement Respame Team (ALERT), dated
Apx il 9, 2019, to reﬂect current practices.

Reeommendation §: We recommend tha( the United States Capitol Police establish
policies that outline the specific training requirements for the Advanced Lay
Enforcement Response Team, Hazardous Devices Section, and Hazardous Materials
Response Team, o :

Reeomumendation 9: : We mcommand that the United States Capitol Police require

Canine [IC-9] Unit officials that do not have previous canine training or experience to
- audit its in-house Basic Explosive Detection Courge or develop an explosxve detection
.. course for supervisors, .
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Recommendation 10: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police revise
Directive 1056.002, Respouse, Conumand, and Conirol of 10-100 NBC or Huzardous
Materials Incident, dated May 15, 2020, to explicitly require the Command Center to
evaluate additional search aveas for undetected devices,

Recommendation 11: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police establish a
written standard operating procedure formalizing emergeney procedures for the
Canine [K-9] Unit.

Recommendation 12: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police immediately
enforce the requirement for Canine [K-9] officers as detailed in the following standard
operating procedures: OS-136-11, Use of Personal Radiation Pagers for K-9 Technicians,
dated February 12, 2020; 08-130-03, K-9 ATLAS Aetivations, dated Decomber 1, 20203
08-130-17, Standards for Explosive Ordinance Detection (EOD) K-9 Team Certification
(RESTRICTED), dated November 5, 2020, ;

Recommendation 13: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police ensure that
Canine [K-9] officers vecolve the required 16 howrs of monthly maintenance training as
identified in standard operating procedures 08-130-17, Standards for Explosive
Orilinance Detection (EOD) K-9 Team Certification (RESTRICTED), dated November 5,
2020, and 008-130-16, Standards for Peyson Borne Improvived Explosive Device (PBIED)
Detection K-8 Team Certification and Mouthly Re-Training, dated October 6, 2020.

Recommendation 14: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police increase the
number of trainers to reduce the Canine [K-9] Technician to X-9 Trainer ratio in order
to increase fraining to meet the monthly reguirement, -

Recommendation 15: We recommend that the United Statés Capitol Police update
standard eperating procedure OS-130-17, Standards for Explosive Ordinance Detection
(EOD) K-9 Team Certification (RESTRICTED), dated November 5, 2020,
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On January 6, 2021, a physical breach of U.S. Capitol Building security occurred during a Joint
Session of Congress to certify the Electoral College vote. See Appendix A for the United States
Capitol Police’s (USCP or Department) official timeline of events leading up to and during the
physical security breach.

In accordance with our statutory authority Public Law (P.L.) 109-55, the USCP Office of
Inspector General (OIG) began a review of the events surrounding the takeover of the U.S.
Capitol on January 6, 2021. Our objectives for this review were to determine if the Department
(1) established adequate measures for ensuring the safety and security of the Capitol Complex as
well as Members of Congress, (2) established adequate internal controls and processes for
ensuring compliance with Department policies, and (3) complied with applicable policies and
procedures as well as applicable laws and regulations. The scope included controls, processes,
and operations surrounding the security measures prior to the planned demonstrations and
response during the takeover of the Capitol building.

Based on ongoing work, this flash report is designed to communicate any deficiencies with the
Department’s counter-surveillance and threat assessment operations. Deficiencies included (a)
outdated or vague guidance, (b) failure to adequately report stop or contact activities, (c) lack of
a dedicated counter-surveillance entity, (d) insufficient resources for supporting counter-
surveillance operations, and (e) inadequate resources for supporting its Threat Assessment
Section (TAS).

The Department did not have adequately detailed and up-to-date guidance in place for its
counter-surveillance and threat assessment operations, which could have led to unclear guidance
and accountability. Additionally, a lack of clear and detailed communication procedures could
have increased inefficiencies with processes as well as led to critical counter-surveillance
information not being appropriately communicated throughout the Department. Furthermore, the
Department did not adequately document, collect, and analyze PD-76 USCP Stop or Contact
Reports, which may have impeded its ability to identify trends or patterns that warranted further
investigation or dissemination.

A stand-alone entity, with a defined mission dedicated to counter-surveillance activities in
support of protecting the Congressional Community, would improve the Department’s ability to
identify and disrupt individuals or groups intent on engaging in illegal activity directed at the
Congressional Community and its legislative process. The entity should be sufficiently staffed to
accomplish its mission and have adequate resources, including dedicated analyst support and a
central desk to exploit, investigate, disseminate, and triage information in real time.

1
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The number of threat cases has significantly increased in the last 5 years. Although the
Department has increased the number of Full-Time Employees (FTEs) within TAS, the section
has experienced issues because of the increase of threats cases. Because its caseload continues to
increase, TAS has been requiring more resources to keep pace with demand without sacrificing
quality. See Appendix B for a complete list of recommendations.

This is the third in a series of flash reports OIG will produce as part of the ongoing review of the
events surrounding the takeover of the U.S. Capitol on January 6, 2021. Therefore, we may still
perform additional, in-depth work related to these areas during our review. We anticipate that
owr next flash report will focus on the Department’s Containment Emergency Response Team
and First Responders Unit. :

Listing of Recommendations

Recommendation 1: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police update the
following standard operating procedures to refleet current practices: (a) Standard
Operating Procedure P8-100-02, Investigations Division Protective Intelligence Team
Responsibilities, dated Mareh 31, 2009; (b) Standard Operating Procedure PS-100-03,
Investigations Division Protective Intelligence Team Assignments, dated March 31, 2009;
(c) Standard Operating Procedure PS-100-06, Investigations Division—Criminal
Intelligence Collections, dated July 7, 2009; (d) Standard Operating Procedure PS-100-
07, Investigations Division—Suspicious Activity Trend Analysis Reporting, November 20,
2609; {¢) Standard Operating Procedure PS-100-08, Investigations Division—Task
Force Assignments, dated July 7, 2009; and (f) Standard Operating Procedure
P8-100-10, Investigations Division (ID) Guidelines and Procedures, dated May 26, 2010,

Recommendation 2: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police establish a
formal policy detailing communication procedures for Counter-Surveillance Agents
including how and what detailed information is communicated through the chain of
command and throughout the Department.

Recommendation 3;: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police establish a
formal policy detailing basic and advanced training requirements for the Threat
Assessment Section and Intelligence Operations Section,

Recommendation 4: We recommend that the United States Capitol Police enforce its
policies regarding completion of form PD-76, USCP Stop or Contact Report, for stops or
contacts officers initiate.

Recommendation 5: We recommend the United States Capitol Police establish a stand-
alone entity with a defined mission dedicated to counter-surveillance activities in
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support of protecting the Congressional Community and that is adequately staffed to
accomplish its mission,

Recommendation 6: We recommend the United States Capitol Police use Investigative
Analysts to augment its counter-surveiliance resourees.

Recommendation 7: 'We recommend the United States Capitol Police establish a
ceniral desk staffed with analysts, agents, and officers that can expleit, investigate,
disseminate and triage information for counter-surveillance activities in real time. The
desk should have a dedicated commander whose focus is on that process and providing
guidance and direction to agents in the field.

Recommendation 8: We recommend the Unifed States Capitol Police inerease the
number of Threat Assessment Agents as the caseload increase.

Recommendation 9: 'We recommend the United States Capitol Police use Investigative
Aualysts to angment its Threat Assessment Seetion at an analyst-to-agent ratio
comparable to its partnering agencies.

Recommendation 10: We recommend the United States Capitol Police consider
previding more of their highest priorify threat cases to the Federal Burean of
Investigation’s Behavioral Analysis Unit Task Force for in-depth analysis of their
priority subjeets. :

3
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Mrs. TORRES. Thank you.

Chairman LOUDERMILK. Again, I would like to thank each of our
witnesses, the whistleblowers, for coming forward to share their
story.

Again, for anyone who is watching who wishes to share their
story with my Subcommittee, please do not hesitate to reach out
at CHA house.gov/whistleblower-support.

To our whistleblowers, Members of our Committee may have ad-
ditional questions for you, and we ask that you respond to those
questions in writing.

Without objection, each Member will have 5 legislative days to
insert additional material into the record or to revise and extend
their remarks.

If there is no further business, I thank the Members for their
participation.

Without objection, the Subcommittee stands adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 12:03 p.m., the Subcommittee was adjourned.]
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