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MS. SANDERS: Light crowd.
Q Sl ow news day.

MS. SANDERS: So |'ve heard.

Good afternoon, everybody. As nost of you, | think, know, Sean is on reserve duty for the rest of this week, so |
will be briefing you today and in the follow ng days. |'ve got a few announcenents here at the top before | take your
questions.

I've an update on the tunnel collapse at the Hanford nucl ear waste site in Washington State. The incident is noving
fromthe emergency phase toward the recovery phase. After extensive testing, we remain confident at this point that there
has been no indication of worker exposure or an airborne radiol ogical release.

Personnel began taking steps to stabilize and fill the hole over the partially collapsed tunnel last night, and we
expect those efforts to be conpleted today. The site remmins closed to nonessential personnel. Dedicated experts on the
ground are | ooking closely at what next steps should be taken with respect to mitigating future tunnel breaches.

I'n Washington, D.C. today, as Sean nentioned yesterday, the President is focused on preparations for his upcom ng
foreign trip. He met this morning with the Russian Foreign Mnister, following on the visit of Secretary of State
Tillerson to Mbscow | ast nonth. A readout of that neeting went out about an hour ago, and |'d refer you to that for
further questions on the neeting.

~ Cutside of D.C., as part of the administration’s ongoi ng effort to address the opioid crisis in America, Secretary
Price continues his listening tour, learning fromthose on the frontlines battling the epidemc. Today he will neet with
officials in Maine and New Hanpshire to di scuss how the adninistration can best support the local initiatives to conbat
this tragedy.

Secretary Zinke is in Uah today, visiting national monunent sites and neeting with |ocal officials to conply with
the President’s executive order that ordered a review of national nonument designations. The Secretary also took another
step to advance the President’s Anerica First offshore energy strategy by reversing an Cbama administration action to halt
scientific research in the Quter Continental Shelf.

And Secretary DeVos is in Daytona Beach, Florida to deliver the commencenent address at Bethune Cookman University.
The university is a great exanple of a topnotch education HBCUs have historically provided and continue to provide to
their students. And | know the Secretary is honored to be there today.

There's al so anot her nugget of big news, as you guys may have been payi n? attention, in regard to the termnation of
the former FBI Director Coney. The President, over the |ast several nonths, lost confidence in Director Comey. The DQJ

| ost confidence in Director Coney. Bipartisan nenmbers of Oongress made it clear that they had lost confidence in Director
Cormey. And npst inportantly, the rank and file of the FBI had |ost confidence in their director.

Accordingly, the President accepted the recomendation of his Deputy Attorney General to renove Janes Coney fromhis
position. Before the news broke, the President spoke to several nenbers of Congress to informthem of his decision.
Those nmenbers are Senate Mpjority Leader Mtch MConnell, Speaker of the House Paul Ryan, Senator Chuck Grassley, Senate
M nority Leader Chuck Schuner, Senator Feinstein, Senator Lindsey Graham House Majority Leader Kevin MCarthy, House
Mnority Leader Nancy Pel osi, and Congressman Bob Coodl atte. Later in the evening, he also spoke to Senator b Corker,
Chai rman of the Senate Committee on Foreign Rel ations.

In addition to all of the big news happening at the Wite House today, it is also ny daughter, Scarlet’s fifth
birthday. And since |'mhere and you guys are, | get to wish Scarlet a happy birthday. And with that, | think her first
bi rt hday wi sh woul d probably be that you guys are incredibly nice. (Laughter.) And now!| will take your questions.

Hal l'ie.

Q Sarah, | think it would be helpful to establish sone of the facts, | have a couple broader questions for you.
So, nunber one, yes or no, did the President direct Rod Rosenstein to wite this meno on Janes Coney?

MS. SANDERS: No, the President had lost -- again, like | said, he'd lost confidence in Director Coney, and, frankly,
he’ d been considering letting Director Coney go since the day he was el ected. But he did have a conversation with the
Deputy Attorney General on Mnday, where they had cone to himto express their concerns. The President asked they put
those concerns” and their recommendation in witing, which is the letter that you guys have received.

So it's the Wiite House's assertion that Rod Rosenstein decided on his own, after being confirned, to review
Coney’ s perf ornance?

MS. SANDERS: Absolutely. And | think nost of America had decided on their own that Director Comey was not the
person that shoul d be |eading the FBI, as evidenced by the numerous comments that we've seen from Denocrat nenbers in the
House and Senate, Republican menbers, menbers of the FBI, and people across the board.

Q Since we're_establishing the facts -- Senator Dianne Feinstein said she was told sonething different directly
fromthe President. The President said he asked Rosenstein and Sessions to reviewthis. |s she lying?

MB. SANDERS: He asked themfor their reconmendation, based on the conversation that they had on Monday. He asked
themto put that recomrendation in witi nP. But they came to himon his own. And again, the President had | ost
confidence in Coney fromthe day he was elected. He wasn’'t sure that he should be --

Then why did Sean say he did? On May 3rd, Sean cane out and said that the President had full confidence in his
FBI Director? Wy did he say that?

MS. SANDERS: Look, | think -- again, he's questioned Director Coney's reason for needi nﬁ to stay at the FBI. He had
count| ess conversations with nenbers fromwthin the FBI. | think one of the big catalysts that we saw was, |ast week, on
Wednesday, Director Coney made a pretty startling revelation that he had essentially taken a stick of dynamte and thrown
it into the Departnent of Justice by going around the chain of command when he decided to take steps without talking to
the Attorn‘% General or the Deputy Attorney Ceneral when holding a press conference and telling themthat he woul d not |et
t hem know what he was going to say --

Q Then why did the President --
MS. SANDERS: -- and that is sinply not allowed.

And sonebody |ike the Deputy Attorney Ceneral, Rod Rosenstein -- who everybody across the board has unequivocally
said, this guy is a nan of upstanding character and essentially the gold standard at the Department of Justice -- when you
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take an action |like that, when you go around the chain of command in the Depar t ment of Justice, then you have to make
steps and take action to make a recommendation to the President. And that's what he did

Q -- Republicans say that they --

-- Russian investigation, Sarah? Does it have to do with the investigation into Russia? How do you respond to
those criticisns?

MS. SANDERS: John, go ahead. We'Ill cone back to that, |'msure.
Unti | Kou said fromthe podiumjust now that the President |ost confidence in himover the |ast weeks and

nont hs we had thought that this was all Rosenstein’s doing. Wen was it that the President |ost confidence in James
Coney? What was the tipping point?

MS. SANDERS: | think it's been an erosion of confidence. | think that Director Comey has shown over the |ast
several nonths and, frankl%/, the last year, a lot of nissteps and mistakes. And certainly | think that, as you've seen
from man% of the comments from Denpcrat nenbers, including Senator Schumer, they didn't think he should be there, they
thought he should be gone. Frankly, | think it's startling that Denbcrats aren’t celebrating this since they' ve been

calling for it for so |ong.
John.
Q Well, hang on --
MS. SANDERS: Ch, a follow up.
Q Don't forget, and | have another one | need to ask you, too.
MS. SANDERS: | think there's a two-question linit around here.

S To follow on that, you said that he made a |ot of missteps and mistakes. Back at the end of Cctober, this
Presi dent V\as.aﬁpl auding the FBI Director when he reopened the investigation into Hllary Clinton’s emails. So he seenmed
quite happy with himat that point. Wat changed?

MS. SANDERS: Well, | think the President’s position. One he was a candidate for President, not the President.
Those are two very different things. Once you take over |eading the Department of Justice that's very different than
being a candidate in a canpaign. As you guys all know, there’'s a very clear distinction between those two things.

I think also having a letter like the one that he received and having that conversati on that outlined the basic just
atrocities in circumventing the chain of conmand in the Departnment of Justice. Ferson of legal mind in authority
knows what a big deal that is, particularly in the Departnent of Justice, partlcul ar K for sonebody |ike the DeputK
Attorney General, who has been part of the Justice Departnent for 30 years and is such a respected person -- when he saw
that, he had to speak up on that action, and | think that was the final catalyst.

And just a real quick question on the neetings this norning. The President is accused by Dermpcrats of trying to
circunvent the Russia investigation by firing Coney, he meets with the Russian Foreign Mnister and the Russian Anbassador
to the United States. He's accused of bei nﬂ Ni xoni an; he neets with Richard Nixon’s Secretary of State. The timng of
all of this, is it just ironic or is this the President poking a finger in his critic's eye?

MS. SANDERS: Look, these were neetings that have been on the books for a while. They didn't just happen this
norning. There's not a strategy to go after the Denocrats on this.

| think, frankly, the saddest thi nP is that the Denocrats are trying to politicize and take away from sonething that
the President should be doing. He should be neeting with the Foreign Mnister. He should be meeting with people |ike
Kissinger. And for themto try to attack himfor doing his job, -- maybe they should spent a little nore time doing their
jobs, and we wouldn’'t have all the problens that we do.

Jonat han.

Q Sarah, isn't it true that the President had already decided to fire Janes Coney, and he asked the Justice
Departnent to put together the rationale for that firing?

MS. SANDERS: No.
Q Wien did he make the decision?

MS. SANDERS: He nade the decision for -- the final decision to nove forward with it was yesterday. But | know that
he’s been contenplating it for a while.

Q But how do you exﬁl ain what Dianne Feinstein says, that the President told her that he was concerned with the
nmess at the FBlI and asked the Justice Departnent to look into it?

MS. SANDERS: | can't speak for Senator Feinstein, but | did speak directly to the President and heard directly from
himthat he, again, had been considering letting Director Conmey ?0 pretty nuch since the day he took office, but that
there was no request by himto have a review at the Departnent of Justice.

Q But was the reason for the firing what was witten by the Deputy Attorney CGeneral? |Is that why he did it?

Ng. SANDERS: That was, | think, the final piece that noved the President to make that quick and decisive action
yest er day.

Q What did he mean in the letter that he wote informng Conmey that he was being fired -- he said, on three
separate occasi ons Coney had told hi mthat “l amnot under investigation.” What were those three occasions that the FBI
Director told the President that he wasn't under investigation?

MS. SANDERS: |'mnot going to get into the specifics of their conversations, but | can tell you that Director Coney
relayed that information to the President.

Jeff.

Q Following up on that, Sarah, did the President ask Direct Coney whether he was under investigation when they
wer e
-- when they had these neetings?

MS. SANDERS: Again, |I'mnot going to go into the specifics of their conversations.

. I's the Wite House concerned that -- he obviously made a decision to stick that in the letter and to make that
public. Are there any concerns that it was inappropriate that they had that type of a conversation?

MS. SANDERS: No.
Charlie.

How i nportant was the FBI Director’s failure to stop the | eaks coning out of the FBI to the President? How
inmportant was that?

MS. SANDERS: | think that's probably one of the many factors. You can't deny somebody -- that that wasn't a
problem And so | think that was just another one of the nany reasons that he no |onger had the confidence of the
President or the rest of the FBI.

Q Can we expect nore firings fromthe Justice Departnent?

MS. SANDERS: Not that |I’'maware of today. (Laughter.)
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Q Going forward, does the President want the Department of Justice to shut down what he’s called a “taxpayer-
funded charade” investigation?

MB. SANDERS: He wants themto continue with whatever they see appropriate and sees fit, just the same as he's
encouraged the House and Senate conmittees to continue any ongoing investigations.

Look, the bottomline is any investigation that was happening on Mnday is still happening today. That hasn't
changed. And, in fact, we encourage themto conplete this Investigation so we can put it behind us_and we can continue to
see exactly what we've been saying for nearly a year, there’s no evidence of collusion between the Trunp canpai gn and
Russia. And we'd love for that to be conpleted so that we can all nove on and focus on the things that, frankly, | think
nost of Americans are concerned with.

Q Even if they keep on wasting taxpayer nobney, he wants it to continue?

MS. SANDERS: Look, nobody wants to waste taxpayer noney. | think the President has nade a priority of this, That's
anot her reason we'd love for it to come to conpletion. But at the same tinme, | know that you all will not let this go
until it does. And so we'd love for that to be conpleted. Let’'s put it behind us. Let’'s nove on, and let’s focus on

what we need to do to turn our country around.

. Sarah, two questions. One, was the White House aware at the tinme of this decision and announcenent that grand
jury subpoenas in the case of Mchael Flynn had just gone out?

MS. SANDERS: No, nor would we -- should we have been.
Q Do you know anythi ng about that process?
MS. SANDERS: No, | don't. I'd have to refer you to --

. ~ And does the Wite House believe that if these FBI investigations are going to proceed in these allegations of
Russian interference, do you support continued funding, and support who to | ead that investigation? Wo is going to be
running that right now? Are you confident that that could be MCabe, or does it have to be somebody el se?

MS. SANDERS: Right now | believe that would fall to the Deputy Attorney General, Rod Rosenstein. And we are
incredibly confident in his abilities, as | believe you can tell by the rest of the Senate, including many Denocrats, are
as well. "Gyven the fact that he was confirmed 94 to 6 and had overwhel ning praise fromboth sides of the aisle, | think
there’s conplete confidence in him

And anot her reason, frankly, for Director Conmey to be out of the way so that theK' can have sonebody |eading this
effort that everybody across the board has respect and confidence in. Nobody wants this to be finished and conpleted nore
than us so that we can focus on what we need to do here.

. .~ Sarah, the President said -- or excuse nme -- Sean Spicer said just a week ago today the President has confidence
inthe Director. So, again, |I'msorry for not understanding this, but what has happened in the | ast seven days to shake
the confidence? Was Sean lying at that point? O did sonmething happen in the |last seven days?

MS. SANDERS: O course, you'd love to add that in. But certainly not. Again, | think one of the big things that
took place was the process in the hearing on Wednesday where, again
-- not to sound like a broken record, but since you guys keep asking the sane questions, | guess it’s only fair that |
keep giving the sane answers -- but you have sonebody, the Director of the FBI, who reﬁorts to the Deputy Attorney
General, going around the chain of command. That's sinply not okay. That's not something that is allowed in the justice
system nor should it be. That's a huge problem That, along with the corrections that had to take place over the |ast,
| believe, 48 hours, those are all big problenms and another, I think, kind of final piece that pushed the President to
neke the decision that he di

Q Does he regret not doing it earlier, like on January 20th or January 21st?

MS. SANDERS: No, | believe the President wanted to give Director Coney a chance, but he feels that he nade the right
decision, certainly.

Q Wiy did he do as he did it, if |I could ask? Wy did he have one of his long-tinme security advisors hand-deliver
a letter to the FBI when the FBI Director was, in fact, in Los Angeles? Didn't he deserve a phone call or a face-to-face
conversation? Wiy did he decide to do it like that?

MB. SANDERS: He followed the proper protocol in that process, which is a handwitten notification. And at the sane
ti#re, no (rjmtter how you fire sonmeone, 1t’'s never an easy process, and so he felt like follow ng protocol was the best
thing to do.

Q Does he plan to speak to hinP
MS. SANDERS: |’'mnot aware of that conversation.

Q  Was the President aware that James Comey asked for nore resources in the Russia investigation? And did that
factor into his decision to get rid of M. Coney, the Director?

MS. SANDERS: Not that |I'maware of, and | think that would be a better question for the Departnent of Justice.

Can | ask a followup? On the carrﬁai gn trail, President Trunp frequentl?/ said “lock her up,” and he criticized
the Department of Justice for not being harsh enough on Hillary Cinton. He actually praised Director Coney in Cctober
for having the guts to reoFen the investigation. Wy was he noved by a letter that said that Director Conmey was, if
anything, too harsh on Hllary Cinton? Wy does that nove the President to fire hinf

MS. SANDERS: Again, | think you're looking at two very different positions. The President was wearing a different
hat at that time. He was a candidate -- not the President. Those circunstances certainly change when you becone the
President. And again, when you go around the chain of command in the Departnent of Justice, when you, like |I said before,
throw a stick of dynanmite into the Departnent of Justice, that's a big problemand it’'s one that cannot be ignored.

Q But he already knew that, didn't he, Sarah? He already knew what M. Coney had done.

MS. SANDERS: | think that this was -- ny understanding is Wednesday was the first tinme the Director had openly and
publicly made that statement and made that clear.

The statenment today on the President’s neeting with Foreign Mnister Lavrov did not include anything on the
reported incidents of violence in Chechnya against people in the LGBT community. |s the reason why that wasn't included
in the readout is because the President is not informed on the issue?

MS. SANDERS: |'msorry? Could you speak up a little bit?

Q Sure. |Is the reason why that wasn't included in the readout is because the President isn't informed about the
reports of anti-gay violence in echnya?

MBS. SANDERS: Look, | nean a lot of times there are parts of the conversation that aren't specifically included in a
readout. But |I'mnot aware -- | haven’'t had that conversation, so | don't know. | wasn't part of that meeting, so |
can't speak to every detail. And I'd have to refer you to the readout on the specifics of what | know was di scussed.

Q Has the President been briefed on this issue generally?

Q Was Syria --

Q Has the President been briefed on this issue generally?

MS. SANDERS: That's sonething I'll have to get back to you on. |1’mnot 100 percent sure.

) You said you want the Russia investigation to continue at DQJ. Wuld the Wite House oppose the appointment of
a special prosecutor to continue to look into -- to continue the investigation?

DOI-2018-06 02071



_MS. SANDERS: W don't think it’s necessary. You've got a House committee, a Senate conmittee, and the Departnment of
Justice all working on this. | don't think that there’'s a necessary need at this point to add that. You've got the
Deputy Attorney General, who | would say is about as independent as it comes due to the fact that he has such bipartisan
support.

Wat gives you such confidence that the rank and file within the Bureau lost faith in the FBI Director? There's
a special agent who is inside, who wote us, who said: “The vast maj Orltﬁ of the Bureau is in favor of Director Coney.
This is a total shock. This is not supposed to happen. The real losers here are 20,000 front-line people in the
organi zati on because they |lost the only guy working here in the past 15 years who act ual | y cared about them”

So what’'s your response to these rank-and-file FBlI agents who disagree with your contention that they lost faith in
Director Coney?

MS. SANDERS: Look, we've heard from countless nenbers of the FBI that K very different things. |In fact, the
President will be neeting with Acting Director MCabe |ater toda% to discuss that very thing -- the norale at the FBI --
as well as nake an offer to go directly to the FBI if he feels that that’'s necessary and appropriate. And we'll certainly
provide further information on that nmeeting for you guys.

The organi zation that represents FBI agents is asking for a voice in the selection process of M. Coney's

successor. |s that something the President supports?
M5, SANDERS: | haven’'t had that conversation, but | know, at this Eoi nt, it's being run through the Departnent of
Justice. And so | would refer you to themon what that process |ooks like at this point in tine.

Q Thanks, Sarah. Who did the President consult before making the final decision to fire Janes Coney?

deci MS. SANDERS: The President spoke with a nunber of individuals, but at the end of the day, it was the President’s
eci sion.

Q And in between Mnday night and Tuesday, when he decided to fire the FBI Director, did he speak again with the
Deputy Attorney General or the Attorney General ?

MS. SANDERS: | know that they spoke on M)nday, and | believe the next followup was actually in witing. They may
have spoken, as well, but 1'd have to doubl e-check

. Just to be clear, so is it accurate to pull away fromthe information that we have that Monday night the
President made the final call, said | want this in witing as a recommendation, and then took that recomendation as the
evidence that he wanted to prOVI de to fire James Coney?

MS. SANDERS: M understanding is the decision was actually nade on Tuesday, but the first conversation that he had
was_ on _an?ay, hvslnen there was an oral recomendation nade, and the President requested that he see that in witing to
review it further

Bl ake.

Sarah, thank you. You sa?/ you want to move on and focus on the thing that Americans care about. So let me ask
you about that. You' re somewhat hal fway honme on healthcare. You still have tax reformto do, a spending bill, debt
ceiling, and infrastructure. That's just a handful.

MS. SANDERS: Pretty big list.

Q Pretty big list, right? But what happened yesterday, %lou coul d argue, just w dened the divide and nade D.C.
politics nore toxic. So how do you go about acconplishing al those things with, now, the heightened political
environnment that we're in?

MB. SANDERS: Frankly, I'msurprised that it did create a divide since you ve had so many Republicans and Denocrats
repeatedly calling for Director Comey to be gone.

Frankly, | don’t think it matters what this President says, %ou re going to have Denocrats come out and f|ght hi m
every single step of the way. | think that’s one of the things that’s wong with Washington, and | think that’s one of
the reasons that we’ve got to get back to focusing on those issues and, frankly, draining the swanp a little bit further.

Q Was he surprised by the Denocratic backlash? Did he anticipate it, considering some of the past statenents?

MS. SANDERS: How could he have, considering the fact that mpbst of the people that are declaring war today were the
very ones that were beggl ng for Director Coney to be fired? |If HIIarK Cinton had won the election -- which, thank God,
she didn't -- but if she had, and she had been in the same position, e woul d have fired Coney i medi ately and the very
Denocrats that are criticizing the President today woul d be dancing in the streets celebrating. So it’'s just the -- |
think, the purest form of hypocrisy.

Jenni fer.

Thanks, Sarah. Two questions. One, there’'s a report in Israel that indicates the President has made a decision
not to nove the U.S. enbassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem Can you confirmthat? Has he nade a decision on that?

MS. SANDERS: The President has not made a decision yet, and is still reviewing that.

Q Al so, President Erdogan, in his speech, | think, this nmobrning, warned the President against noving the enbassy
to Jerusalem Does that warning and warning fromother Arab | eaders play into his decision as he's considering this nove?

~ MB. SANDERS: |’'mnot going to get into the decision- makl ng Erocess here. Al | can tell you is that he's still

reviewing it, and as soon as we have a decision, | know we’ll appy to report back to you guys.

John.

Q Thank you, Sarah. Two questions, both related to the selection of a successor to Director Coney. Wen
President Carter chose a FBlI director, he had a blue ribbon panel advising him Presidents dinton and anma i ntervi ened
several candidates. |s the President going to follow this pattern, or does he have some individual in mnd at this point?

MS. SANDERS: Right now, | know that there are several individuals being considered, and the first step will be
determning the acting -- or, excuse me, the interimdirector. And that is being handl ed through the Department of
Justice, and | would refer you to them for right now.

And the other question | was going to ask was --
SANDERS: Ch, yeah, | forgot you ve got two.

1’ve got two. |'mpretty nice, Charlotte, aren't |?
Charl otte?

SANDERS: Scarlet. But that's okay. (Laughter.)

He doesn’t get a question anynore.

SANDERS: It’'s a Southern baby.

Who's Charlotte?

Her daughter. Who's had a birthday.

5005050050

SANDERS: Just want to nake sure we got that in again. Happy birthday, Scarlet.
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Q Scarl et!
M5. SANDERS: “Gone with the Wnd,” conme on, John.

was going to say it is a fact that the Association of Former FBI Agents and Veterans of the Bureau generally
pref er r)eopl e who have been agents thensel ves or have a background in the FBI. Only two former agents have been director
In the last four decades. WII the President consider current or forner agents for the position?

MS. SANDERS: | would say that he’s not ruling anything out at this point. But again, as of today, the Departnent of
Justice is handling the first step in this process.

Q Shoul d the Attorney General, who has recused hinself fromthe Russia investigation, have any role in the
sel ection of a successor? And given the fact that in his 100- daK interviews, the President hinself said he had confidence
in Director Coney, at this podiumthe Anerican people were told he had conhdence in Director Coney, can people take at
facg val ue what the President says about personnel issues like this, or his views on things, if just two weeks later, he's
out

MS. SANDERS: Absol utely, you can take full confidence in the words of the President. |In terns of whether or not
Attorney General Sessions shoul d have a role -- look, the FBI is doi ng a whole |ot nore than the Russia investi gation. |
know everybody in this room and grobably nost of the nmedia around the world would like to think that’s the FBI's sole
resFonS| bility, but that's probably one of the snallest things that they’ ve got going on their plate, and the 20,000

npl oyees that work there. And so he should absolutely have a role in seeing who runs that agency and that departnent.

Zeke.
Q Thanks, Sarah. Does the President have confidence in the Acting Director?
MS. SANDERS: Yes, he does.
Ckay. And secondly, you nentioned earlier that you' re encouraging the FBI to nove on fromthe investigation.

Is it appropriate for the Vhi te’ House to be directing the FBI what to do with any investigation they're currently
i nvestigating?

~ MB. SANDERS: | don't think that that was the nature or the intent of ny comment, wasn't to direct the FBI, but |
think it's smPIy -- we're fully conmpliant with helping this process nove along. W'd like to see it conpleted so that,
frankly, all us can nove on and focus on things that Blake listed earlier, like tax reform Iike healt care, like

infrastructure. Those are big Erograms big priorities for this adm ni stration. And, frankly, what we'd like to be the
nunber-one thing that we're tal king about here, today, every single day, is not FBI lnvestlgatlons but things that,
frankly, affect American voters and American taxpayers every single day.

Q Wat exactly precipitated the Monday meeti n% Was that because of the hearing |ast week and what he said
there? O did the l\/bnday nmeeting that the President had with the DQJ officials come out of a |onger process of
consi deration of Coney?

MS. SANDERS: The Departnent of Justice officials were here for other business, not speuflcally to nmeet with the
President on that. The topic came up, and they asked to speak with the President, and that’s how it noved forward.

Q Did the President previously talk to Attorney General Sessions or Deputy Attorney Rosenstein about the
possibility of going this way with Coney?

MS. SANDERS: Not that |'maware of, no.

Q Did it cone uP in the discussion process before the confirmation that the President was considering nomnating
Rosenstein -- did he tal k about Coney wi th Rosenstein then?

MS. SANDERS: No, not that |’maware of.

Q The President’s statenent that he tal ked to Coney about whether or not he was being investigated rai ses several
uestion(sj. Can you tal k about why you're not willing to add any nore to that about who asked for that and why that was
i scussed?

MS. SANDERS: Who asked for what? |1’'msorry.

Q About whether or not -- | nean, the President seems to be tryi nﬁ to exonerate himself in this. | nean, can you
tal k about why you won’t add anynore to what that conversation was, how that took place, when it took place --

Q The three occasions -- could you clarify those three occasions and who initiated?

MS. SANDERS: Again, |I’mnot going to get into the specific details. 1'Il check and see if we have followup on
that. But at this point, I'’mnot going to conment any further than what was spelled out in the letter.
| Q Wy was it in the letter? If you don't want to clarify or comment, why was it put in the letter in the first
pl ace?

MS. SANDERS: Look, | think it was something that is far above ny pay grade -- was decided to be included. And
again, I'mnot going to get into the specifics of that.

Thanks, guys, so nuch.
END 2:18 P.M EDT
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