


 2 

deeply disappointing, as you had led me to believe you would not engage in the kind of 

obstructive behavior that has come to characterize so many during this administration.  

 

As you know, the Committee was compelled to expand the scope of its investigation after 

learning of serious allegations of improper politicization of intelligence and political interference 

in I&A’s mission and activities. A whistleblower reprisal complaint filed on behalf of your 

predecessor, former Acting Under Secretary for Intelligence and Analysis Brian Murphy, details 

a sustained and disturbing pattern of misconduct by senior Trump Administration officials within 

the White House and DHS. The complaint alleges repeated violations of both statutes and 

regulations, abuses of authority, attempted censorship of intelligence analysis, and improper 

administration of an intelligence program related to Russian efforts to influence the U.S. 

elections. Certain aspects of the complaint, moreover, appear consistent with public reports and 

information gathered by the Committee as part of its oversight work.  

 

As noted in the Committee’s September 9 letter requesting Mr. Murphy’s deposition, 

such allegations—individually and as part of a broader pattern of improper political 

interference—fall squarely within the unique oversight and legislative jurisdiction of the 

Committee and, thus, are legitimate and necessary subjects of investigation.4 The Committee, 

moreover, has the necessary jurisdiction to investigate matters raised in a whistleblower 

complaint filed by a member of the Intelligence Community. 

 

The Committee, therefore, has a duty to independently scrutinize and substantiate 

allegations of such a serious nature by the former head of an Intelligence Community element. 

Just as the Committee cannot simply accept, without undertaking its own inquiry, representations 

by Mr. Murphy, it cannot accept at face value Mr. Chad Wolf’s denials, including as represented 

in the Department’s carefully worded assertion—phrased in the present tense—that the 

Department “stands by the Acting Secretary’s statements from last week that any accusations 

that DHS is improperly holding or delaying intelligence for political considerations is false” 

(emphasis added).5 Even if the Department were no longer engaging in the reported 

misconduct—something we can likewise not assume—it is vital that the Committee ascertain 

any wrongdoing, past or present, and act to prevent it from occurring again. 

 

The Committee has the constitutional authority and institutional responsibility to exercise 

its oversight and investigative authority to determine the facts and, as necessary, develop 

legislative reforms to ensure abuses do not persist and are prevented in the future.6 The 
 

4 Letter from Chairman Adam B. Schiff to Mr. Brian Murphy, September 9, 2020, available at 

https://intelligence.house.gov/uploadedfiles/20200909_-_dhs_interview_-_brian_murphy_letter.pdf. 

 
5 Letter from Beth Spivey, Assistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, U.S. Department of Homeland Security, to 

Chairman Adam B. Schiff, September 14, 2020.  

 
6 In its September 14, 2020, letter, the Department bizarrely charges that the Committee—which authorizes and 

oversees the activities of all elements of the Intelligence Community, including I&A—has yet to explain the 

“legislative purpose” of its investigation. Id. This assertion is false. In fact, the Committee repeatedly has described 

to the Department and I&A the oversight and legislative objectives of the investigation. For instance, the 

Committee’s August 19 letter explained that, in connection with its investigation, the Committee “is exploring 

legislative options to clarify I&A’s authorities and mission and institute necessary guardrails moving forward.”  

 

https://intelligence.house.gov/uploadedfiles/20200909_-_dhs_interview_-_brian_murphy_letter.pdf







