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AUSA adz[/ft,‘vm ,{ [ CAN| PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION

1. Participated in sevleral meetings with SA's Re&cﬂ and
thght and always w1tnessed a professional relationship and saw
no evidence [of any hOStlllty towards one another.

21 Can prov1de lnformatlon.regardlng the difficulties which
existed between Chlcago and Milwaukee due to the duplicate
criminal 1nvestlgat:|.ons of! both offices.

1
3! Can provide informationl regarding SA Wright's many attempts to
prevent conflicts the Mllwaukee Division and SA Lee i
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FORMER AUSA ;
CAN PROVIDE THE FOT.LOWING FNFORMATTON

Part1c1pdted in several| meetings with SA's i&ey&i? and

Wright and always w1tnessed a professional relationship and saw

no evidence |of any hOStllltY

21

t
Can prov1de information regarding the difficulties which

e%lsted between Chicago and Milwaukee due to the duplicate
criminal 1nvestlgat10ns of| both offices.

3
h:
W

That follow1ng the blrth of hisg son in 1999, SA Wright gave
im a personallzed baby lamp for his son (another example of SA

right's providing gifts to friends and co-workers.)
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FORMER AUSA MARK FLESSNER CAN SUPPLY THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION

Informatlon regardlng Sk Wright's investigative efforts

1

regarding the Chicago criminal investigation.

2. Lack of any host:.l:uty or problems between SA's 2@3& and
Wright durlng the January Frlp to Israel.

3. The incident in the Jerusalem hotel room where SA. Regc?
teold AUSA Flessner she Would like to slap his face.

4! SA _ }Zéﬂ&é’ demeanor|towards SA Wight and AUSA Flessner
durlng and follow1ng the January trip, to include friendly

e

:uLn

pril 1999, |trip to Israell. That during SA

okes/verbal jabs from her]to him.

Lack of hostility qetwegn SA's Jeéascg - and erght durlng the

panic

attack in Bethlehem, she repeatedly asked SA Wright to go back to
the hotel in Jerusalem with her.

6

SA Wright's many attempts to prevent problems from developing

between Milwaukee and,Chlcago between January and August 1999.
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SA JOHN VINCENT
CAN PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION

Participated in several

1

Can prov1de information
existed between Chlcago arn

!

crlmlnal 1nvest1gatlons of| both offices.

3. Can provide informatlon
to make thlngs work between SA's }%guz
others would tell him

to glve up on her.

meetings with SA's KegQ and
always w1tnessed a professional relationship and saw
o evidence |of any hostlllty towards one another.

regarding the difficulties which
d Milwaukee due to the duplicate

that SA Wright was always attempting

and Wright, even when




SSA f _CAN S?PPLY THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION

1: That SA Wright and SSA Jg@af’ had lunch together while in
Israel during January 1999L During lunch, SA Wright summarized
his C 1cago|HAMAS 1nvestlgatlon and future goals That SSA
F'ar stated “You really do know what you're doing!” SSA
Faan - then expla:.ned that in December 1998, SSA Parn C[}Mla,,/
FBIHQ lnternatlonal Terrorism Unit communlcated information that
SA Wright was out of dontrol and had no idea what he was doing
wzth his Chlcago crlmlnal investlgatlve efforts of the HAMAS
Terrorlst organlzatlon !

I
2| Explain the constaAt frustration SA's Eiéfkf7 " and Wright had
w1th the AUSA's and.Attorney ﬁ?fﬁf 4KDOJ during the entire
Israel tr1p|1n January, 1999 £ durrthg the second night, how
'SA? L~ and Wright remalned behind in Tel Aviv when the

others went |on to Jerﬁsalem

3. That out |of frustratlonLW1th the attorney's, during a meeting
1nva hotel room in Jerusallm SA -e¢d§ " told AUSA Mark Flessner
that she would like tq glap him in the fac&. After a brief
exchange of {words between Fhe two, SA fﬁé&&jzih left the xoom and
went back to her room to cry. )
4’ That durlng the entire Lanuary trip, SA’s }2&2562. and Wright
got along extremely well. 'They had breakfast together, went
51ghtsee1ngltogether and worked together in the evening at the
h?tel |

55 That he entered the hotel room(s) that SA’s 62? dZ’ and
erght Were|work1ng 1n together and witnessed ndthing unusual.
He witnessed the SA's sharlng bottles of wine in the evening.
He was able|{to enter the room(s) at anytime and did not believe
or suspect that anything inappropriate was taking place.

6! That on several ocqa51ons following the trip, SA_ 652352 -
told him that she was very happy to be working with SA Wrighi- and
“douldn't believe how mpch alike” they were.

\

|

71 Followmng the trlplln which a strong friendship and working
relatlonshlp had develope Ibetween the FBI Agents, he had a
p+cture of the SA A “ and Wright on a camel superimposed
onto a t- shirt. He tﬁen gave both SA's Re e, and Wright a t-
shirt. T

8. That on several occaslon SA Wright explained the many problems
whlch would |occur should Mllwaukee attempt to open a duplicate
investigation of the Chlcago case.

9! That SA.ﬁng;égﬁz opened a duplicate criminal investigation.

!
10. That ac%user would complain to him following telephone calls
between herself and sa Wright.
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11. That in|April 1999, he| received a “frantic call from SA
i st ating, "He's g01ng it again! He's doing it again!” She
xplalned tlr}at SA Wri bt hhd left another disturbing message on
her voice ma:l.l._ 1:|.stened to the first message and did not
f1nd anyth:Lng wrong. He then listened to the second message
wh:Lch was left to cleafr up| any misinterpretation of the first
message and iagain found nothing wrong.
I
12. That in Apr:!.l 1999, during a visit to Chicago ﬁ)f‘ mentioned
the incident in paragraph 11 to SA Wright and asked, ‘Was there
some hidden lmessage in your mess that only you and she would
upderstand"i SA Wright :Lnformed # that he was to the point he
never wanted to talk to her agaln because of her constant
mlslnterp etata.on of conversations. SA Wright was disturbed by
SAa _Z' compla:.nlng |about telephone conversations when
there was no indications that she was upset. ﬁf,fﬁ encouraged SA
Wright to ndt give up |on h|er and continue working with her.
13. Explain {SA Qaeﬂff Tdemeanor on 7/21/99, after 'bd;yu
J.nformed that her—dupiicate criminal investigation was going to
be closed and consolldate into the Chicago investigation.
!
14. That on 7/2 99, Egratelephoned SSA Gossfeld and told him
about SA : trum following notification of her case
being closed TTThat” he told SSA Gossfeld, “She’s ready to -jump off
albridge.” She stated, “He won! He won!” Referring to the
congolidation of her case into SA Wright'’s investigation.
I
15. Explain |that é}“pnever I:|.nforme<:1 SSA Gossfeld or SA Wright
about Sh_ L T past problems of misinterpreti
s
conversaticns and retaliation against SSAWO% 7h //g 1 ips
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SSA GOSSFELD CAN SUPPLY THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION

(:) 1; That in éecember 1927, prior to SSA Gossfeld's arrival in
Chicago during January 1998, SSA ﬂf&@[mﬁp ,FBIHQ

i Internatlonal Terrorism Un1t comfunTcaces information that SA

‘ erght was out of conﬁrol and had no idea what he was doing with
hlS Chlcago]crlmlnal 1nvestlgat1ve efforts of the HAMAS Terrorist
organlzatlon i l
2! Agent erght's 1nvestlgat1ve efforts against HAMAS since
1994 To 1nclude the openlng of a sub-file on Jamil Sarsour,

HAMAS member and Mllwaukeefre51dent on 2/4/97.

oo 31 SA erghts effortsgto share all information developed on
o HAMAS with approxlmately 42 FBI Divisions from four data bases he
created. 1

4! SA erghts 1nvest1$at1ve efforts to link US based HAMAS
members (Naturallzed US Cltlzens) to the tralnlng, financing and
1nternatlonal travel QO commit terrorist attacks in Israel which
resulted 1n|spe01flc deaths As a result of SA Wright's efforts,
on dune 8, 1998 the Uhlted States Government seized $1.4 million
dollars in terrorlst funds| fxrom HAMAS members and a front .
organlzatlon in Chicago.

44 The flrSt meeting between SA ﬂgeﬁ "and SA Wright on
11/10/98 regardlng Jamil Sarsours arrest in Israel. Chicago’s
(:) roll as the |criminal 1nvestlgators and Milwaukee's role as
1nte111gence 1nvestlgators. Milwaukee's admisgsion they did not
belleve Sarsour was a memb#r of HAMAS. BSA Wright's presentation
11nking Sarsour to HAMAS as far back as 1989. SA ;2623425;
démeanor following th@s presentatlon. o
51 Agent erghts statements following the Janua 1999, trip to
Israel about. his becomlng friends with SA ﬁZehg during the
trlp and believed theﬂ wou%d work well together.
6. That he saw nothlng more than profe931ona1 behavior between SA
and sA erght durlng meetings in Chicago, Milwaukee and

i I

i r

I 7! How SA Aaeégﬁ? openedla duplicate criminal investigation of

! the Chicago 1nvestlgatlon and issued subpoena's for the_ _same
flnanc1al records Chlcago had already subpoenaed. SA ﬁl &

conducted thlS activity behlnd Chicago's back. Came to light
w?en banks contacted ﬂhlcago about Milwaukee subpoena’s.

Bi How SA Wright briefed him ‘mmedlately following telephone
conversatlons with SA /@ since calls would be made from
her superv1sor and front office regarding the telephone callg and

éagf)?h' allegatlons.

o !
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9! How SA Wr:Lght expre’ssed confusion over the calls from SA
geﬂ_f superv:l.sor s:.nc:e there was no indication during the
telephone conversations that SA _Repd’ was upset.

18. SA Wr:i.ghts many attempts from the becrlnn:!.ng (r1/10/98) to
head off any problems due to SA eelt opening of a
dupl:.cate cr:l.mlnal :anestl ation (ie. Discussions with AUSA's;
oral presentatlons wrltten documents, summaries and graphic
charts ) ! 1
11 SA )Qee%_{ repeated allegations of SA Wright's intentional
w:!.thhold:l.ng of documents and financial records from Milwaukee.

12. Conversation between SA Gossfeld and SA _ ﬂ«e 22
sﬁperv:l.sor on the morn:l.ng of 7/21/99, after SA ,h__eeéz was
:|.nformed her criminal lcase| was to be closed and consolidated into
the Chicago :anestlgatl:mn Statements by her supervisor that she
"was so upset she was read to jump off a bridge" and her yelling
“He won! He won!” referr:.ng to the closing of her case and
consolidation into SA Wr:l.ght’s Chicage case.

13 sSa ,pregﬂ s repeated request that Chicago copy volumes of
records and |forward to Milwaukee after the decision was made to
close and consolidate ,the case into the Chicago case.

|

14. His and!SA Wr:.ghts complete shock and surprise by the
serious sexyal harassment allegation of SA Hp@gcg

15. Belief that SA /?e_eQ filed this frivolous complaint in
retal:.at:.on for being 11nstEucted to close her case and
consolidate |it into the Chlcago investigation.

16. SA Wright's 1earn1ng of Ssa %Vf 7@/{-'//!/5‘ similar experiences

with SA Ree L in 1997 hnd 1998, which resulted in a OPR

investi tlon against ISSA ﬁ;//;/{ after his instructing SA
Keg %o close alfild. '
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EBY:I HRssa 2@«2’ P}u//)/{

CAN PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION

1! Provide :Ii.nformatz.on regard:.ng SA ,elgeQ S emotional
problems (baggage), mﬂsznterpretatlon of conversations and
demeanor. |

2! Explain SA i&eng?) retaliatory attack against him
following his instructions| that she close a case.

3! Provide 1nformatlon of SA " )ZE%B&Q}' repeated
mlslnterpretatlon of telephone conveérsations and calls from

Milwaukee management follow1ng telephone calls.
|

31 Due to her repeated mlsanterpretatlons of tel calls, he would
1mmed1ately summarize the Fall to his supervisor before the
Mllwaukee management calle

d to complain. Eventually, he began to
récord their telephonﬁ conversations.

4! That he was the subject of an OPR invegtigation due to a
retallatory compla1nt1flled by SR R following
1nstruct10ns by him that she close ' a file. After a one year

investigation he was cleared of her malicious allegation.

l
1

et




WIS

—

FBIHRssa Do Mercer”
CAN PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION

1! Provide relevant information regarding his employment
re.lat:l.onshlI with SA, /?ge,cg_w. Her emotional problems
(baggage) , m:.s:.nterpretatlon of conversations and demeanor.
2! Prov1de o her witnelsses| from FBIHQ who have personal knowledge
of S 2&5 5 emotional problems (baggage), misinterpretation
of conversations and demeanor
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