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Because no one
is above the low!

BY FEDERAL ExpRESS

November 2, 200 I

Special Agent Robert G. Wright, Jr.
610 W. Joliet St.
Cro-un Point, IN 46307

Dear Bob:

Ihaveemalledtoyoutodayandalsoenclosehereincopiesofthe"ComplaintToThe
FederalBureauOfhvestigationOfficeOfprofessionalResponsibitityAndTheUhitedStates
DaparfuentOfJusticeOfficeOfhepectorGeneralForDerelictionOfDutyByTheFederal
BureauOfhvestigationhFaihigTohvestigatechdProsecuteTenorismdrdObstructionOf
JusticehRetaliatingAgainstSpecfalAgentRobeftWright"andyouraccompaningAttestation.

PleasesignthisletteronthehieprovidedbelowtosignifyyourauthorizationtoJudicial
Watch,hc.tofilethisComplaintasyourcounselwiththeFBI-OPRandtheDOJ-OIG.

Ifyouhavedyquestions,pleasecallmeat(202)646-5168.

Sincerely,

rmMffiffiife

Cc: Lany RIayman, Esq.

Sol Schoolstreet, SW  a  Suite 725  ..iluu[ oueel, ow   a  Suite 725   .  Washjngron, DC 20024   ®  Tel: (202) 646-5172   ®  (888) JW-ETHIC_ llllllllllllllllllllll|IlllI||||||I-Ll-

Fex: (202) 646-5199  9  emajl: info@judicialwatch.org  .  Web Site: wvrty.Judicialwatch.one
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Federal Bureau of hvestigation
OfficeofPriblicandCongressionalAffiirs
Prepul)lf cation Review Section
Washington, D. C.

11/13/01

Sir'

TheBureau'sprepublicationreviewpolieyforcunentemployeesrequires1submitthe
enclosed40+pngedocunenttitled".INTREMATTERofFBISpecialAgentRober[G.Wright
Jr„"toOPCAforprepublfcationreVlewpriortodisseminationbymyseJfand/ormyattomeysto
membersoftheU.S.Congressandotherinterestedmembersofthepullic.

a

Myattomeys,LapyRIaymapJudicialWatch,501SchoolStreet,S.W.,Suite725,
Washington,D.C.20024andDavidSchippers,ShippersandBalley,20NorthClarkSt.,
Chicago,EL60602arecurentlyseekingtoscheduleDecembermeedngswithU.S.Congressmen
and U.S. Senators to discuss the contents of this document.

ThedocunentwasnotpreparedonBureautimeandvusnotpartofapreviously
approvedFPIproject.Docunentsutilizedwereobtalnedthrou8hdomesticandintematioml
news agencies, court records and FOPA.  The docuneut contalus 47 endnotes which clearly
idendfythesoulicedacunents.Thesourcedceunentsutr.lizedincormectionwiththe
preparationofthemanuscript,approxinately130pnges,arefurnishedinthepagesfollowing
thedcounentandarenunberedinthecenteroftheri9hthandsideOfeachpnge.

IintendtoidentifymyselfasaSpecjalAgentwithintherulesestatlishedbytheBureau.
Iannotpresentlyassi.gnednorhave1beenassfgnedtotezTon.smmattersduringthepasttwo
years.  The document is non-fiction.

Ihavenotmadeanyoralorwhttendisclosuresofdrafts,iritialmanuscriptsandsoforth
to any publishers, corauthors, ghost whters and/or unauthorized individuals.  I have not
contactedanypublishersregardingmydocunent.



IN THE MATTER of
FBI Special Agent
Robert G. Wright Jr.

Om
T T0 THE FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESHGA_TTON
FPR I0INAL

STBCE

FOR DERELlcT'!oN oF DUTy By TH`E FEDERAL BunEAti oF INVESTIGATION
IN FAIImtG To INVESTIGATE AND prosEctIT'E TERRORISM AND

OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE IN RETALIATING AGAIN`ST
SPECIAL AGENT ROBERT G. WRIGHTLJR

Robert G. Wright, Jr., a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation

("SA Wright")I, herety submits this Complaint through his counsel, Judicial Watch, Inc. and

Schippers & Bailey, to the Federal Bureau of Investigation ("FBI") Office Of professional

Responsibility (the "OPW) pursunnt to 28 C.F.R. § 29c (d} and to the United States Deprrtment

of Justice ("Doh") Office of Inspector General (the "OIG") purstrant to the July 11, 2001 Order,

signed by Attorney General John Ashcroft, that gives the OIG the same authority to investigate

misconduct allegations against employees of the FBI as it has with respect to all other

components of the DOJ I.                                                 -i. xp5RE}:;;:`;

Specifically, Special Agent Wright was assigned to the counter(errorism task force in

tThisComplaintisseparatefromtheOPRactioninitiatedagainstSAWrichtinregrrdtothesexual

harassment charge made ty SA Cybjl Reed in Case No. 66F-HQL I 261091.
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Chicago2 and Was conducting a criminal investigation of the soLlrces and methods of funding

terrorist activities in the United States by IIAMAS operatives in the Chicago  arcs.2 SA Wright's

successful investigation led to the seizure of $1.4 million of terrorist funds and was the first

occasion that the U.S. government used the civil forfeiture laws to seize terrorist assets in the

united states.3

Despite the unqualified success of this criminal investigation Of terrorism, hovever, the

FBI failed to take seriously the threat of telTorism in the Urfuted Sates and, more specifically,

th\rarted and obstructed SA Wrighi's attempts to launch a more comprehensive criminal

investigation of the sources and methods Of funding terrorism in this country. Worse yct, FBI

officials retaliated against SA Wrigiv because, against their wishes, he aggressively continued

to pursue a criminal investigation and prosecution of terrorists in the United States. This

retaliation evidences an. unlawful scheme to discredit and, theretry, silence SA Wright, who has

sought to communicate his experience to Congress and others in the public interest.

This Complaint seeks remedies for the FBrs unlawful retaliation against SA Wright and

a full and thorouch investigation dy the OIG of the FBI's illegal cover-up and obstruction

ofjustice. The public interest and safety clearly require such an investigation of the FBI and its

attempt to cover-Lip its negligent dereliction Of duty fn failing to take seriously the threat of

2IDvestigrtingthesotpeesandmcthodsOffimdingferdmoristsissocriticaltofigivngtenorirmthattheBch

Adrinistratfonrecemlyereaeedatasl[fareetoiden&ifyandinequprtheflowafmoneyto8givchsts.Thiscffan,toberunbrde
U.S.CustomsServiee,wilLbeconpesedOf70pesonsapecialiringintractringiltiriLmeneyhadrxpsaLesarddriltegaL
aceividesg as `mall as agents from the FBI, COJ, the futemal Revenue Servjee and the Trcasiny Jrtyartrnent's Financial clines
Erft©Nctwh
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t`-, tenorism in the United States. Indeed, had SA Wright been allowed to do hisjob and had the

FBI properly discharged its law enforcement duties to stop terrorists in the United States, the

September 11, 2001 attacks micht not have happened, nor might the American peaple now be

terrorized dy the current threat of anthrax being distributed through the U.S. mail system.

I.  INTR

On Tuesday, September 11, 2001, terrorists associated with Osama bin Laden

(Thin Laden"), a U. S. Designated Terrchst4 and his AIQaeda network of terrorist organizations

carried out terrorist attacks on  the World Trade Center in New York, New York, and the

Pentagon in Arlington, Virginia, killing thousands of irmeeent and unsuspecting persons, as well

as hundreds of police, fire and rescue workers, and traumatizing the American public.  These

attacks were pcapetra€ed dy militant Islamic followers of bin Laden that had been trained in

terrorist `rarfare at bin Laden's training camps in Afchi anistan.  The perpetrators and thef r cch

conspirators entered the United States with visas approved by U. S. immigration authorities even

thouch some of them were known terrorist suspects. They plarmed the attacks for several years

without deteetion ty the FBI ty, among oder things, attendf ng various flight training schools

throughout the United States to lean how to fly commercial airplanes and scouting the

particular flights to be hijacked. They also used stolen credit cards to fund their preparation and

living expenses in the United States, and they received wired funds from, and wireLtransferred

funds to, Al-Qaeda's paylnaster in the United Arab Emirates. In short, they were allowed to rent

apartments, shop at American stores and otherwise infiltrate into American sceiety.
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Then, on what forever will be remembered as a frational day of infamy, the terrorist

pelpetrators passed throuch allporf security at Boston's Logan Ailpout with knives and box

cutters, boalided American Airlines Flight 11 and_ United Airlines Flicht 175, and then hijacked

and crashed the airplanes in the North and South Towers of the World Trade Center, causing the

towers to collapse into a massive pile Of rubble, killing almost 5,000 innocent persons.

Another group of these terrorists using the same modes operandf-passed through airport
T=

security at WashingtonDulles Airport with k6ves and ben cutters, boarded American Airlines

Flight 77, and then hijacked and crashed the airplane into the south side of the Pentagon, killing

several hundred more innocent persons. Still another group of these terrorists passed through

airport security with knives and box cutters at Ne\rack Ajfport in Newark, New Jersey, boarded

and hijacked United Airlines Flight 93 and, after a strLusle with several valiant passengers

aboard the fligiv, erashed the airplane in a field in Stony Clieek, Permsylvania, causing the deaths

of all the passengers and crew aboard the flicht.

Sadly, the Sgivember I lth attacks were not prevented because the FBI failed to take

seriously or consciously ignored the security thacat posed dy kno`rmi tenorists to U.S. citizens in

this country. In the aftermath of the September 11, these terrorist attacks have been called the

greatest intelligence failure since Pearl Harbor, and Congress has decided to hold hcarings to

investigate the intelligence failure of the FBI and the Central Intelligence Ageney ("CIA") in

failing to prevent terrorist attacks on U.S. soil. Additionally, the September llth attacks are a

result, in part, of the FBI.s grossly negligent failure to discharge its law enforcement function ty

refusing to actively pursue criminal investigations and prosecutions of known terrorists in the



'- United States. According to the Dallas Morning News. the FBrs former couuterterrorism chief

blamed federal officials, in part, for not taking the terrorism threat more seriously,5  As

raported by the Dallas Momin£ News on October 24, 2001, Oliver RevelL fornner Deputy Director

of the FBIS echoed this harsh fcalfty when he stated at a press Club of Dallas luncheon: "Wtry

didn't we know albout September I 1 ? We were deaf, dumb, and blind.  We were asleep at the

switch. " (H.) Mr. Revell further commented that despite the carly warnings sips Of previous
Tl

terrorist attacks since 1992, the United States failed to recogrize impending disaster because its

federal law enforcement (the FBI) is a "dysfunetfonal montage. " Qd.)

Worse yet, not only \ras the FBI lax in its failure to actively pursue criminal

investigations of terrorists suspects in the United States, but its actions and the actions of some

of its agents working intelligence operations also intentionally stifled ongoing criminal

investigations ofterrchsts. In this regard, SA Wright, an 1 I -year FBI veteran who is an expen in

counterterrorism investigations6, has criticized the FBrs lack of support for and interference with

his criminal investigrtion of terrorist operatives of the IIAMAS terrorist organization. As a result

of this criticism, the FBI has retaliated against SA Wrigiv. Mofcover, less than ten days after the

September I 1 attacks, a Doh official even threatened SA Wricht and his counsel, stating that he

(the roJ official) was "tired of Judieial Watch's conspiracy theories" and that, if SA

Wright did not speak immediately with his SAC in Chicago, SA Wright and his counsel "would

pay the consequences. "

Indeed, SA Wright her already met with his Chicago SAC in March 2001 and June 22,

2001, about his  tenorism concerns.  At that time, he advised the SAC that he had identified the
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orcation of the entire U. S.-based IIAMAS network, inelnding those responsible for it. He waned

the SAC that the HAMAS network `ras "going strong" because the FBI-and partieularly the

lnternational Terrorism Unit-was not deing anything- to stop it. SA Wricht further advised the

SAC that hundreds of people her already died, including five Americans, and he warned that

more people would die in the future because the FBI was not doing its job.

a in addition, SA Wrigiv provided the SAC with specific information about an FBI relief

supervisor who knowingly and intentionally obstructed SA Wrichtes investigation.  Although no

action was taken against the relief supervisor, the SAC did initiate an OPR investigation against

SA Wright only weeks following SA Wright's chticism of the FBI.7  This retaliatory OPR

investigation concerned something related to SA Wright's criminal case that had occurred more

than three years earifer.  Nevertheless, SA Wright was vindicated when, on October 30, 2001,

the initial investigation conelnded that "no action' should be taken ngalnst SA Wricht regarding

the retaliatory OPR initiated dy the SAC.  However, on the safne day, SA Wricht was informed

that he was the subject of another retaliatory OPR investigation-this one initiated ty FBI

heedqunrfers ("FBmQ") OPR Unit-for something else that also had occuned three years earlier

related to the same case.8

This Complaint discusses: ( 1 ) the FBI's grossly negligent failure to pursue criminal

investigations of counterterrorism and prosecute lmoun terrorists during the months and years

leading up to the September llth terrorist attacks, (2) the apparent reasons for the FBrs

abrogation Of its law enforeement responsibility to investigate and prosecute tenorists who

engage in illegal activities in the United States, and (3) the OPR's arbitrary, erroneous and unfair
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decision regarding an unstostantiated, cceroive and rmaliatory sexual harassment complaint

against SA Wright, Case No. 66F-HQL126109l Sub D, and the FBrs further retaliation in

removing SA Wright from his counterterrorism duties, all in an attempt to discredit and silence

him.

EL    FACTUAL RACKGROUND.

a   A. Early Warming Signs That Americans Were Specifically Tangcted By Bin I.aden.

Terrorism has been rampant jn the Middle East for decades.  During the last decadee the

inejdence of terrorist attacks on Americans has increased with alarming        uency. Since at least

1992. and maybe earlier. the FBI unmistakably has been on notice that the United States and its

citizens have been® and continue to be, prime targets of terrorist attacks jn the Uhited States and

al>road perpetrated dy him I+aden and his Al-Qaeda network of terrorist orgarfuzations. The early

waning signs of the threat posed by terrorist associates of bin Laden include, but are not limited

to, the following terrorist attacks: (a) the 1992 declaration by Al-Qaeda that the U.S. military in

Sandi Arabia and Yemen should be attacked; a) the 1993 bombing of the World Trade Center

killing six Americans and wounding more than a thousand others; (c) the 1995 murder of 18

U. S. servicemen in Mogadishu, Somalia, and the parading of one serviceman's body through

the streets as a means of holding the Uulted States up to public ridicule; (d) the 1995 car

bomb explosion outside the Americanroperated Saudi National Guard training center in

Riyadh, Sandi Arahia, killing five Americans and t`ro others; (e) the 1996 Khobar, Towers

bombinge killing 19 Americans and injuring hundreds of other persons; (f) him lnden's formal

Declaration of war against the Uhited States in 1996; (g) the 1998 "fatwhh" (or reliedous niling)

7
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issued by the lnternational Islamic Front For Jihad Against Jews And Crusaders and endorsed ty

bin Laden urging Muslims to kill Americans, including civilians, wherever they may be found;

(h) the 1998 indicment of bin I.aden in New YQck in connection with the bomhing of the World

Trade Center, (I) the 1998 bombing of the U.S. embassies in Kenya and Tanzania, killing 234

persons, inelnding 12 Americans, and injuring more than 500 others; 0) bin Laden's indicfroent

in 1998 in the United States on a total of 224 counts of murder in connection with the U.S.a

embassy bombings in East Affica; (k) bin haden's interview on Qafar television in 1999 again

declaring war against the United States; and (I) the suicide bombing in 2000 of the U.S.S. Cole

in Aden Harbor, Yemen, killing 17 American sailors and injuring 39 others on board the ship.

Individually and collectively, these prior terrorist attacks against Americans made it imperative

that the FBI take seriously the threat to Americans posed by bin Laden. Al-Qaeda and their

terrorist allies, and, in response to this threat, aedvely conduct criminal investigations and

prosecutions of terrorists to root out the terrorist operatives and "sleeper" cells operating in the

United States as to neutralize the threat.  By neglecting to take this terrorism threat seriously, the

FBI has abdicated its essential law enforcement fimction, leaving the American public at great

risk and danger as punctuated so horrifically by the September llth attacks.

8.        SA wright's criminal Investigation of the HAMAS Terrorist
Onganizatjon in the United States.

SA Wright became an FBI agent in 1990.9  In October 1993, for safety reasons following

a fatal shooting incident]°,  he was fronsfermed from the Kansas City Division to the Chicago

Division' I.  He was assigned to the FBI Chicago Divi§ion's Joint Terrorism Task Force ("Jl|F")

8



and investigated terrchst activity by operatives of HAMAS3 in the Chicago arcs and eventually

throuchout the United States. As part of this task force, he became pafticularly familiar with the

techniques generally used try international terrorist organizations to surreptitiously move and

launder money fn and out of the United States, including through the use of domestic financial

institutions, in support of extortionate terrorist and paramilhary activities and operations in the

United States and adroadl2.
T£

After only four months of working on the JTIF, SA Wright recognized that many of the

terrorist suspects in the Chicago arcs were actively involved in wellorganfzed crimiml

activities.  Specifically, SA Wright learned, among other things, that ¥~~j`£{.'~\iTt;`&jf-d¢!.:'.`+,:,1'Aa€:`li {`5f3Ti€it$1 i :ill.i.=,,I.L`i  gj,

i..:i ,J=:?=ri.I'`f-i f;t;:I,rlJi-_i.}1'€=f.`;€,:i+SLi!::€;   i i-i   ;.'i`i€:   iJi^E &`¢.-r=*.`'i   fi i:`it€itT;.      £ fl'-A   IC9:i.nr:i€`=`r   fi=f:.A    i,i.'}?t i in   tor,im{|   r`~-:rFL";fi|i`*j  _T-i.-,, ':\j\./~rj,;:\t\. :=j`§    ;i:rc_};LT;`.i€t\&.~i:+j'S.-S   .i:#,iiftT=\;.:5 qr.i _,

I-Jj`J'.\j\` f£./^``+fuLTJt   TLE~`ii:i: i j:. I.f\:::¢~i   £~i¢``¢iripjE3'i.fji--i i:   {`=cnga-gi i :::I,at-i d3f.1 :,   s`iLTLi`:; ri   :,:i r~:   i:j^A£?  ¥-TL%.,Lj! :r;,jr  i A:r-iTi i i.:i   !Ti{.?tyTL`ii`A.=if~i, g3: cy) in   ^@~n i+:i   ifj`i #:i `:, if3i~  front

organizations ifl tl]e United States.  These Were utilized by IIAMAS to recruit, organize, train

and support HAMAS terrorist operatives and to plan and carry out terrorist attacks. "   hdeed,

many of the Chicago terrorist subjects were business owners and leaders of non-profit

organizations. SA Wright, therefore, appropriately concluded that following the money trail and

seizing terrorists' assets would be an

effective means of neutralizing the terrorism threat.

After investigating a low-level lIAMAS operative and lcandng about the IIAMAS

HAMASisanacrmymoftheArabictermforeeTheislamicResistanceMovement..-Hhakatal
MuqquFama al tshadyyaL It is a=L independent terlchsL political onganinfron fouErded in the Israeli Occupied
Trfutories in 1987 at the beginning of the Jntffada, the PaJestinian-led campaign to resist Llsraelf poljtfcal dominati.on
of the oooupied tchtories. HAMAS, which is an off-shoot Of the Muslim Brotherfuood ("8'), has engrged in more
than a decade+long campaign of subversive and violent activity, commonly denominated as terrorist activity,
undemkca primarily in Israel, and supported in pan dy illegal activities in the United States, including but not I.imited
to money laundering in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1956.

9



enterprise in the United States, SA Wricht realized that IIAMAS had developed an extensive

Chicago-based net`rock. ]S  SA Wright eventually opened an investigation pertaining to

Mohammed Salah, a high-level HAMAS operative who vas a naturalized American citizen and

Chicagcharea resident. Salah, who had been a IIAMAS qpemtive of Marzrok, a U.S. Designated

Terrorist,  responsible for recruiting and training terrorists in the United States, had been

anested in Israel in 1993 for his membership and participation in IIAMAS. In January 1995,a

Salah, a U.S. Desigirated Terrorist, pled guilty in an Israeli military cout and was sentenced to

five years imprisonment for being a member Of llAMAS and to illegally channeling funds to

HAMAS,ineludingfundstransferredthroughanaccountheheldjointlywithhiswifeatthe

Lasalle Talman Bank in Chicago® "  SA Wrighfs investigation eventually expanded to

encompass                                                        ,!7 and the Quranic Literacy Institute ("QLI"},]8 a

prlprrfedly tanexempt organization in Chicago whose officers funneled money to Salad lo fund

his terrorist activities for IIAMAS.

During this investigation, SA Wright realized that neither FBI headquarters ('FBHQ")

nor any of the FBI's Field Divisions were conducting a nationwide criminal jnvestigrtion of the

HAMAS criminal enterprise in the Uhited States. Although each FBI division was conducting a

local investigation of HAMAS operatives within the division's jurisdiction the results of these

local  nvestigrtious were not being utilized in a nationwide effort to fully identify and neutralize

HAMAS terrorists in the United States.

Therefore, in August 1995, following the arrest of HARES leader Mousa Abu Marzook

in New York, " SA Wright laid the groundwork to establish a nationwide chminal investigation

10
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ofllAMAS. The goals of this more comprehensive criminal investigation were: (a) to identify

and neufrolize the growing HAMAS threat to U. S. interests and policies dy investigating the

methods and sources of funds used by IIAMAS operatives in the United States; (b) to identify

the methods Of transfinng funds from the United States to HAMAS in the Occupied Territories;

and © to identify the U.S. organizations established and utilized to further its terrorist

missions.20        "S\,j:t|\,.   En¥¥ty¢`'~!'i^:=j.iqqi.~   .il,£3,:=,   i'.`:L=!j§.8 L=3!.=f{   i..1-=§.,€.a`   i ': L=`,i.7!€`! £'_!C:€;   I;.Df A--a i,!m e:fl:"¢i Li=`:   f:1;lLri!fj'|`'jcpcil`\€! ;I.,    fr$1_a   `f{:?lil;,¢.r.-p3nf_1 ::`,   fi:itr`\   ?#ii`}k?a

{`Tr`TfTd~! I ,i,r3f£-i  i.   jiu=.:`¢```=-:|i,i``?I::+,,TLfi,li ;?i    Jij||_lit:i?L3ti E° 8€-;Lrj,i{-jii.      _TB-i   v:j$3..qii€,.i-~£-a=¢   |'iat<uJ-i:i   i6-±`&€=3   £Ji`^.T\|.i`-,=:;j`5\=    19 :,h=?i,"=:    ;-i-_ji€3:;€-;   I)|i,bpi:!Cjpaf=rAg~:-i.Sit   i ,i   i'9,:i,(:7t    L1€€.`.j^"£

I-i\£J€.ff,'>ts:f¥j€tr&-fy'fe.:I:.:;£{:`\±1/T+'`ir2i,8j.€TEi;`¢,`oif:§r,8-g-4rIr!i=g`!_!`ja=oif§-i=i,3.i/L9,fit-in,€.~i-{ittt~:Ifj^hi..Qir€¥.i¥LqE;\i:j|£=},71;`ri|t€f`±d:.LTt=r.i{£'u`..Ti:[t:j7t~i3!,Ti:i,\t=u,i,E£'j3-i:i'i1'~3£`'„::?

:3-iJ,`i3ap¢-j33|¢`q.g| }'.`:L      Tj:I?!it?.i?   fL:w3i:?iT`Jj E|LS±:   i:jJ|+(3,   :£T|-E„E3a &}3   rjl£-`. t-il&ru3S,€:   SEjiji3S}£'|-t|.=i$3   i~Tif:.ILILrgJiE !=}T   il:}h=!,1-i'l'=  ri:=t{=,Q],lap;|'=vi,   i (i   F!?i;=a  i~|viti;=3ei.A

ia{-;.€3`£Sr,::~`11-=:,'£'6Jti.LC3itj.':\i=:vJTV~!.i.;;FJrALL4`::ifi.i':'>eyt=j±-:,~'`,r+LL`E,n|¢,`i;iciTLi'3,:imi:|]`ilii€3Ff:i~||3,7`il`it5`ju`.=`i.Lil,f`:`!={=pj``+C`§,&i}L\r3i.`!.jnffi€¢`3fL.i`Li;.'':.hrJj

During his investigrtion, SA Wright uncovered a scheme to funnel money to HAMAS.

Yassin Kadi (a/k/a Yasin alQadi) -a Saudi Arabian businessman, a U.S. Designated Terrorist

and an alleged `financier Of bin Laden and Al-Qaeda22 - wired $820,000 from a Swiss account to

a Chicago-arcs land developer (Golden Marble, lnc. ) to purchase a certain piece Of land.23

The development of this property was controlled by QLI and the rental income from the

property, which escaped U.Se tax because QLI was a taxTexempt entity, was transferred by QLI's

officers to Salah to fund HAMAS terrorist activities. (Id. )  This investigrtion successfully led to

the seizure of approximately S I.4 million of assets belonging to the Salahs and QLI pursunnt to

the money laundering provisions of 18 U.S.C. § 1956(ax2) and the forfeiture provisions of 18

U.S.C. §981. (Id. ) Equally important. SA Wright's investigation eliminated a source of funding

for terrorist operations and neutralized a present terrorist threat in the United States.
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The success of SA Wrichfs investigation demonstrates the effectiveness of criminal

investigations and proseeutions as a means of combating domestic terrorism.  And the

September 11 th attacks show the disastrous consequences that can result from the FBI's failure

to actively pursue criminal investigations and prusecutious of kno`un terrorists operating in the

United States.

SECUTI0NS

A.  The FBI's Nqgligent Failure to clarify the Guide]iBes for Opening Criminal
hvestigrtins in Domestic Terrorism Matters.

The FBI's important Jaw enforcement role in the war against terrorism is to reduce and/or

neutralize the threat of terrorism in the United States and against U.S. citizens and U.S. interests

throughout the .world24  The FBT's tem]r]®sm investigrtious are governed dy two sets of

guidelines.  The guideliries for Foreign Intelligence Collection and Foreign Counterintelligence

investigations ("Foreign Intelligence Guidelines") cover the FBI's investigrtions of international

tetrorism, that is, tetrorism occurring outside the Uulted States.25 Pursuant to these guidelines,

the FBI collects intelligence infomation, analyses the information and then uses such

infomation to prevent terrorist activity and. whenever possible. to aid in the arrest and

proseeution of persons or groups engrged jn international terrorism.  Domestic terrorism

investigations, on the other hand, are governed by the Domestic Guidelinese which rely on

federal and state criminal statutes. including but trot limited to racketeering, conspiracy, money

laundering and the like, as the basis for criminal prosecutions of persons engaged in terrorist

12



activities in the United States.(H.)

The Domestic Guidelines and the Foreign Intelligence guidelines provide the FBI

sufficient legal authority to conduct its investigations of terTchsm aedvity.(H.)   However,

because of confusion within the FBI and lack ofpapper direction from FBIHQ, FBI agents often

have been in doubt about whether to apply the Foreign Intelligence Guidelines or the Domestic

Guidelines to a terrorism investigation, This lack Of clarity has contributed to a risk-adverseP

culture within the FBI that causes some FBI agents to refroin from taking prompt action against

kno`NIi or suspected terrorists.(H.) Indeed, many FBI agents erroneously believe that the Foreign

Intelligence Guidelines must be applied if the subject of the investigation is foreign-born. What`s

more, many agents incorrectly believe that subjects Of investigations conducted under the

Foreign Intelligence Guidelines may not be investigated for chminal activity in the United States

unless such criminal activity is linked directly to acts Of international terrorism. As sho\rm

below, the FBI often has tuned a blind eye to the criminal activity of terrorists in the United

States under the rationale of gathering intelligence.

When SA Wricht was assigned to the JTIT in Chicago, his attempt to open traditional

criminal cases against terrorist operatives in the United States initially was rebuffied. He was told

dy his supervisor that no criminal cases could be opened and worked against any foreign-born

terrorists identified in secret intelligence investigations.  The result was that, at great risk to the

American public, the FBI allowed foreign-born terrorist operatives (like the perpetrators of the

Sep(ember llth attacks) to engage in illegal aedvity (such as money laundering and credit card

freud) in the United States while FBI intelligence agents gathered information about these
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operatives pngporfedly for 'analysis and firfure achon in the event that a terrorist act (such as the

September I I th attacks} ever cocurred.

Unforfunately, the FBI was lax in clarifying the guidelines for opening crimind

investigations of terrorist suspects and, thus, few such criminal igivestigations mere pursued. In

1995, after the bombing of the Murray Federal Building fn Oklahoma Gty, the Doh issued a

memo±andum to the FBI field offices attempting to clarify the circumstances that would merit

qpenjng a preliminary inquiry and fall investigrtion under the Domestic Guidelines.  However,

this Iron communicaton was ifreffeetive in clarifying the confusion among FBI intemational

terrorism agents and their continued use of the Foreign lnte"gence Guidelines instead of the

Domestic Guidelines to neutralize terrorists in the United States.Qd.)

As mendoned above, after he had made rapcated requests, SA Wright finally opened an

investigation pertaining to the activity of Mohammed Salah, ,:,,i.v E\a`'= i all.,.itt,,iT-r S-:;R r :,a~§ aiB i :A, and QLI, all

of whch were subjeds in the Chieago aea that were involved with funding terrorist activities dy

HAMAS. After he had been working on the investigrtion for some time, SA Wright recognized

that HAMAS was. in essence. an organized crime family that should be investigrted as a

criminal enterprise rather than investigating individual terrorists as the FBI her been doing. In

November 1995, SA Wright explained to Assceiate Speeial Agent in Charge ("ASA") F]oyd

Adams of the Chicago office that, through his investigrtion, he intended to create a

database of information collected in his investigation and use this information to link all of the

HAMAS  Subjects  in the United  States.    rF`1rj(-::  " , . . {r:11;rfL`¢.'£'tif.=Lr,  i=f:v{i~i, i{`|  i''Skrffl:.ST`.,tTi {f:^if,-:  ¢i:;:,` i:,i:=3i ":;{„,:   {t;,:TT#|t,r€:; tjo  -fr„-

g;'jl°.EUJf:SA.isi,tf5`2'ifeu\F:iI:~`.;_,irif`="=¢r€-&E`.8i;I,£"'==c|ii=,if.T;7{urit.;STL-i:.nFt=jj:::i:ffr_`:T\.,7\,JT::_=i`r:\j=-tilt.3r=`:{:LL?i'ir{`}'atirj:3`i,-f±ltrrr\ft=j&-=;ri,~\tr~r|£.£°i'`~-i,=1,1-iifi\LIL'F:+::ij'{;.&aii:\i!lfjf`:"'AiLr'`im\`:`i.
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Lt, lil,!i:;dfiiLi ff:;+.f,  f.Lri^€;  lil;:I £`,`3ji :,t'   7\:.v riit'i\:"i; £:;¢:i~  {j:1,-ij£`:I:ij[",,=!,f;~ho  ,¥`-i H.:.`Li'`ii:::  ,f.:Di.:-`i;i:r;,.=   !L?fjE i;r:.£. .'`'=`n=tf  Using  this  database  Of

informaton, FBI investigators could qulck]y idrfufy vital irformaton on suspected terrorists

and critical information on all IIAMAS businesses, charity and romprofit front organizations.

Ho`vever, ASAC Adams told SA Wright the FBI veould rrot be able to underfeke such an

investigndon because it was too expensive, too timengonsuming and too broad in scope;

therefore,ASACAdamsdismisiedSAWright'ssuggestiontobroudentheinvestigrtionbeyond
EI

the Chicago arcs subjects.

The FBI's conscious failure to undertake chminal investigations of suspected terrorists in

the United States `ras further demonstrated in Marsh 1996. At that time, managers from the

FBIIIQ Counterterrorism Division mat with the JTIT in Chicago and admitted to SA Wright that

no one at FBIHQ reviewed and attempted to link all the reports filed by the FBI field offices

regarding terrorist activities in the United States. It was further conceded that the field office

reports merely were filed and maintained at FBIHQ for future retrieval in the event that an act of

terrorism occurred. This lack of a coordinated national counterterrorism effort ty the FBI has

had disastrous consequences.

Terrorist attacks such the 1998 attacks against the U.S. Embassies in Afiica should have

been  prevented.      r|.:'}IFtr?iQi-r;.,.B    -i  ¢jTq8SF;;ny:,,   ;:t`; t!'`-tA  `\:\t`,fit,J`ir`i:,=!:|hd`g  i=b,-F'£:i=|`j r_`:t,i;{§   <ij=3'r}J§`?S`ri i~;.i  ~6+,T`7p`i,n s~Ei t`.i   ;i,`Lr.i |`r,=   ¢`=+:    Fj. :.I,u a    `;r`§ i,uL.i:*..v.=T-:~,:``,i.   a!`'j}-€=,+,f,,ii,rli

~tnS,/Tae  irE3 flqi,Ti    ;I.hf    rif=:-I.`=|i     i--\.J;i-,{`TS   T:/ri``=;a;;`"qy.£4:]u       ELr.3    f.:I,'V\,`r;tjf*    .i`3,:¢t-'`\3{i'iS=: i-£~3tr`-.i.~   t`~-t,tr`§`    it?=i'3,+3i:    {h`g`s -!i`~,    A.-,i `{-i:-ini:=`;   -a-!fflSdui§  i;,r    i^'. ii€+,hji-'T,,7\`7T.i.'a.   |rur.  =`.i, , I-b{G?,I,{:,:'3t:;i   6-itt=t-!j}aH

i,`,t€.tl`.i i.~3T[    .fLg*`r~„mt    \3`:PST;r,:,SjsL3  i ,~.::a.3.i:.; ¢fF in f3   .,A+R`,rSr`.,,, F±,i L:fj   §`:a.=,,    ; i.;,.A kc3rd   i:S=5    i.i:r2,€.   ,{ftryrj,£:,€,.TL;.:3o ,,.~`;f£    ,;=„T  tthr3   jr;=FLT„:,i,i:f€;    €`£§;i,f~*~,,5!,t=,       T`T,,7 i,Tj€£,3    ;I,£,_^`>`,,_    TTu+T\v,,r:H,{<OgjTt±

j[f3fcB_i]_i._m`e¢:1  FE;:i f=TiL=,:F   if:131:-` j!.r.i i =:i   t=;¢.~Si-"i`,I.=ri`f&r,,    i-h`J==j,/+   {``jj i::Li A`=} i?i,.'-i: t:=];fi;-EST_`T~7a:=d,a3l   F±L i in.`L       Fi3=€ k[-n=ii^.ETjgTuit`=:i;i;,=u     {i'iL=+a-€;   8iLr;'=   f`;.::=l`,r€:}!'¥3^¥ j|
t},`

i i_3.¢':`§viT`/tit.:Fiia[`=:j   '!,;.i,i'i|r|.9   `'C:;ft|-¢ a   i ,'{3'i.i i:A,,'    ;:ii i\r,    i ar|-|tiiJ:i:f'+':'i°i;?L'i-i €::g'!'l a      |~'TiTii r! 1 *iT++;\F.,ri f|*;F   i:+V|^£t,':;    .i \'+7Jf\`vt£:`   6=Li-¢raf`=,ir`::   iT='|   i.f`:\`_j~i'£'`i a:i pr   ~t,~`,r,hev='F!    ,'SL.+£Si
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qufinLiin`jL  i;tryifetfjL£: i~3+i a  tj¢uTtviij-y3jiLol:£Fo  at FEiliETfty`  L:iftr`=  fl+j"is£{jg:rl£fir  sttiLfu3rj,  "T  inS,T€  ij€f3rr  iT,#; iijiLi,¥  f*i' }T¢Eali,±.

€a|ie    TfdrLTi  TL;7r€iag  i-iginir!    ¥3i.+  haTffw rfu-ifaifi,  T;7fdis  g¥jii-+{g  i®  indi}3pfrfe  i+iTi£€£+i unSit}iii*  &,g*+L    win:+T  rjic{  Fic9  f?t'2£

k±3hiGrfe tap  yftyL+a"    £+4i  i;irri;Sffit  f£}3ftif;€?,  "E={Sganfsf  `irtii::`t;  £ir¥fi~i' €-tgii.€`    Ff tife£3i  fLG`frLEfitE:;r  +tiLgiifi"qr:jj  rill-d 4ifee

i:1frfegfi'  €:+=i3i-r3ti,  iii€},T rriigii+ inaTf£  +irfi  rtyLii  ill aiT €TziLj'ai in*TLThp ifef ¢\Lrfiv±irm£.    i+9 3  s¢  #jalii€'fig i       Lgri&i=iri8

ttii+i  ¢&a:i,r TviT,,Tr+s £*miiig,  i'gim€ffitfeeiJ i,i\,7haffifr T  a:i¥€£*?r Tj+Tj!LTL +rj  Li¢  iiti irt:Lee;ii  mi3mrfus  fi8rt tl"   :ch€  Sr'fti`urfi'S€i>

€GTfrrS:i,S    ItSt  ;,ffi¢.+  T+T\rft"(I  iTiti3  *tfj  _r€'tL?`T  ¥t|fiTrjT  iQ€pfjiftir.  tr4:¢  FrfT+?F"    tt;+L  i;Fttrioigfr4L  #ifjL?+T+irs±affiq  "Tj+\?fjT    +;€£ih:Tt£  ;t  c3i` xp*i-,

P
I  +TGii£  i  ,am TvrtQoii3  gifecj+zt fty:iii=.    i i,iz'SLiLltll ira,teL  tci  ithiind: ijr;+Ttj  €Si~TFi£11i{:iT;£ iit.£Ttfi-rdftl iLiii3  ltrtffi  s,`+rttf f¥+if.

iri '¢lrfu€  T{3yofi`a;iij,qir3T  LT++A;-i  i:iftiTya,113f  €irty4-#€  iinfiiJ i tii3 D 'p      fuTiFf:c*i'iTLifrfefrLfl?r9  ~±i`t€,  ii#c!frTri  f;ift+  Tjr;/-iL;i8i'`ft`£-iJt3c;€j:_T+r~tti

tranl;,i  fiLngj?jptffirtfvfiEL  ti%j s  \q¥+tsEIit=if3ans  +Tj-Sm  fE'rfu€£m  th2Sffi givlfrs  e31i.E i €E..

Ffrf if#l+'Tiit8  ilJ€  rfimLla::`}T tj#rmfeiangs,  ._Tii,fiitfi T+/F{1E*`iar  Mi*|F=||€  **f-i rfLfi3c,{`±Lt?A.:  #;.;€ jT\+ri3v,¢  i`r{;;i+L7+

j{]i±£j£±;:±>  i,T+iac€`L£9  +L*i'lef  ifistbThffi8f:  ari  wilt: Gift  ji~ftv€:tig*JL`rtyft:i  fjfiiifiE  +rfufpr TL-je-ifr€¥€th  tlTgt:t  `irfir3  ;Di;Ft':  *f &`£1mi'i ill:trj

tva:,s  c£Tii~£Q,iaT  ¥y;I r;:if tile ife¢iifeliiiLiss  cpf tire  £unheassifi:  ji+1 FTLSny*  gfii€i Tgiiurgiri8i.  i£+ft  fl g?S,  #riiffe: '{FFat

kill6gl mG!io€ `j,i^i+rji 2SS  iie®xpltf  aFir? Tit+Tf3iiiitigi:i tiTh¢T.Tfanals`   ffr®Sec.i~T+ijio=T  ft+i:i irfeatfi.ia,i  ft3i=tLit rfu¢*m thre

T\TaiinSjiri  #i~ife€±  cS~f igivi€: 2wiSr€}f Fi'`i`ifmatiSiiffft  Tr_€Tifl6 4LgeriS=+.T ir€S+Tit+d,es  1"€+Si.ds  SFT ctrLlls  tS  iin€  c,€FEurlaiu

t£1=FjfTjrjm'¢  ifef T^\rf`r?Tr  ~ftiTF+i La,fl+€riir   p , a  rFf?G  iir;f  rjf liftf!i.i*  `tilfi.113th  gr;i?i.?a:ft  ivijviri; (fit  ;i"T3{?8t;i§rj  -irj£:  irFtEi £€1S:+  tfy+im

irfe -glrte TJiiitsdr  *{rritS£,  ting  #lfroifea{  F?.£{ief F*ji.iiider?titrym,  ¥fi¢.  f"±ii rbtfie + Fgivli/7 i;?>iit=i Fri*T.Tiririatif¢{T ff¥r rtyL*4if+tT

iv"€1  ife£Tf€F£*+pemeifii-,  +ti  I+?;i€frttrq,i~f:!*®i~i  rFS=,t*Ts. "27

Urfommately for the vichms Of tenorist attacks, FBmQ failed to previent terrorist acts,

such as the U.S. embasay bomhings in Nbrth Africa and the September llth attacks.  Instead, the

FBI \ras so derelict that it merely attemped to apprehend the terrorists after the act of tenerism

had been perpetrated and the damage had been done.

Not only did the FBI consciously fail to actively pursue criminal investigations of
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terrorist subjects in the United States, but it also intentionally frushated or thwarted SA Wrigivs

investigation. For example, Elmer Mtryy, an attorney in the Terrorism and Violent Crimes

Section of roJ in Wa§hingto!L D.C. `ras irrvestigrting one Of the U. S.-based HAMAS front

organizations that provided material support for HAMAS' terrorist -activities.  Muxptry initially

showed an interest in SA Wrighfs investigaton and, in accordance with his request, fieeeived

several briefings about its status. Mdyy, however, believed that SA Wrichfs investigation ve§
®

concerned too mush with historical or dated informarfuon and did Trot believe that seizure of the

$ 1.6 million which SA Wright had linked to Salad and IIAMAS was a realistic goal because

neither the FBI nor Doh had previously use the civil forfeiture laws to seize terrorists' assets in

the United States. The investigrtion ultimately resulted in the seizure of only $1.4 million of the

S I.6 mill].on because of unnecessary delays attributable to Murphy, who repeatedly sought to

postpone the legal action to seize the assets and raised questions regarding the possible negrtive

ramifications of such civil seizures and concerns that such a seizure might somehow require SA

Wright to testify in future civil court proceedings about intelligence secrets.  During the peried

of these delays, $200,000 of the IIAMAS funds was moved.

Despite the undeniable success of SA Wright's investigation of HAMAS, the

investigation was eventually terminated in an apparent decision dy the FBI to effeetively close

down its investigrtion of llAMAS.

8.     FBI Failed to Reign in Agents conducting mtel]igen€c Operations who
Viewed Cn.mina] mvestigatious As An Enciioachment on Their Turf.
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Counterferrorism intelligence operations are both expensive and timengonsuming.  These

attributes create a builtin incentive on the part of some FBI agents engaged in such intelligence

operations to protect their turf and theirjobs by-resisting any attempt to open a criminal

investigation as to any subject of their intelligence cases. Regrettably, the largest obstacles to SA

Wright's criminal investigation of the HAMAS enterprise in the United States were the

management of the Chicago field office and the FBIHQ's Counterferrorism Division in

Washington, D.C., who wanted to protest FBI intelligence operations, even at the cost of

allowing tenorists to engage in illegal activities in the United States, such as recruiting and

training terrorists and fending terrorist activities, without being criminally prosecuted for such

activities.

As discussed above, when SA Wright uras assigned to the JTTF. FBI agents in the JITF

were generally opposed to opening domestic criminal investigrtions of terrorist subjects and,

instead, chose to pursue intelligence investigations of those subjects. SA Wright was told

initially by his supervisor that he could not open any crimhal investigation on a secret

intelligence subject. In 1994, when SA Wright complained that the FBI was merely grthering

intelligence so they `rould know who to arrest after the terrorist act occurred, his supervisore

surprisingly. agreed that was true:

At FBIHQ, the CounterteITorism Division also was putting the brakes on the. opening of

crimirral investigrtions.  For exaniple, SSA Barney Clinton of the Countertenorism Division was

particularly interested in curtailing or terminating SA Wright's investigation of HAMAS. In late
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1998, SSA Clinton convened a conference at FBIHQ to determine whether SA Wricht's

investigation should be terminated.  Although SSA Clinton claimed to be concened that SA

Wricht's investigation micht interfere with an ongoing intelligence investigation Of HAMAS,

however, the senior agent responsible for that ongoing intelligence case readily admitted to SA

Wright that the intelligence case was going nowhere and that, after one year, they still hedn't

beguffto collect any intellig€nee information. Thereafter, from approximately December 1998

until approximately January 1999, SSA Clinton continued his efforts to limit SA Wright's

investigation.  To this end, SSA Clinton told SA Wright's supervisor and others that SA Wright

was "out of confrol" and that his investigation should be limited as much as possible.

New criminal investigations Of kno`rm and suspected terrorists in the United States also

were rrot desired by the FBI international terrorism unit because of a concerted effort on the part

of agents conducting counterterrorism intelligence fowestigatious to insulate the subjects of their
a-i

investigations from criminal investigation and prosecution so these agents could perpetuate their

intelligence operations.  In retrospect, after the September I lth attacks, this is disturding!

Worse yet, it appears that FBI agents in the Chieago field office intendonally withheld

information vital to SA Wricht's investigation. One such incident involved Relief Supervisor SA

Jack Ewing. Ewing was the agent on the JITF most antagonistic to opening chminal

investigations of terrorist subjects. For months, the JTIT had been interested in obtaining j~-i~Ef€

\J:ds i|>]ff=|S=;E. i~j ari|   #`&&=9:!f:=  -i:S;.r   ,:`3;{aj,i^.€L|T8   'i,*:;a   Fti;i..:?tr=i i   ,€{,t !`ijEriS &t'ifi:i r5S   f4,^ffft`.::.g¢  £-fli s   €iE.i.€5iL   im    1 i:'y¢,=}3 a   Thy,?.-rrmfjr!   i[}fi£=Tr'   :.:-;Irjr|-i¢:==:r:`;'=t i¢=L(ri

fig-3.a-£EEy was received in the Chicago field office, SA Ewing, who knew it was an important and

eagerly anticipated dceument, initiated it and buried tt in the files of SA Wrighi and several
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other agents without telling anyone.  Subsequently, when agents in the office vere scarehing for

another misplaced document, SA Wright and t`ro other agents discovered i{:; i:,

buried in their files.   When -i-.!qt`=o-; ::;;:1 :=;iii\ §':I;ifj``m-i`;`=:,r,I :ji'\r,i \i'7L eventually was discovered, the incident was

bronght to the a;ttenfron of the JTrF supervisor, but nothing was done about it,

Another incident involving SA Ewing began with a call from an agent in ,`Li4|i,a..-3!1`jRr#,=r#®

iTLrty,;F €n`iiT¥+i°rt`;a.,..`,,r7d  &rf j'.i:`i'7t`::``T.   The agent told SA Wright that in  1988, he had opened a CriminalP

jllvestigation of several persons who were now subjects Of SA Wri9hfs investigation.  The case

hnd been closed in the carly 1990's but the agent had not destroyed all the records collected

during the case. He agreed to send SA Wrigiv five boxes of records. When SA Wricht asked SA

Ewing if Ewing had been aware of the other FBI divisions investigation and the information

develaped, Ewing- responded affirmatively. When SA Wricht asked wtry Ewing had never said

anything about jt to SA Wright, Ewing walked away in apparent disgust

A third incident involving SA Ewing concerned SA Wright`s efforts to i ffAT,,¥,€i,,y,i,,=; ~i-il<r~£:hp
`-t

|Hi,fj`h. E\yz'`ir.;:i.t`;;  ~{:\t:J !t`i!+t`3!rTi: £j d:E`,  `f££j s=€i i-!{¢g\-iitii  tt::Fit:,  #``J12 ~;.€„€#,g€:,t\  €.i 1 !€={,i,.    These terrorists  were  Shareef Alwan

("AlwarL"r8 and Rarick Saleh Abde[ Razick ("Razick',).29  When he begrn to search for these

terrorists. SA Wright asked SA Ewing if he (Ewing) hnd any information concerning these

tenorists.4   Ewing rephied that he did not.  SA Wrigiv then spent several weeks investigating the

whereabouts of these terrorists.  One afterlroon while SA Wricht and SA John Vineent were in

the  office  discussing  whether to  contact  tu=;i,   8f`i'i €ii+i#ii  ?TLi3~[i~¢:. iit£.;`f.`i.  -c,y'!`:#,{I;  R:ii={i rL& i ri   ii:rj;11   ~i:i+!ii:::ft~iJ'£   f3`,`,I,h rfi: ,'`-; i; fr# i ri,u±,  :+:+i-Tj.,j3ii\,i {i,

/I:`tb  !L={L,i`/-,a'j.f# a      a)~\,,'€:'&.a!'Ef3;=fi^i.£'-±*j:  li]£'i^EJ   `r.i^j i;i,-fi 9   ``i;i,JJ+   E~t`,T^,j'i|-!¢g   ff:~.a iii-~:£ij.n[   ,i;.i,£`H`..' I.?,   `i\}:`\,/`'i'i gj.l~o~:   ,:r-i :I +i:!.!l.  Iri irk`\:=:tit;|tli;`   luf'J/§r=TPL'{3   gT`.::t i; i.1,g   i:.i{=}

i€ii|::€,S`T,Bi`ty;-i;a-a-11.€   i~lH€ij.4:?;   i i{3i':i   ar`i€ii,  ~t7:,J'iLi`il-|£.1,Cl  i``\Ji t\:.?i!   iTrfu f;:triTf±-iafiLii,I_:!j:ft    f:3£.  :;.`:GJ,a; :f:,   f:!a`t:vi.r&   £ ,ti`.f`i   i;t`,frfL.6: ,€2lri!;   <£.c'`~;,,c3;:,!i-€1L: ii|`crg  ±`:\i  lT;-at` i'* ,
<1¢  ,I
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SA Ewing finally disclosed that he knew that Alwan had been arrested previously by the rsraeli§.

This is another incident forming a pattern ty Ewing of withholding information from SA  Wright

to fuistrate and thwaft his criminal investigation.

These ineidettts dramatically illustrate the uneaey and countezproduetive tension between

FBI intelligence iovestigatious and FBI criminal iovestigations of the sane terrorist subjects.

The FBI has been grossly negligent in failing to police its intelligence agents, and the resulting
r=

"turf battles" within the FBI have led to a dereliction of duty ty the FBI in failing to criminally

investigate terrorists so as to prevent them from commithng terrorist acts.  This has left

Americans expesed to terrchst threats and acts of violence, such as the September I lth frogedy

and the current anthrax crisis.

C.   The FBI'8 R€luctane€ to IDvestigate All Persons and Entities with ConBectinn3 to bin
I.aden, the bjD Laden Family. Hadj and Saudf Arabia.

The FBFs failure to actively conduct criminal investigations and prosecutions Of lmown

and suspected terrorist associates of bin Laden also appears to be the result of its reluctance to

investigate all persons and entities with known ties to bin Laden and his family in Saudi Arabia.

For example, in 1998, SA Wricht's criminal investigrtion identified Yassin Kadi (a/k/a Yasin Al-

Qadi) and his company, Kadi international, Ire.,(collectively, Kadi"), as a source Of funding for

IIAMAS operatives in the uulted States®3°   As previously mentioned herein and detailed

in SA Wricht's June 8, 1998, affidavit filed in federal court supporing the abovereferenced

govemmentseizureofapproximately$1.4millionofterroristasscts,Kadi,aedngpustrmtto

specific instructions from the president of QLI, wire-transferred $820,000 from a Swiss hank
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account to Golden Marble, Ice. ("Golden Mhole"),a Chicagcharea real estate developer; to

purchase certain real property in Wdodridge, Illfneis. qd.) The develop[nent of the piaperty uus

actually controlled dy QLI, a HAMAS front organization masquerading as a taxcxempt

charitable organizaton whose officers gave money to a EIAMAS operative to fund HAMAS'

terrorist activities. (Id.).

- As part of his investigation, SA Wright had a subpoena issued ',;,`t,!L i;,hf=: :;-`_--\„`¢.^;{`_': ¢`~`,':\r+:a

According to sA wright, j`:\L<i=:t\ {Jtl,f-`-`!.¥i~LTs,  a Muslim  €,it:.`: i`.„1M:.,tj.":;;f~:  `:^iF;  =fr=Tt!'-i~=  #::.::fT,,2.  approached his friend

who was a Muslin FBI agent im a:I'qi'J`i# ijii3i' -."``=;I 6'.`i+-i.`;fi =`, ii=9`i, regarding the subpoenas. Apparently, tis

h i;~3iq  `.p.aL+?,1 `fiit,I ii'T,`g  if\=i)fi``:,i,+-:. i a-L'i  *jf` ti;'iLf;  -+;;`'=-ji'7.T  {=,trp^  had  asked  `i'-':.i i~:!-LiT~ffi\dfir`)?~i~  to Contact  his FBI  agent-ffiend  to

arralige a meeting between  {j?r\'.:  i^B ig`.i TT_ io;?~r:,rfij'=i I i;:=? ~_;::I r':,'`-:.i:,  c',i_SO  6:;L!f_ib`i,d=vi4+,~¢. A  and the Muslim FBI agent to

discuss the Chicago investigation being conducted by SA Wrighi.3 I   z`A¢.,i L¥ uTj{£^``\+LTiL!L told the Muslim

FBI  agent  that  he  t jfat^Li~~jB.Fev£+±tt+-i:. iTi`j\  was  Concerned   {`|.+ELJ3   .-;.:'-:-:L'r,I,   J't'i:`,r\,.   !TL-§'t&ry.   'Ldr,"€:   F; i+I Jl.;=f,:-,:{:'!   ti=;i   {T`;E\,j-I:1   &oj:=3f3€, r;rE:   gi€ttTtJE..,rt`=r\ia`i f,+i:

;;,r!,i-Tl„=i..¢.i!`tTg,   £~!£p:i:|T: {ifi.|S.i    Ua  |fj.    a:~Si-i-\.'S8`.t=rr:`, `i.       i/:`.,.1 ,i&3-j±A`b Lr:)}E.`i   ,rjT,i:,i`.:"€.H;I: iJ.Stir   i,~i3 ,i ,f{   ij=,'S=:;:`3 ij,EL(?S>3    #=|~Ht`.i+;   i; '`_ r`.a r:,,   igtji.    T`, 7\`,;`i~t,:`;   Lfj,r=`t 3f=}H=,i€,,i.-ii=;'u:i,   `i,;`r3.t l'`L{1

¥;   "=t|-Enlg=!:f6:`i`i:TiTL   L=k|Pgj£``£i`!jf?~.£3,I[{Li£_iF§    !` jl;¥!'=£:,:i   :i-,t=l   ~!:ii}.g   ^£'e£',i`3,i'+ill.I   ;i,3f~'3.4:3ii.i ;?€~i:`   ,?ai:*?ic !`=;::   tf.-i,i;;`i£'£h,}fjf:.i.

When the Muslim FBI agent advised SA Wright what j'iL'l¥i,-:.7ui\`LTL¥¥€E had related to him, SA

Wright inmediately conveyed this information to his supervisor and the appropriate U.S.

Attorneys Office.(H. Pg. 4)  Shortly thereafer. SA Wright and his co4ase ngent. SA John

Vlncent. met with Assistant U. S. Attorneys Flessner. Ferguson and Channeuson.  Together, they

called the Muslim FBI agent and his supervisor on a telephone conference call and asked the

Muslim FBI agent to meet with .i+F£{::  .iiLE.`¥£i3,  ip;;i.-rdiL'= i-#:ha;{j= .;i':`=.*``[ :i-:  raf?{4`Sq  Sf:i`i f.I,iffli I  and to wear a wire to record
'=  3~.

the conversati.on.(Zd. Pg.i)  Astoar.shingly, the Musli.in FBI agent agreed to wear a wire only I.f he

could tell the subject that he was recording the conversation.(H.)  The Muslim FBI agent told
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•- them that he feared for his safety and did not tnist the FBI to protect him.(E±.)  When the Muslim

FBI agent was questioned as to why rearing a wire ves any different than wiring a report of the

conversation after the fact, he stated that ft was a "cultural matter that you veuldnt understand"

and that "a Muslin does not record another Muslim."Qd)  Thus, an important opportunity t¢

i 4+`j`T-£j5{Ligiii:* ~+tirf; J\r~Ti`+: g:;pi+_and Yasin Kadi was thwarted and lust by FBI inaction.

Kadi  ii``r,`=fi :?, _ :`{ ,i.i Lt';r_  f,!rij_a=ir  i -i ,I:¢__i : _F_ff=i __jj:§:T`L  &jrfi;A=; _j``_i  :i:'.I..Tj_ a ,< |~:1._.  but  he also  sits on  the  board  of directors  of

aa

Glchal Dianand Resources, Inc. , a company that has diamond-mining operations jz] ,South

Affica.32   h 1997, the bin laden farfuly became a major investor in this company. (H.)  One

year later, Kadi agreed to provide $3 million to the company. (H. )

For three yearse the FBI and the federal goverment took no action against Kadi or his

assets.  Only afi§Lthe Segivember I lth attacks vere Kadi's asscts in the Uulted  States frozen as

part of the action taken by the U.S. Treasury Department pursuant to President Bush's Executive

Order 13224 on cetober 12. 2001. to freeze the assets of all associates and supporters of osama
`-t

him Iaden and his AIJ2aeda network of terorist orgaphatious.33

Kndi is by ro means the only Saudi link with international terrorism. It has been publicly

reperted in the press that National Security Agency ('NSA") electronic intercepts of

conversations aniong members of the Sairdi Arabian royal family disclosed that9 try 1996. Saudi

money was supporting bin Laden and Al-Qaeda, as well as other terrorist groups operating in the

Middle East.34  Contrary to the Saudis' demials, these NSA intereapts demonstrate that the

Saudi reedme was a`rare that substantial funds stven dy the Saudi monarchy to various Islamic

charities uere being funneled to bin Laden, AIQaeda and other terrorist groups. (EL) In addition
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to these intercepts, it has been reported that Mohammed el-Khjlewi, the first secretary at the

Saudi Mission to the United Nations who defeated to and sougiv political asylum in the Uulted

States in 1994, has dceuments showing that the Saudis have provided financial and teehnjcal

supporttoHuns.(Ld.)

Further troubling js that, jn the wake of the Sqrfember I I th  attacks, the Sandjs have

refused to help the FBI and the CIA run "traces," or background checks, on the nineteen

terrorists who carried out those attacks, even though more than half of them are believed to be

from Sandi Arabia. (E±.)  Furthermore, the Sandis have not been as cooperative as hoped in

aiding the United States in its war against bin Laden and AIQaeda.  Although the Saudis have

permitted the United States to utilize the U.S. command and control center lcoated in Sandi

Arabia, the Saudis have prohibited the United States from launching any military actions from

Saudi soil. Cognizant that Sandi Arabia is the largest oil pnducer in the Mddle East, the U.S.
`,<

goverrment has treaded softly in dealing with the Saudis, in part, to protect American economic

interests and the interests of u.S. oil companies doing business in Sandi Arabia.  Thus, it appears

that, over the years, political and economic concerns of the United States have caused the FBI

and the CIA to less than aggressively pursue Kadi and other Sandi links to bin Laden, AIQaeda

and terrorism in general.

Further, the FBI has been reluctant to aggressively investigate all persons and

organizations associated with the bin Laden family in Saudi Arabia. Such timidity may be

attributable, in part, to a desire not to disturb close relationships between U.S, officials and key
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figures in the Sandi regime and not to disclose conflicts of interest on the part of backs, oil

companf es and private investor groups, such as the Carlyle Group, that do business with the bin

Laden family.35 36   The following are examples_of such relationships and potential conflicts of

interest:

(1) the faniily of osama bin Laden in Saudi Aral>ia has been an investor

in ceftain investment funds of the Carlyle Group, a private U.S. merchant bank specializing in

buyouts of defense and aerospace companies. (H.) The Carlyle Group is backed by former

President George Herbert Walker Bush and former British Prime .Minister John Majore who are

paid consultants or their agents (H. );

(2) because of its invesment with the Carlyle Group and its close ties to the Saudi

royal family, the bin Laden family has been visited jn Saudi Arabia by many 24 important

fonner U. S. officials, including former President George H. W. Bush, former Seeretary of State
`-t

James Baker and fomer Secretary of Defense Frank Carlucci, each of whom is affiliated with or

is connected with the Car]yle Group (H. );

(3) the Carlyle Group also has had a business relationship with the bin Laden

Group, a West Affican conglomerate owned by the family of osama bin Laden, (E±. );

(4) it has been reported that the family of Osama bin I.aden have banking

cormections with Citigroup, Inc., the London branch of Deutsche Bank AG, ABN Amro, and the

National Commercial Bank in Saudi Arabia (H. );
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(5) it also has been repoded that the FBI has been "remarkably sensitive, tactful

and protective" of bin Leden's family, especially during the current crisis (j±.);

(6) former President Carter met with ten of osama bin Laden's brothers earty in

2000 on a fund-raising tip for the Carter Center in Atlanta (H.);

(7) the bin Laden family's close ties to the Saudi royal family prompted

exeeuiives and staff from closely-held Forbes, Inc. to make two trips to the bin laden family's

headquarters in Jeddah, Sandi Arabia (H.);

(8) at least one former high-level government official has attempted to work for

or obtain work from Prince Bandar, the Saudi ambassador to the Uhited States; (9) finally, the

current Bush administration still has not frozen or ,attemp€ed to seize all the U.S. assets of

HAMAS, which \ras the subject of SA Wright's investigation, or the U.S. assets ofHezbollah

despite the continuing tgrorist acts carried out ty these groups in the Middle East.

IV.  THE ny.usT]cE DONE TO sA wRgGHT AND_HE CLEAR REED
RECTIN IT.

SA Wright is one of the finest counterferrorism agents in the FBI, and his "Exceptional"

performance evaluntious whj,le he was in the JITF confim this fact.37 38 39 40  It is apparent now

that his downfall at the FBI was that he pushed too hard to conduct criminal investigations and

prosecutions of known terrorists operating in the United States and to prosecute them as a means

of neutralizing the threat they posed.  Additionally, he was openly critical when his attempts to
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aggressively investigate terrorists in the United States were dismissed out of hand ty FBI

officials. On August 9, 1999, SA Wright was relieved of his counterterrorism duties and re-

assigned to handling applicant matters.4'  Regrettably, in the two years since then, the 19

terrorists who carried out the September llth attacks vere in the United States planning and

preparing to carry out their mission from bin Lnden and AIQaeda. The FBI's counterterrorism

intelligence operations in the Uhited States utterly failed to neutralize the threat posed ty these

terrorists.  Because of the FBI's gross negligence in failing to take seriously the threat of

terrorism, it did not apprehend these tenorists in time to prevent their horrific acts.

In the `rake of the September llth attacks, the FBI has soucht to cover up and obstruct

justice concerning its gross negligence and dereliction of duty in failing to investigate terrorist

activity in the United States.  Specifically, the FBI retaliated against SA Wright, who has been

critical of the FBI's failure to actively pursue criminal investigations and prosecutions of known

terrorists in the United States. The primary vehicle for silencing and discrediting SA Wright thus

an uncorroborated sexual harassment charge made ty SA Cybil Reed ("SA Reed")

against him.42  As shorn below, jn its administrative review of this unsubstantiated and baseless

charge, the OPR has denied SA Wright fundamental due preeess of law ty failing to interview

SA Wright's witnesses and failing to question SA Reed about the facts that undermined

her charge, among other things. Perpetuating the FBI's retaliation against SA Wright, the OPR,

without even a complete evidentiary record, rushed to judgment and upheld the baseless charge

in an apparent effort to discledit SA Wricht. As punishment for SA Wright in this case, the OPR
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ignored the recommendation Of "no days off made by the SAC of the Chicago office and mated

out a thirty day suspension without pay and one year of probation.  Since returning to drty, SA

Wright has been assigned to duties other than counter-terrorism investigations, notwithstanding

his expertise in such investigations and the FBI's dire need for experienced counterterrorism

criminal investigators in the aftermath of the September llth  attacks.5

* As shovel below, SA Medemach's sexual harassment charge is not corroborated by other

independent evidence. The unvarnished evidence indicates that she encouraged SA Wricht's

attention, pardcularly on two business trips €LtL`;ELe`Ttatry.i':1, and that SA Wright's conduct toward her

was never offensive or sexually inappropriate. Accordingly, the OPR should reverse its prior

decision and enter findings of fact in favor of SA Wright.

An impandal and dispassionate review of the evidence in this case demonstrates that the

following key facts are indisputable:

I. SA Wright was assigned to the Chicago field office while SA Reed was assigned

to the Mi]`raukee field office.43

2. SA Wricht and SA Reed met when SA Wright attended a briefing of the agents

in Milwaukee concerning the subject of an investigation he had been conducting out of the

Chicago office.

3. As a part of his investigation in the Chicago office. SA Wright identified and began to

5SineeSaptember11,2001,counterterrorismhasbecometheFBI'sNumberChepriorityandtheFBIhas

anestedordetrinedmorethan6cOsospectsandmaterialwitnesseswhoarebctievedtoposeorhasehawledgBOf
terrorist activities in the Unl.ted States.
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investigate a suspected terrorist, who was directly linked to terrorist activities dy other subjects

of his investigation.(Id. fi 11)   Because this subject of sA Wright's investigation happened to be

a resident in the Milwaukee arcs, SA Reed opened a parallel investigation Of him.(Id. H

12)

4. SA Reed demanded to FBIHQ that "her" case be given precedence and that she

be assigned to be the "lead" agent with the longer-standing Chicago investigation as secondary.

5. Initially, it was decided that the Milwaukee office would handle the one chase of the

investigation of the subject and the Chicago office would handle a different phase of the

investigation.(Id. H 15)

6. In January 1999, SA Wright and SA Reed traveled to rfeiorj;:`:!u`1>, together with other

FBI agents and DOJ Personnel, to Conduct interviews  i„`i  a`i ¢.`1 ~S;jnH€'  ngtlT\,jruri ,=±-a :i ±=,?"3-i:i-gHi+i¥,d=|¢.1  im~\,7€~::`=:a ti:,gis,i-i ;r.S\i i.

During this trip, SA Reed made every effort to associate with SA Wright by, among other
`,<

things. changing her assigned seat on a flight to sit next to hime jointly purchasing and sharing

bottles of wine with SA Wright in his hotel room while assisting him in drafting investigatf ve

paperwork, taking a side trip with him outside the company of the other FBI agents and DOJ

personnel on the main trip.  After SA Reed had consumed three bottles of wine with SA Wright

in his hotel room one evening on this trip, he gave her an irmceent kiss on the foliehend when she

left his room.

7. During this trip, SA Reed made statements to SA Wright to the effect that it `ras

"scary how well they got along" and how she now understood why some people have affairs. SA

29



Reed encouraged the attention Of SA Wright on this trip.

8. After this tip, however, SA Reed attempeed to expand her investigation so that

it would completely parallel the Chicago investigation.  This action by SA Reed raised

legitimate FBI concerns as to confusion and duplication of effort between the Chicago and

Mil\raukee investigations.  When SA Wricht attempted to persuade her to curfeil her efforts to

enlarge her cain, SA Reed complained to her supervisor. about voice-mail telephone

messages left ty SA Wright concerning her investigation. However, after hstening to the

messages, her supervisor found nothing at all improper about them.  Notably, althouch she did

complain to her supervisor about innceuous voice-mail messages left by SA Wright concerning

her investigation, she never complained to him about any other conduct of SA Wright and

specifically the alleged conduct that is the gravamen of her sexual harassment charge.

9. SA Reed, on some occasions, called SA Wright at his home to discuss their

respective cases. On orfe such occasion, she jnqulred as to some music playing in the

background. SA Wright told her that he was recording some fast beat music to listen 'to in the

car or \whle he vas working out. As he Was making tapes of this music for himself and others,

he promised to send her a copy of the tape too. She did not tell him  not to send this tape, nor did

she return the tape after she had received it or advise anyone, particularly any FBI officials, that

she considered the tape to be offensive or part of a pattern of sexual harassmento

10. Prior to a rctum trip to Israel, SA Reed remarked to SA Wright that he "had

better pack the cockserew."  Apparently, SA Reed \ras planning on oinking wine with SA
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Wright as she had done on their first business trip.  If SA Wright's "unsolicited" kiss on her

forehead on the first trip had really been offensive to SA Reed, she would never have

soucht again to engage in the same fraternization that apparently had led to the innceent kiss on

the first trip.

11. SA Reed made the airline reservations for herself and SA Wright on this

second trip, and she and SA Wricht agreed to sit together on the flights. Just prior to the return

flight, SA Wright misplaced his ticket and obtained a new ticket and new seat assigrment.

Unbeknormst to SA Wricht, SA Reed, on her oun initiative, changed her seat so that she

would be sitting next to SA Wright.  This also undermines SA Reed's sexual harassment

claim because she would never have shown such a strong desire to sit next to SA Wricht had he

been sexually harassing her as she later alleged.

12. In May 1999, SA Reed received a transfer to the FBI field office in

hidiamapolis®(Id.  H 3)  49<

1 3 . After receiving the transfer to hdianapohs, SA Reed hen a telephone

conversation with SA Wright in which they discussed, among other things, his long-standing

desire to move to Indianapolis.  During this conversation, she encouraged SA Wricht to place his

name on the Indianapolis transfer list and informed him that a senior FBI would soon be retiring

and his retirement would create an opening in Indianapolis that SA Wright would likely get. SA

Wright told SA Reed that he would think about it.

14. After SA Wright hnd placed his name on the fronsfer list for Indianapolis, SA

Reed called SA Wright about the ongoing investigations. During this conversation, quite
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contrary to her earlier encouragement to him to seek a transfer to Indianapolis, she suddenly

became incensed at the thought that SA Wright might be transferred to Indianapolis.

15. After this conversation cecurred, the sACs of the Chicago and Milwaukee offices

derided that the Milwaukee investigation would be closed and consolidated into the Chicago

investigation.  When she leaned of this~. SA Reed became very irate and complained for

two hours to her supervisor that SA Wrigiv "had won."(Id. fl 15-17)

16. SA Reed lodged her sexual harassment charge against SA Wricht tiro days

after she leaned that "her" case in Milwaukee would be closed and that the Chicago office

would handle "her" investigation. She held SA Wricht responsible for her being instructed to

close out her case.(Id. G 23)

17. SA Medernach's sexual harassment complaint against SA Wright is based on four

allegedly inapgivopriate acts:

FJEife While on the first of two business trips L=ihaf``{j§Lfi~9:i. with SA Reed and others, SA

Wn.ght gave SA Reed a n "unso]I.cited" kt.ss on the forel]ead as she left his hotel Jicom after they

had consumed three bottles of wine while working on a list of questions to ask at an interview

scheduled for the next day. This allegation is undermined by the fact that SA Reed did not object

to the kiss at the time it ivas made, nor did she confront him to tell him that she considered it to

be offensive. According to SA Reed, she merely told SA Wright on the next day that she was

happily married and did not want to have an affair with him-ven though SA Wright had not

intended nor sought any romantic aflhir with her. Furthermore, this purported statement by SA

Reed is undercut by the fact that she clearly encouraged the adention of SA Wright both during
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and after this trip and made a comment to him such as "Now I understand why people have

affairs. "  Although the fraternization between SA Wright and SA Reed on this trip might be

argued to have been "unprofessional," it was nevertheless consensunl and not sexual; hence, it

could not have constituted sexual harassment.  Nothing occurred other than an itmacent kiss on

the forehead bet`veen friends and it \ras interpreted as such at the time. SA Reed also failed to

contemporaneously report this conduct to any FBI officials until approximately seven months
P

later, when she was foreed to close "her" case.

Secoffd._on three cecasions between January and March 1 999, SA Wright

allegedly made reference during a telephone conversation with SA Reed to a dream he had

about her. SA Wright never told SA Reed what the dream was about, so she had no reason

to construe his comment as sexual harassment. SA Wright has stated in this proceeding that the

dream was not sexual and that sworn statement is unrebutted.  Although SA Reed now

alleges that SA Wright's references to this "dream" made her uncomfortable, her allegation is

undereut by the fact that she never confronted SA Wricht to tell him it was inappropriate and

never complained to her supervisor or other FBI officials until after she `ras forced to close "her"

Case.

|hj]dLjn February 1999, SA Wright sent t`ro unsolicited gifts to SA Reed,

specifically a tape of music and a Valentine's Day card. During a telephone call placed by SA

Reed to SA Wright at his home, SA Reed inquired about some music playing in the

background. SA Wright told her he was recording fast beat music on a tape for listening to in the

car or while working oLit and that he promised to send her a copy. She did not tell him at that
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time not to send the tape.  With the tape, SA Wricht also sent a nob-romantic Valentine's Day

card that he thought was humorous and would amuse her too. SA Reed did not

contemporaneously complain about either of these innocent "gifts." Indeed, several days after

receiving these items, SA Reed called SA Wright and told hin she understood the inside

joke behind the card.  This allegation has no substance on its face. Like the other allegations, it

is underout by the fact that SA Reed never confronted SA Wricht to tell him these gifts
Fi:

were inappropriate or offensive and they clearly were not sexual in natLire. Furthermore, SA

Reed never complained to her supervisor or any other FBI officials about these gifts until

after she \ras forced to close "her" case.

FDuthsA Wright allegedly harassed SA Reed by placing his name on the

transfer list for Indianapolis after he knew that SA Reed has received a transfer to

Indianapolis.  This allegation is completely without merit because SA Reed encouraned

SA Wright to seek a transfer to Indianapolis and told him that his chances of getting the transfer

were good as a senior agent in that office was about to retire.  Moreover, SA Wright's rcasous for

desiring to move to Indianapolis mere completely independent of SA Reed. In fact, he had

previously requested a transfer to Indianapolis when he was assigned to the Kansas City office;45

and he had attended law school in Indianapolis and had many ffiends there.  This allegation. like

the others, is nothing more than retaliation by SA Reed for having to close qher" case.

18. SA Medernach's retaliation in this case against SA Wrigivt is similar to her previous

retaliation against another FBI agent.  Previously. SA Reed made unfounded allegations

against SSA Doug Phillips concerning certain conversations between her and SSA Phillips when
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SSA Phillips told her to close a case. Taken together, the unsubstantiated allegations against SA

Wright and the unfounded allegations against SSA Phillips are evidence that SA Reed has

an established pattern of retaliating against other FBI agents when she js instructed to close a

case, For this reason, she lacks Credibility and her allegations against SA Wright lack merit and

must be rejeeted.

19. There js an absence of evidence corroborating SA Medemach's allegations while, at

the same time, there is evidence corroborating SA Wright's defense. At bottom, this case is

nothing more than a "he said/she said" dispute instigated ty an agent with a motive to falsify and

a pattern of retaliation against other agents for being told to close "her" case.

Based on an incomplete factual record and despite overwhelmf ng evidence to the

contrary, the OPR erroneously concluded that SA Medernach's retaliatory complaint had merit.

Even more troubling, the OPR rushed tojudglnent in this case without even considering all the

evidence submitted dy SA Wright.  Specifically, a cony of sA Wright's 42-page rebuttal (dated

September 14, 1999) of SA Medemach's charges uns not found in the Chicago file, indicating

that it had not been fo"rarded to the FBIHQ OPR file and, therefore, it was not reviewed or

considered by the OPR In fact, on two separate occasions prior to SA Wright's interview

coneeming SA Medemach's allegations, OPR instructed OPR investgators not to accept SA

Wricht's 42-prge rebuttal. Furthermore, and perhaps most important, none of SA Wright's ten

witnesses identified in his liebuttal statement were interviewed prior to the OPR's decision.

Moreover, the OPR failed to interview SA Reed concerning her own statements and

actions that would contradict or undermine her sexual harassment allegations.  Therefore, at the
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very least, the OPR had an incomplcte factual record upon which to make a decision in this case.

This c]carly violates SA Wright's right to due process of law and his administrative richts as an

FBI agent.

This injustice to SA Wright is compounded dy the nature and severity of the punishment

handed down dy the OPR. Ignoring the Chicago SAC's recommendation of "ne time off', the

OPR gave SA Wright a punishment of thirty (30) days suspension from drty without pay and

one year probation.  When he was informed of SA Wright's punishment, ASAC Briar Lewis of

the Chicago office called the FBI assistant director in charge of the OPR unit.  Lewis told the

assistant director that he felt SA Wricht's punishment was unfair and that he (Lewis) questioned

the credibility of SA Reed.

Further, ignoring SA Wright's expertise in counterterrorism and deapite the obvious need

for experienced counter-tenon.sin agents jn the wake of the September 11 th attacks, the FBI has

banished him from ady-'counter-terrorism duties.46   Excluding SA Wright from the FBI's

counterterrorism efforts during this time of dire public need for agents experienced jn counter-

terrorism indicates that it is more than rchbution for SA Reedes sexual harassment charge.

The FBI has been less than forthcoming concerning why SA Wright has been excluded from

such an important role when he is so obviously vell qunljfied for such a role. Nonetheless, it is

clear that the FBI is retaliating against him for his criticism of the FBI's gross negligence

regarding the threat of terrorism and actual tenrorism in the United States.

V.  CONcljusI0N.

36



`-

As shown above, in the wake of the Sqptember llth attacks, it is abundantly clear that

the FBI has been grossly negligent in failing to take seriously the threat of terrorism in the

United States.  Worse yct, not only has the FBI failed to aggressively pursue criminal

investigations of terrorists in the United States, but it and its agents have thwarted ongoing

criminal investtgatious of such terrorists, in particular the investjgalon conducted by SA Wrigiv.

Notwithstanding the unqualified success of SA Wrigiv's investigrtion, the FBI has systematicallyP

rebufled SA Wrighfs efforts to launch a national coordinated campaign to rid this country of

terrorist aedvity. Unforttmately, the price for the FBrs massive abdication of its law enfolcement

function has been paid by the American people and, in particular try the victims and the families

of the victims of the September llth  attacks and now also dy the victims and families of the

viedms of the anthrax biarferrorism crisis.

In retaliation for SA Wright's criticism of the FBrs dereliction of duty, the FBI has

dispensed strong medic-ine to discredit him and. thereby, silence him.  A threat was leveled by a

cop official against SA Wricht to his attorneys to prevent him from meeting with members of

Congress during the week after September 11. However, the use of a baseless sexual harassment

charge by another special agent with a motive to make false and misleading allegrtious against

SA Wright cannot, and will not, succeed in sjlenejng him.  Moreover, the FBI's vindictive

attempt to silence SA Wricht by denying him fundamental due prceess of law will not be upheld

in the licht of day.

For all the reasons set forth above, the OPR must immediately take remedial action in the

sexual harassment case against SA Wright to afford him the required due prceess of law by: (1 )
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interviewing all of SA Wricht's witnesses; (2) re-interviewing the complainant and queedon her

about all the mitigating factors and other evidence undermining the validity and credibility of

her claim; (3) reviewing SA Wright's 42-page rebuttal (dated September 14, 1999) previously

submitted and pulporfedly in the OPR file; and (4) permitting SA Wright to address, in writing,

any new facts discovered or admissions made dy the complalnam that might arise in the course

of these interviems. It is submitted that, after such remedial achous are taken, the OPR should

reverse its prior decision against SA Wricht and vacate the punishment previously given to him

Furthermore, in this time of national need, the FBI should immediately rcassign SA Wricht to,

the important counterterrorism duties that he is so expertly capable of performing.

Finally, and equally important, the OIG should conduct an immediate, thorough and

aggressive investgation of the FBI misconduct alleged herein and recommend appropriate civil

and criminal penalties against those persons found to have obstructed justice and impeded the

counter-terrorism activities of the FBI.  These individuals are responsible, in prrf, for the

terrorist events of September 11 and the current anthrax crisis because they thvarfed U® S.

counterterrorism achvities.
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11/05/01

ATTESTATION

14:41   FAX   202   646   5199

I,  Robert G. Wright, Jr., hereby declare and affim, uinder the pena,lties of peljury, that

the foregoing '`Complaint To The Federal Bureau of hvestigation Office of professional

Respousibifity and the United States Department of Justice Office of hapector General

For Dereliction of Duty by the Federal Bureau of hvestigation in Falling to hvestigate

and Prosecute Terrorism and Obstruction of Justice in Retaliating Against Special Agent

Robed Wright" is trLie and coITect to the best of zny knowledge and belief,

STATE OF ILLINOIS

couNI oF CLC) Gk

2001.

H042

SubscribedandswomtomebyRoberfG.WriELTr.,disirfdayof4±.'^;
R,GbJ.
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

OFFICE OF PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY

NOTIFICATION

DATE:    7/23/99

TO:         SAC, CHICAGO DIVISION

FROM:OFF[cEOFPROFij;s];NALREspO+iv:asiLh;y
\.    `}J

a

TrrLE:   sA ROBERT G. WRIGHT, ]R.
CHICAGO DIVISION
0PR NATTER

Conduct no investigation until so requested b}. OPR.   Initiation and conduct of this inquir}/.
and adjudication as necessary should be closet.v coordinated with OPR.

On 2£Z24!2 an OPR inquiry was initiated regarding an allegation that captioned cmp]o}.ci. htls engaged in a
I)attcm of sema] harassment against a female SA assigned to a joint Chicago/Milwaukei. Di`'ision
in`'cstigation.

You are requested Eg! to infom captioned emplo.vee of the initiation of this inquiry or pro`ide him/her
`vith the below described forms until requested to do so b.\' OPR.

You are requested I.q provide captioned emplo}'ee ``.itli a cop.v of this notice and of tl`c attached forms`
"E.`.planation of Procedures in the FBI's Disciplimr}' Process" and Disclosure of Information to

Attorneys," and to return this notjcc signed and dated I).`. the prcscntjng offici:Il, cstablisliing th;" `.ou
have advised the employee that:

(I)           He/she will be intervieu'ed regarding this matter;

(2)           He/slie l`as the opportunity to hal.e an attome.v represent him/licr in this "itter subject
to the limitations set forth in the abo`.e forms; and               ..

•,,
L=

(3)           The Employee Assistance program GAP) is al\`.a.`'s avai]q.ble and provides free,
conridential, professional assistance to employees and (hcirfamil}J mcmbcrs.

On _ this Ta.tteTwas refened to the Adjudication Unit, OPR, for rc`Jiew and appropriate :]ction.  You are
•,-requested to so inforlh captioned emplo}'cc.

Presenting Offic
*Retum Copy to

Field OITicc®ivision
263-HQ-129r.`Jo3

Io.vce Sigmture:

ROUTE TN ENVELOPE

©

(OPR C:lsc Supervisor:  Wocmcr)W0tJ
(OPR/FBIHQ:    Room  Ill()2,  E.`.I.   ri+7())
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Itv  THE  clRculT -counT  OF  CCOK  cOuNTy
cOuNIIT  DEpan"ENI,  IAw  Dlvlslo.Nr  .

ROBERT  G.   rmlGHT,   uR. ,

Plaintiff,
V.

RAREN  rmEENACH ,

T=

Defendant .

PIAINTIFF  DEnrms
TRIAli  BY  JTJRY

cOxpIArm
NOW  COMES   the   Plaintiff,   Robert   G.   Wright,    Jr.    (``Wright")   by

and  through  his  Attorney,   David  P.   Schippers,   and  for  his

Complaint   in  two  counts  against  the  Defendant,   Karen  Medernach

(``Medernach'') ,   states   as.  follows:

I    r=EEriF=EE
.,

1.        Plaintiff  is  a.c.itiz.en  and`resident  of  the  State  of

Indiana  and,   at..all  relevant  times, .vyas  employed  as  a  Special
''.I

Agent(``S/A''.).  .,of   the   Federal   Bureau. of   Investi`gation   (``FBI'')  .
`'

2.       At  all  relevap-i  .t.imes,  .plaintiff  was .... sta'ti.oried  in  the
-,

Chicago  District.of  the.FBI   in'Chica.go,   Illinois.I.

'.     `.
.,~.

3.        Defendant  Me.dernach`is  `a  Citizen  and'=re.:ident  of  the

State  of  Indiana,   and  was,   at  all  times,   employed  as  an  S/A  of

the   FBI.
.,

4.       At  all   relevant  t.im-es,   Defendant  was   stationed  in  the
I

Milwaukee,   Wisco.ri.s.in   Di.strict.office   of  the   FBI.
~ .`.'`                          '  ..,...

}uRlsDlcTloN. -Arm  VFNUE

5.       This  Court  has  Jurisdiction  over  the  subject  matter  and   ap4
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has  personal  jurisdiction  over  the  De.fendant,   pursuant  to  735

ILCS  5/2-209  in  that  the  Defendant  committed  many  of  the  tortious

acts  alleged  herein  in  the  Sta-te  of  Illinois.

6.        Venue   is  proper  in  Cook  County,   pursuant   to  735   ILCS

5/2-101,   in  that  the  sole  Defendant  is  a  non-resident  of  the

State  of. Illinois.
T£

FACTS   GIVING  RISE   T0  THE   CAUSE   OF  ACTION

COENT  ORE

In5:n::::::  5:f:::::on

7.       At  the  time  of  the  events  complained  of  herein,

Plaintiff  had  been  an  agent  of  the  FBI  for  nine  years.     He

`*jL,.,j            enjoyed  a  reputation  as  a  hard  working,   dedicated  and  cofipetent
agent,   and  enjoyed  the  respect  and  admiration  of  his  fellow

agents,   of  his  ~supervisors   and  of  those  with  whom  he  cam-e   in

contact  professionally.

8.     As  a  consequence,   Plaintiff  expected  to  succeed  as  an

FBI  Agent,   to  receive  promotions  and  eventually-..,.to  retire

honorably  and  with  his  reputation  unsullied.
=

9.       At   the  time  of  the  events   complained  of  herein,   Wright

was  assigned  to  the  FBI   International  Terrorist  Squad,   centered

in  Chicago,   Illinois,   and  had  been  working  in  that  capacity

since   1993.

10.      In  or   about   1995,   Wright   developed  and  implemented  an

investigative  plan  to  identify  and  neutralize  foreign  Middle

ZZ
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_`., Eastern  terrorist  organizations  operating  throughout  the  United

States .

11.     During  the  course  of  his  investigation,   Wright

identified  a  resident  of  the  United  States  who  was  directly

involved  in  the  terrorist  activities  in  the  United  States  and

elsewhere.     Wright  opened  a  case  and  began  an  intense  and  in
Tl

depth  investigation  of  that  individual's  financial  and  other

activities .

12.      In  or  about   1999,   Wright  became  aware   that  Medernach

had  also  opened  a  criminal   case  in  Milwaukee  concerning  the   same

individual  and  his  activity.

13.     Medernach  demanded  that  her  case  be  given  precedence
-.•,=,.}            and  that  she  be  assigned  to  be  the  lead  agent,   with  the  Chicago

investigation  as  secondary.              .

14.     In  order  to  avoid  confusion  and  duplication  of  effort,

the  FBI  decided  that  the  investigation  must  be  coordinated  out  of

one  office.
*®15.     As   a  result,   in  July  1999,   a  meeting  was   arranged  and

`

an  agreement  was   reached  between  Milwaukee  and,.the  Chicago

Special  Agents   In  Charge.

16.      On   the  morning  of   July  20,    1999,   Medernach  was

instructed  to  close  out  her  case  and  Wright  was  told  to  proceed

with  his  investigation.

17.     Medernach  became   extremely  angry.      She   complained  for
`.-,i
`--...

.
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1

1 `.-'.

two  hours   and  bemoaned  that  Wright   ``had  won."     She  held  Wright

responsible  for  her  being  instructed  to  close  out  her  case.

18.     At  all  relevant  time;  there  was  in  effect  Title  VII  of

the   Civil   Rights  Act   of   1964,   as   amended   (42   USC   2000E,   et.   seq.)

19.     Pursuant  to  that  statute,   it  was,   and  is  unlawful  to

engage  ih  discrimination  or  harassment  in  the  workplace  on  the

basis  of  gender.

20.     Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act,   the

FBI  had  in  place,   at  all  relevant  times,   a  policy,   rules  and

regulations  prohibiting  sexual  discrimination  and  harassment  and

providing  discipline  for  any  agent  engaging  in  such  activity.
I

21.     As   a  young,   unmarried  male  agent,   Wright  was   especially
+.

vulnerable  to  false  and  malicious  charges  of  sexual

discrimination-`  and  harassment.        .

22.     As   a  result  of  the   foregoing,   Medernach  knew  that   she

possessed  power  and  influence,   the  exercise  which  would  damage

Wright   in  his  profession,   would  humiliate  him,   would  cause  him

public  embarrassment,   and  would  result  in  extra-me  mental  distress~'

to   him.                                                                                                            `=

23.     On   July  22,   1999,   two  days   after  she  was   ordered  to

close  her  case  and  defer  to  the  Chicago  investigation  being

conducted  by  Wright,   Medernach  filed  with  the  FBI  Office  of

Professional  Responsibility  a  false  and  malicious  charge  against

Wright  in  which  she  alleged  that  he  had  engaged  in  a  ``pattern  of

•I+.
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®sexual  harassment. "
24.     The   false  and  malicious  charges  were  made  with  the

specific  intent  to  cause,   or  in  reckless  disregard  of  the

possibility  of  causing  Wright  severe  emotional  distress  because

Medernach  knew  that  the  mere  charge  itself  would  humiliate

Plaintiff ,   publicly  embarrass  him  in  his  work  environment,   and

would  seriously  damage  his  reputation  and  career  in  the  FBI.

25.     The  false  and  malicioii.s  charge  and  the  intentional

infliction  of  mental  distress  were  intended  to  punish  the

Plaintif f  for  depriving  the  Defendant  of  what  she  considered  to

be  her  case.

26.     The  conduct  of  the  Defendant  as   stated  above  wasiI

I.)            extreme  and  went  beyond  all  bounds  of  decency.     The  conduct  was,

accordingly,   odtrageous  within  the  purview  of  the  laws  of  the

State  of  Illinois.             i

27.     As  a  direct  and  proximate  result  of  Defendant's

intentional  and  outrageous  conduct  as  alleged,   the  Plaintiff  was
®

humiliated  and  publicly  embarrassed.     He  suffers:d  irremediable

injury  to  his  personal  and  professional  reputation,   was  subjected

to  a  full  investigation  and  disciplinary  proceedings  by  the  FBI

and  was  relieved  of  his  cases  in  the  area  of  international

!

-.-

terrorism.

28.     As   a  direct  and  proximate  result  of  Defendant's

intentional  and  outrageous  conduct,   Plairitiff  has  in  fact
.

5



•,,-)--

suffered  sever  and  permanent  mental  and  emotional  distress  as  was

specifically  intended  by  the  Defendant  when  she  engaged  in  that

outrageous  conduct.

WHEREFORE,   Plaintiff,   Robert   G.   Wright,   Jr.   prays   judgment

against  the   Defendant,   Karen  Medernach,   for  damages   in  the  amount

of'One  Hundred   Fifty  Thousand  dollars   ($150,000.00)   and  such

other  relief  as  this  Court  deems  just  in  the  premises.

Coon "0

_Intentional   Interference   wit=b=_____
Prosoective  Advantaae

29.     Plaintiff  realleges  paragraph  1  through  7,  ,both

inclusive  of  Count   One  as  paragraph  29   of  Count  Two.          ..

30.i     Plaintiff  realleges  paragraph  9  through  17,   both

inclusive  of  €rount  One   as   paragraph   30   of  Count  Two.

31.     Plaintiff,   prior  to  the  events  complained  of  herein,

enjoyed  an  excellent  reputation  for  competence,   ability  and

professionalism.     He  was  highly  thought  of  by  his  superiors,   his

fellow  law  enforcement   agents   and  those  with  wti`om  he  dealt   as   an

FBI  agent.     He  always  received  highly  favorable  appraisals.

32.     As   a  result  of  his   ``exceptional"  work  record  and

excellent  reputation,   Plaintiff  reasonably  anticipated  that  he

would  obtain  prospective  advantages  as  an  agent.     Specifically,

he  expected  to  move  upward  within  the  FBI  and  obtain  both

financial  and  professional  advantages  and. retire  honorably  with  a
SL.
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33.   -At  all\relevant  times,   Defendant,   herself  a  Special

Agent  of  the  FBI,   knew  that  the  Plaintiff  anticipated  such

prospective  advantage  of  professional  and  financial  advancement

within  the  FBI.

.    34.     Defendant  also  knew,   or  should  have   known,   that   a

charge  of  sexual  harassment  made  against  Wright  would  humiliate

him,   cause  sever  damage  to  his  personal  and  professional
'

reputation  and  would  most  likely  ruin  his  career  within  the  FBI.

35.     With  full  knowledge  of  the  likely  result  and  with  the

specific  intent  to  interfere  with  and  harm  Plaintiff's  reasonable

expectation  of  future  advantage,   on  July  22,   1999,   Defendant`
filed  a  charge  of  sexual  harassment  with  the  FBI/OPR.

36.     The  actions  by  the  Defehdant  as  alleged  in  paragraph
35,   were  done  with  malice  in  that:                                                  .

a)        The   Defendant   knew  her  charges  to  be   false,.

b)        The  Defendant   knew  that  her  charges  would  result  in  a
disciplinary  investigation;

c)        The  Defendant  acted  with  the
the  Plaintiff's  career;   and

specifi6.-;intent  to  destroy
`

¢'

=

d)  .     The  Defendant  filed  the  false  charges  two  days  after
the. Plaintiff  prevailed  in  a  work  related
jurisdictional  dispute  over  the  Defendant.

37.     As  a  direct  and  proximate  result  of  the  actions  of  the

Defendant,   as  alleged,   and  as  the  Defendant  specifically

intended,   the  Plaintiff  was  publicly  humiliated,   and  embarrassed.

He  suffered  irremediable  injury  to  his  personal  and  professional
`,i.
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:i.,-   `.   -ul}   ,  .  ::~ .--.              t.

-`!ii.,,,~. reputation,   was  subject.ed  to  a  frill  investigation  resulting  in  a
-1=.::.      ,                                                                   -ro ,,.,.,.,. `          ,

recommendation  of  disciplinary.  action  against  hiri  and  was

relieved  of  his  duties  in  the  f-ield  of  international  terrorism.

38.     As  a  direct  and  proximate  result  of  the  false  and

malicious  statement  and  actions  by  the  Defendant  and  the  actions

of  the  FBI  caused  by  such  statements  and  actions,   Plaintiff's
r=

career  as  a  Special  Agent  of  the  FBI  has  been  destroyed.     He  will

never  attain  the  prospective  advantage  that  he  enjoyed  prior  to

the  Defendant's  false  and  malicious  statements  and  actions  in

that  he  will  no  longer  advance  financially  and  professionally

within  the  FBI  as  he  had  previously  anticipated.
I

WHEREFORE,   Plaintiff,   Robert  G.   Wright,   Jr.,   prays   that
iH

judgment  be  entered  against  the  Defendant,   Karen  Medernach,   for

damages   in  the`.amount  of  One  Hundred  Fifty  Thousand  Dollars

($150,000.00)   and  such  other  relief  as  this  Court  deems   just   in

the  premises.

Respectfully  submitted .,.. a:
L=

a

DAVID   P.    SCHIPPERS,   Attorney   for
Plaintiff

SCHIPPERS    &   BAILEY
20  North  Clark  Street
Suite   3600
Chicago,   Illinois   60602
(312)    263-1200

Atty.    No.    12222



VERIFICATION

ROBERT   G.   WRIGHT,   JR.,   being  duly   sworn,   on  .oath  deposes   and

state;  that  he  has  .read  the  above  and  foregoing  Two  Count

Complaint,   that  he  is  familiar  with  the  facts  alleged  therein  and

that  those  facts  are  true  and  correct  to  the  best  of  his

knowledge  and  belief .

NOTARY   PUBLIC

OFFICIAL SEAL
RARSHA A MITIOuEu

mAfw aieLrs, er^TE or u[faeese
ercora3eersExfERE:.araco. #
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FBI agents take fight over duties to
court
June  19, 2001

BY ABDON M. PALLASCH LEGAL AFFAIRS REPORTER

ipisifeydvisrit:PtL::#j:steheinco]:££;°as=:eMF;i#ei::u:1:e£::htgr:FBI

Robert G. Wright, an agent on the FBI's International Terrorist Squad in
Chicago, was investigating a suspected terrorist in 1999 when he leaned that
a Milwaukee-based FBI agent, Karen Medemach, was investigating the same
person, Wright said in a suit filed Monday in Cook County Circuit Court.

FBI agents from Milwaukee and Chicago held a meeting and decided to make
Wright the lead agent on the case, the suit states.

"Medemach became extremely angry," and two days after she was ordered to
close her case, she filed a charge of sexual harassment against Wright with
the FBI's Office of Professional Respoiisibility.

The office investigated the complaint and recommended disciplinary action
againstWright,thesuitstates.Hewasrelievedofhis.dutiesinthefieldof
international terrorism. Wright is still an agent, but hisjareer has been
"destroyed," the suit states .....-.
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proceedings against former President Bill Clinton.

Medemach could not be reached for comment. Wright demands $150,000
from her for intentional infliction of mental distress, among other claims.

The suit does not name the individual the FBI was focusing on in July 1999,
when the actions in question took place.
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ASAC  Patrick  J.   D;ly  advised  that  when
Jr.  arrives  back  at  work
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SA  Robert  G.   Wright,
he  is  not  to

work  265A-NY-208350.     ASAC  Daly  also  said  that  he,
discuss  this  with  SA  Wright  upon  Wright's  return.
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