DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE | OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL

January 22, 2021

SENT VIA EMAIL
foia@americanoversight.org

Mr. Austin R. Evers
Executive Director
American Oversight

Subject: Freedom of Information/Privacy Act Request [20-O1G-302]

Dear Mr. Evers:

This is a first partial response to your July 24, 2020 Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request to the
Office of the Inspector General (OIG), seeking “[a]ll complaints submitted to the DOJ Office of the Inspector
General (OIG). .. containing allegations that concern the conduct of Attorney General William Barr.”

We have processed 150 pages of responsive records. It has been determined that certain portions of
such records should be withheld from disclosure pursuant to FOIA, 5 U.S.C. 8 552(b)(3), (b)(5), (b)(6) and (b)(7)(C)
as follows:

- 5U.S.C. §552(b)(3), the Inspector General Act of 1978, 5 U.S.C. App. 3 § 7(b) protects the identities of
agency employees who submit complaints or information;

- 5U.S.C. 8552(b)(5), protects privileged interagency or intra-agency memoranda or letters, except
under certain circumstances;

- 5U.S.C. §552(b)(6), protects personnel and medical files and similar files the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy; and

- 5U.S.C. 8552(b)(7)(C), protects records or information compiled for law enforcement purposes, but
only to the extent that the production of such law enforcement records or information could
reasonably be expected to constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy.

We are aware that this matter is in litigation and we will continue to process the requested records
as expeditiously as possible and in compliance with all applicable court orders.

If you are not satisfied with OIG's determination in response to this request, you may
administratively appeal by writing to the Director, Office of Information Policy (OIP), United States
Department of Justice, 441 G Street, NW, 6th Floor, Washington, D.C. 20530, or you may submit an appeal
through OIP's FOIA STAR portal by creating an account following the instructions on OIP's website:
https://www.justice.gov/oip/submit-and-track-request-or-appeal. Your appeal must be postmarked or
electronically transmitted within 90 days of the date of my response to your request. If you submit your
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appeal by mail, both the letter and the envelope should be clearly marked "Freedom of Information Act
Appeal."

For your information, Congress excluded three discrete categories of law enforcement and national
security records from the requirements of the FOIA. See 5 U.S.C. 552(c) (2006 & Supp. IV 2010). This
response is limited to those records that are subject to the requirements of the FOIA. This is a standard
notification that is given to all our requesters and should not be taken as an indication that excluded
records do, or do not, exist.

You may contact our FOIA Public Liaison, Deborah Waller at (202) 616-0646 for any further
assistance of your request. Additionally, you may contact the Office of Government Information Services
(OGIS) at the National Archives and Records Administration to inquire about the FOIA mediation services
they offer. The contact information for OGIS is as follows: Office of Government Information Services,
National Archives and Records Administration, 8601 Adelphi Road-OGlIS, College Park, Maryland 20740-
6001, e-mail at ogis@nara.gov; telephone at (202) 741-5770; toll free at 1-877-684-6448.

Sincerely,

Jacqueline E. Lightle
Government Information Specialist
Office of the General Counsel

Attachment



0IG -

Date Rec'd: 10/30/2019

INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Complaint Form

b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key:tpxgﬁ_, I SSNO: ****_**_prghﬂj
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 -O-B-:l(b)(ﬁ);(b)(T)(C) |
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:

Misec: FoBe IsNas 3

Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:

Phone: (000) -0000 z1P: [huAyl D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 412

Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP

coMpLAINANT: [(B)(B); (B)(7)(C) Key: SSNO:

Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: ) s WG

Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:

Mlsc‘(mwxmxnw) FoBao TNy &

Home : RLQuB NGt

Phone: ZI?:SE%?%C‘ D/L No.:

Work:

Fhone: ZIP:

Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Details:

The complaint was received via 0IG hotline fax on 10/30/19.

. TR . |b)E): ’ .
The complainant alleges the USDOJ fraudulently dismissed hls(g%)c whistleblower complaint.

The complainant also alleges he filed a quo warranto for perjury, obstruction, and treason

against AG Barr in [BXBEM)ITHC)
ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Occurrence Date: TIME:
crry: [PROONG State: [PNOYEXN0) zip: [(B)(6);

[ YirAYias)

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:11/14/2019 approval: [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C)
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer: FbXBﬁ(bXTXC)

OGC/FBI Whistleblower:

Claims Whistleblower:

Sensitive:N

N Qui Tam: PREA:

N Patriot Act: N

Recovery Act:

Init Ackno: 11/15/2019

Component: OAG

Ciwvil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Remarks:
11/14/19: Complaint dispositioned F per Asacgggiq Sent general thank you ackno. [(b)6):
12/2/19: Additional correspondence received via OIG hotline fax on 11/4/19. Complainant

submitted identical fax to one received on 10/30/19. Update only per ASAC [B)6)(ONTC) |

hotline mail on 1/3/20.
per ASAcPMQNMUXQ

2/19/20: Additional correspondence received via 0IG
submitted an address change. Sent general thank you

Complainant

6£/22/20: Additional correspondence received via OIG hotline fax on 5/8/20.
reiterated allegations. Uploaded into iManage. kbxax |

Complainant

Page 1 o 1 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%?%%3971-Ar0000011:02:31



OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION

Date Rec'd: 11/18/2019

Complaint Form

: [(B)(B); (b)(7)(C)

How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: EEQSE}IH\ SSNO: ****_**“l(b)(g);___
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.0.B. :[(b)(6); (b)(7)(C)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 zip: [ual D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP
COMPLAINANT: Unidentified, Unknown Key: 392086 SSNO:
Title: UNID Pay Plan: 5 0 = T
Component: UNK EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home : RLQuB NGt
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP:
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
Details:

The complainant states,

employees will be unemployable in any field

The anonymous complaint was received via OIG hotline mail on 11/18/19.

"putting innocent people in jail on Barr's orders to protect a
treasonous election-stealing illegitimate president who is also a violent serial rapist is a
good way to lose your law license and ruin your career." The complainant also states 0IG

after they are released from prison.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure

Qccurrence Date: TIME:

CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530
. b)(6); (b)(7)(C

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:12/03/2019 Approval: (0)(6); (b)(7)(C)

Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno:

Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG

Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N

Consclidated Case Number:

Component Number:

Remarks:

12/3/19: Complaint dispositioned F per ASAC

send ackno.(bxax

Complaint sent anonymously, unable to

Page 1 ab 1l

Sensitive But Unclassified
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0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form 0IG No. : [B)(6); (B)(7)(C) |

Date Rec'd: 01/23/2020 How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Email
SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: [(B)(6); SENQ: *kkk—kk |(b)(6);
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 NS . 0.B.. : |(b)(6);(b)(?)(C)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z17: [avayl D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 498
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
COMPLAINANTrb)(ﬁ);(mm(c) Key: SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: i s RO
Component: UNK EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home : RLQuB NGt
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP:
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
Details:

FDO received an email wvia the Reporting FAR Contractor hotline regarding the Office of
Attorney General needing to stay out of the impeachment trial. The complainant state's the
Office of Attorney General wants to stop the impeachment trial and arrest the traders trying
to destroy the constitution and kill the president. Complainant states William Barr,
attorney for the Office of Attorney General, as the DOJ officer name. There are no known
complaint allegations.

ALLEGATIONS: 498 Non-DOJ Issue

Occurrence Date: TIME:

CITY: State: Zip:

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: U Date:01/23/2020 Approval:

Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno:

Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG

Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:
Remarks:

Page 1 o 1 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%3%7%%3971-Ar0000Qﬁ):2?:23



(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) (OIG)

From: OIG Hotline Form <noreply@usdoj.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2020 4:04 PM

To: Reporting, FAR Contractor (OIG)

Subject: [Hotline Submission] - DOJ Contract or Subcontract

YOUR COMPANY INFORMATION:

Your Name:[B)(6); (B)(7)(C) |
Your Title: MR.

Email D)(6): (bYTHC) |
Company Name: GOT YOU!

Business Addressrb)(a)’ BRDE

City: [P B
State
Zip Code:[(B)(6): (B)T)(C) |
Country: UNITED STATES
Phone:l(b)(B); (b)(7)(C) |
Fax:

CONTRACT INFORMATION:

Company Name: US GOVERNMENT

DOJ Contracting Officer Name: WILLIAM BARR Contract Number: 275457-19911993 DUNS or TINS:
Type of contract:

DOJ Component: UNJUST LAW

OTHER GOVERNMENT ENTITIES NOTIFIED:

DESCRIPTION:

THE AG OFFICE NEEDS TO STAY OUT OF THIS NOW TOO LATE THE IMPEACHMENT TRAILHAS TO PLAY ALL THE WAY OUT
NOW YOUR OFFICE WANTS TO STOP THE TRAIL THEN ARREST THE TRADERS WHO ARE TRYING TO DESTORY THE UNITED
STATES CONSTITUTION. AND ARE TRY TO KILL THE 45TH PRESIDENT ARE STOP HIM FROM DOING HIS JOB SORRY FOLKS
ITS ALMOT OVER WITHSTAY OUT FROM JUSTICE EQUAL AND FARI JUSTICE FOR ALL. SOON TO COME NEXT WEEK!

This message was sent from:
https://oig.justice.gov/hotline/contact-contracts.htm

User |P:|(D)(6): (BUTHE) |

|(b)(6); {(BUTHE) |

DOJ-20-1871-A-000004



OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Date Rec'd: 02/11/2020

Complaint Form

. [(B)(B); (b)(7)(C)

How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Email

SUBJECT: Barr, William

Sn0: rxrr—xx ONO)

EX-00905-01 ! D.0.B.: |b)(6): (b)(7)C)

Title: ATTY Pay Plan:
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.:No::
Home:  [(hMAY- (hVTYWCY | B.0.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z1P: [huAyl D/L No.:
Work: Cffenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
COMPLAINANTmeﬁman) Key(mwxmxnm) SsNO
Title: CIVIL FPay Plan: B0 8.
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc; F.B.I.No.:
- (D)(B): (B)(T)C)
Home (D)(6); (D)TC) RLQuB NGt
(B)(6); (D)(T)(C
Phones ZIP} S D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: _ .
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:
; B)(6): (b)(7)(C,
COMPLA INANT JPV6) BXNE) Key( E): (B)(THC) _—
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: Dy B
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home {@IEX B)TNE) D)(B); (B)(T)(C) B 0. DN
Phon AR=E ALY D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
D)(B): (B)(T)(C B)(6). (D)(T)(C
COMPLAINANT(N)()(N) Key()()(x)() BETi,
Title: CIVIT ay Plan: A0=Bus
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Mise: HErmme (B){6): B)7)(C) BBy LaNe;, 1
Home: B.QuPoNo:
Phonek ZIE’:rDﬂE;(D)(?)(C) D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: _ .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
(D)(B): (B)T)C) :

COMPLAINANT . [(B)(B); SN :

: Key: [ivizvey SRkl
Title: CIVI Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: CITEZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Mise '(n)(a); L)(T)HCT) (D)(6): (B)(T)C) BharheckindNe 1
Home 3 B O P N
Phone- ! z1p J O D/L No.:
Work:
FPhone: ZIP: g
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:

Page 1 of 4

Sensitive But Unclassified

Printed 0 9/9‘1722063971'/\'0000051 :08:10



OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Complaint Form

COMPLAINANT : |(b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

Title:
Component:
Misc:

CIVIL
CITZN

Pay Plan:
EQD Date:

Home : [()(8): (B)(7)(C)

b)(6); (R)(7)(C)

Key: b)(6); SSNO:
AT

D.0.B.:
Alien No.:
Bl B s §

B.o.P.No.

Phone?
Work:
Phone:
Confidential:

D/L No.:

ZI1P:
Revealed:

Authority:

COMPLATNANT [PAE): (BXNE) Kay b)(B): (B)THC) S8
Title: CIVIE Pay Plan: 3. QB
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: : F.B.I.No.:
Bome: [B)(B); (B)(7)(C) e S B.O.P.No.:
Phone: ZIP ’ D/L No.:
Work:

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential:

Revealed:

Authority:

COMPLATNANT [ XEHEADE) Key: [(B)(6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIE Pay Plan: = D..D.B.x
Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: { P B ) (o TN
Home : B BN
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COMPLAINANT {PAE): (B)ITIC) Key(mwxwxnw) SSNO:
Title: CIVILD Fay Plan: . | T 5=
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home - [(PHE) (B)(TNC) (D)(6): (B)(T)(C) B.O.P.No.:

b)(6); (B)(T)C)

Phonek 21IP: D/L No.:

Work:

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COMPLAINANT: |(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) Key ASEENE SSNO:
Title: CIVIL FPay Plan: B.0. 8.

Component: CITEZN EQD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home JPIE) BYTIC) (D)(6): (PXTHC) B.O.P.No.:
3 D)(B); (B)THC)

Phonéd= L1P D/L No.:

Work:

Fhone: ZIP:

Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Page 2 of 4

Sensitive But Unclassified

Printed 0 9/9‘{'/22063971'/\'0000061 :08:10



OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Complaint Form

. [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C)

COMPLAINANT: Ifb)(B); (b)(7)(C) | Key: Eb)(a); ' SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: — DL0LBLE
Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: : Bl B s §

: b)(6). (b)(7)(C.

Home:  [(R)O); (BU7)(C) M B.O.P.No.:
: ] . [b)(6); .
Phone: ZIP: k%?hﬁ\ D/L No.:

Work:

Phone: ZI1P:

Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
CcOMPLAINANT : [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) Key: Egggg{p\ SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: B DuBat
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: s F.B.I.No.:

2 (D)(B): (B)(THC)

Home: (b)(6); (R)(7)(C) {2 YR AES Lt e g
Phone: : ZIP: kaBx | D/L No.:
Work:

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
compraInant : [(PX6); (B)(T)(C) Key: EE{(,ELN SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: N
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: { P B ) (o TN
Home : B BN
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
compLATNANT: ((B)(6); (B)T)(C) Key: [AOk | sswo:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 13, QLB
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: - (0)(6); (B)(T)(C) F.B.I.No,:
Home: (b)(B), (B)7)C) B.0.P.No.:
Phone: 71p: [(B)(6); D/L No.:

(BMTMCH

Work:

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential: Revealed: Buthority:
COMPLAINANT: Maldonado, Roger Juan Key: EEQEELN SSNO:
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: 5 0 = T
Component: CITEZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: President, New York City Bar Association F.B.I.No.:
Home : RLQuB NGt
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:

Fhone: ZIP:

Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Page 3 af

Sensitive But Unclassified

Printed 0 5)/9‘f722063§71'A'0000071 :08:10



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form

b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

COMPLAINANT: SSNO
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: JO.B.E
Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No
Misc: F.B.I.No
Home : B.O.P.No
Phone: _ ZIP: D/L No
Work: |(b)(6); (YNNG [P
Phone: ZI1P: gEHEhﬁ\ ,
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
compLAINANT : [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) key: [(B)B); SNO:
REYE [z SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: B DuBat
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: - F.B.I.No.:
. (D)(6): (B)(T)(C)
Home: b)(6), (b)(?)(C) {2 YR AES Lt e g
Phone: " 21P: [(b)(6): | D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
Details:

Multiple complaints were received via OIG hotline email on 2/11/20.

The Complainants alleged AG Barr's intervention into the sentencing of Roger Stone
(1:19-CR-00018-ABJ) on behalf of President Trump's request,
contrary to the Constitution of the United States. The Complainants request an investigation
into AG Barr's actions and call for AG Barr's resignation.

is unlawful, unethical and

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure

Occurrence Date: 02/11/2020 TIME:

CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:02/18/2020 Approval: [B)6); (B)(7)(C)
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 02/19/2020

Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N

Sensitive:N Civil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number:

Recovery Act:

Component: OAG

Component Number:

Femarks:

thank you acknos. [(b)(6); (B)(7)(C) |

2/25/20: (B)O);
h)(ZV(C)

ackno sent. Not uploaded. (b)(6);
(A ir AV ok

3/17/20: Additional correspondence received from the New Yor

2/18/20: Dispo "F" per SAC Kirdar and ASAClpygyc) Hue to their non-specific nature. Sent

3/17/20: Additional correspondence received from six additional complainants. Update and

sent thank you acknos to complainants who provided return addresses per ASACPNﬁmeN@)

k City Bar Association. Update

and sent thank you ackno per ASACRIGEENNE)

Page 4 of 4 Sensitive But Unclassified

Printed 0 5)/(?‘f'/22063§71'A'0000081 :08:10




0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form

Date Rec'd: 11/20/2019

: [(B)(B); (b)(7)(C)

How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: E%?g%'(c) SSNO: ****_**_Eb)(a);_ |

Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.0.B. : |[(b)(6); (b)(T)(C)

Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:

Misec: FoBe IsNas 3

Home: [(AVAY (hW7WC) | B.0Q.P.No.:

Phone: (000) -0000 z17: [avayl D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 412

Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:

SUBJECT: Immigration and Customs Enforcement Key: 443077 SSNO:

Title: UNID Pay Plan: 5 0 = T

Component: DHS EQD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: FoBao TNy &

Home: B.OwRP.No.:

Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 498

Phone: ZIP:

SUBJECT: Unidentified, EOQOIR Key: 365709 SSNO:

Title: UNID Pay Plan: D.0.B.:

Component: EOIR EOD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: E.Ba I NO. &

Home : BL.oLBENG .2

Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:

Work: Cffenses: 412

Phone: ZIP:

COMPLAINANT : [(B)(6); (P)(7)(C) Key: [(B)(6); SSNO:

Title: INMAT Pay Plan: S o -

Component: BOP EOD Date: Alien No.:

Mise: F.B.I.No.:

Home: FTC Oklahoma City, Oklahoma City, OK B.O.P.No.: |(b)(6);(b)(7)(C) |

Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:

Work:

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
Details:

against the Mass Deportation Act,
his motion against AG Barr and EOIR/DHS ICE of
EQIR appeal, which was ultimately denied by an

Complaint received via OIG hotline mail on 11/20/19.

The Complainant submitted a supplemental motion to stay of removal and for opposition
and for release pending appeals.

The Complainant addressed
ficials involved. The Complainant included his
Immigration Judge and DHS ICE attorneys.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
QOccurrence Date: TIME:
CITY: Falls Church State:

Page 1 b 2

Sensitive But Unclassified

VA Zip: 22041

Printed 0 5)/?‘{'/22063§71'A'0000091 :08:53




0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form

: [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C)

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: M Date:02/19/2020 approval: [B)(6); (B)(7)(C)
Referred to Agency: EOIR Date Sent: 02/21/2020 Reviewer:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 02/21/2020
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: EOIR
Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N
Consclidated Case Number: Component Number:

Remarks:

1 ; e
2/19/20: Dispo M per ASACKBNTNC Sent to EOIR, and ackno sent. b)(6).

BTN

Page 2 af) 2 Sensitive But Unclassified

Printed 0 9/%'/22063971"/*0000101 :08:53




OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.: |_
Date Rec'd: 03/04/2020 How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: SSNO: **xx—xx_[B)(6);
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 I, D.O.B.:Fbxax(bfoES'ﬁ‘
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:

Misc: F.B.I.:No::

Home:  l(h)AY (MTMC) | B.0.P.No.:

Phone: (000) -0000 z1p: [huA) D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 412

Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:

coMpLATNANT : B)(6); (B)(7)(C) Key, SSNO:

Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: e s S

Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: F.B.I.No.:

Home : |(b)(6);(b)(7)(C) PHEXAEMTNE) B.0.P.No.:

Phone: ZIP: [(B)O); D/L No.:

Work: Eh!zyﬁij

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Details:

Complaint received via USPS on 3/4/2020.

The complainant alleged the Attorney General made statements at an award ceremony that
implied that citizens needed to "cooperate and respect police" even though there is no legal
requirement to respect police. The complainant alleges that the Attorney General is
forgetting that "this country was founded on protest and dissent and that fighting injustice
is as American as Apple Pie".

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Cccurrence Date: 12/03/2019 TIME:
CITY : [BIE) BINO) state: [POXEING zip: [(B)6)
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:03/17/2020 approval: [0)6); (B)7)(C)
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 03/30/2020
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG
Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N
Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Remarks:

. FL (D}(6): : (b)(a)
3/17/2020: Dispo F per ASAC|b)7NC) Thank You letter sent to complalnant.(bHTﬁ

Page 1 o 1 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%7%%3971-Ar0000111:09:30



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:

Date Rec'd: 03/22/2020 How Rec'd: Hotline - Ciwvil
Rights/Liberties Email

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: S3NQG xRk Ez,(xgz}r-\

Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 MM 1 b 0.B. |(b)(6);(b)(?)(C)

Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:

Misec: FoBe IsNas 3

Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:

Phone: (000) -0000 z1p: [RMAY D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 412

Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP;: 688

compraInanT : [PX6); (B)(T)(C) Key:l(,b‘)@‘);_‘ | SSNO:

Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 5 0 = T

Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: =R S i B

Home: [P)(B); (G)(T)(C) R LS

Phone: ZIP: '(,Ezl(,gzm\ D/L No.:

Work:

Fhone: ZIP:

Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Details:

Complaint received wvia the CR/CL 0IG hotline email on 3/22/20.

The Complainant alleged on 3/21/20, AG Barr approached Congress in secret to ask them to
suspend certain Constitutional rights and detain citizens who've been arrested indefinitely.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Cccurrence Date: (03/21/2020 TIME:
CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:03/23/2020 Approval: |(B)6); (B)(T)C)
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno:
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG
Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N
Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Remarks:

(D)(B).
3/23/20: Dispo F per ASA(m)7iC) Sent general thank you ackno. |[(b)(6);

[ " Wk AV akY

Page 1 o 1 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%7%%3971-Ar000012L:10:15



OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION

Date Rec'd: 04/10/2020

Complaint Form

. [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C)

-

How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Email

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: Eb)(a); | SSNO: **kk—kik |§E?§§2,m
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 — D.O.B.:Fbxax(bxyxc)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:

Misec: FoBe IsNas 3

Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:

Phone: (000) -0000 z1P: [huAyl D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 412

Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP

COMPTATNANT : |(b)(6),(b)(?)(C) | Key: ;33?3% SSNO:

Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: B 0B

Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: =R S i B

Hone [BYEREITIC) B o LS

Phone: zip: [B)(6); D/L No.:

Work:

Fhone: ZIP:

Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Details:

Complaint received via 0IG hotline email on 4/10/20.

The Complainant alleged AG Barr is spreading false information regarding COVID-19 and is not
abiding by CDC recommended guidelines for health and safety measures.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Cccurrence Date: 04/09/2020 TIME:
CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:04/15/2020 Approval: (b)(6): (b)(7)(C)
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno:
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG
Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N
Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Remarks:

: (D)(6): o
4/15/20: Dispo F per ASACQBXITNC) Sent general thank you ackno. (B)(6)

Page of

Sensitive But Unclassified
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OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION

Date Rec'd: 05/07/2020

- Complaint Form

How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Email

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: [UOR | ssno: xxxx—xxfBNOR
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.O.B.:(bxax(bxyxc)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z17: [avayl D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP

ASSOCIATED PERSON:(bXBx(bX?XC) Keyzggﬁgﬁcﬁ SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 5 0 = T
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home : RLQuB NGt
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work: Offenses:
Phone: ZIP

coveratnant: [B)E); BITIC) | key: OOk | sswo:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: z 56 (BTN BBl wNB
Home : (b)(ﬁ), (b)(T)(C) el i BL.oLBENG .2
Phone: z1e: (D)) D/L No.:
Work:

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential: Revealed: Aduthority:
COMPLAINANT : [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) Key: SEQSELN SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: BaGeBaa
Component: CITZIN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F:B.I.No: :
Home: B.0.P.No.:
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
coMPLATNANT : [(P)(6); (B)(7)(C) key: [P)O) |  ssno:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.C.B.:
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home: B BN
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:

Phone: ZIF:

Confidential: Revealed: Authority:

Sensitive But Unclassified

printed 0SQTARGIFTIA000014 1, 46



b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

Q0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form 0OIG NO.:

i1 [(B)(6); (b)(7)(C . [B)(6); :
COMPLAINANT: )(8); (b)(7)(C) Key: (IO SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: Bl B s §
Home : B.o.P.No.
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: ,
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
P [(b)(6); (b)(7)(C .|(B)(B); B
coMpLAINANT : [(P)6); (B)(7)(C) Key : bt ay SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: B QuBat
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: - F.B.I.No.:
Home: (b)(6); (b)(?)(C) eI {2 YR AES Lt e g
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
compraTNaNT: [(B)E): (B)(7)(C) Key: [PNOk | sswo:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: ) I G
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: { P B ) (o TN

5 D)(6); (b)(7)(C.
Home: [BNORUONING). |[hh N B.O.P.No. :
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: Z1P: ;
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COMPLAINANT: |(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) Key: g?}ggzm\ SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: | B8 i P
Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: = F.B.I.No.:
: (D)(B): (B)(TH(C)

Home: b)(6)= (b)(Y)(C) B.0.P.No.:
Phone: ZIP: (bxgx__ D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Luthority:

Details:

Multiple complaints received 5/7/20 and 5/8/20 via OIG Hotline email.

The Complainants alleged AG Barr is acting in the interest of President Trump by dropping
charges against former National Security Advisor Michael Flynn.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Occurrence Date: 05/07/2020 TIME:
CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530

Page 2 o 3 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%?%%3971-Ar00001§L:11:46



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:05/29/2020 approval: [(B)(B); (B)(7)(C)
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 05/29/2020
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG
Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N
Consclidated Case Number: Component Number:

Remarks:

W 3 o " b 6, s 3 - : P . ~ : 5
5/8/20: Dispo "U" per Ek%?%ﬁ\ pending discussion with SAC Kirdar. |(b)(6);
5/11/20: Additional predicating material received via OIG hotline email. The additional

complainants alleged AG Barr is acting on orders from President Trump. Update per |(b)(6);

[0)(6); B)T)(C) |

5/21/20

: Per the Front Office, INV forwarded all citizen complaints underrmwxm“nm) to

(D)(5)

before a final dispo is rendered. [B)E);

5/28/20

: Dispo F per SAC Kirdar with concurrence from IG Horowitz. Sent general thank you

acknos. |(b)(61; (B)(T)(C) |

6/4/20: Additional complaint received via OIG COVID email. Update and sent general thank
you per ASACFN@kWKU&) |
Page 3 ol 3 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%?%%3971-Ar00001§L:11:46




0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.: (b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

Date Rec'd: 02/12/2020 How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail

SUBJECT: Barr, William P key: [B)B) | sswo: wxn—nx |D)O)

Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 ; D.O.B.: |(b)(6);(b)(?)(C)

Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:

Misc: F.B.I.No.:

Home:  [(hWAY (AMZVC) | B.O.P.No.:

Phone: (000) -0000 z1p: [yA)l D/L No.:

Work: Cffenses: 412

Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:

SUBJECT: Unidentified, FBI Key: 385662 SSNO:

Title: UNID Pay Plan: 5 0 = T

Component: FRI EQD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: F.B.I.No.:

Home: B.OwRP.No.:

Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 412

Phone: ZIP#

compLaINANT :[(R)(6); (B)(7)(C) Key: [(@)E); SSNO: *xx%—+x J(D)(B);
; (YT FAS Vi AVt

Title: UNID Pay Plan: D'O'E”“|(b)‘{6);(b)(?)(C)

Component: UNK EOD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: |(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) | F.B.I.No.:

Home : |(B)(6); (b)(7)(C) Ib)(ﬁ); LX) B.0O.P.No.:

Phone z1p: [DY6Y | D/L No.:

Work: metmnnm) .

Phon ZIP: [D)6)

Coﬁf?dential: l Revealed: hﬂﬂﬁgL___ Aduthority:
Details:

Complaint was received wvia OIG Hotline US Mail on 2/12/20.

In a rambling correspondence, the Complainant alleged that Attorney General William Barr
refused to consider specific evidence proving that the former Governor of Texas, with the
assistance of federal and state agents and prosecutors, concealed massive malpractice fraud,
microwave radiation, provocation of mass shootings, and that America's national security is
being privatized and sold to the "wireless lobby."

The Complainant alleged that federal judicial officials, state officials, and federal agents
falsified government records, testimonies, and medical records to cover up discrimination
and retaliation against children.

ALLEGATICNS: 412 Job Performance Failure

Occurrence Date: TIME:

CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20535
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: M Date:06/01/2020 approval: [(B)(6); (b)(7)(C)
Referred to Agency: FBI Date Sent: (06/01/2020 Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 06/01/2020
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: MULTI
Sensitive:N Civil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Page 1 ab 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?47%%3971-Ar00001ZL:12:20



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:

Femarks:

B)(6); (B)(7)(C
6/1/20: Dispo M per ASR( PERIEE Referred to |(b)(5) | Ackno sent

advising of referral. Predicate scanned into iManage. |(b)(6);(b)(?)(c) |

Page 2eDh 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 0&?&%)63§71-A-0000181 - o



OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Date Rec'd: 06/02/2020

Complaint Form

: [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C)

How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Email

SUBJECT: Barr, William P
Title: ATTY

Component: OAG

Misec:

Pay Plan: EX-00905-01

Home:  [B)(6); (B)(7)(C)

Phone: (000) -=-0000
Work:
Phone: (202) 514-2000

EOD Date: 02/14/2019
z1p: (oA
Z1P

cor: BB oo

D-0-B- 2 [(b)(B); (b)(T)(C)

Alien No.:
FoBe IsNas 3
B.Q.F.Nou:
D/L No.:
Offenses: 606

COMPLATNANT: [B)(6); (B)(7)(C)

Title: CIVIL

Pay Plan:

Key: (b)(6); SSNO:
Vi AV adY
L OB

Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home: [(PNB) (BXTNC) SRR B.0.B.NO.:
Phone: ZIP: @ D/L No.:
Work:

Fhone: ZIP:

Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:
COMPLAINANT : (B)(6); (b)(7)(C) Key: [(B)(6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: MM 1 0.B. ¢
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home: B, B, 2
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COMPLAINANT:|(b)(6);(b)(7)(C) | Key: [B)(6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: S s A0 Bu

Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: - F.B.I.No.:
b)(6): (b)TNC b)(B): (bYTHC)
Home: (0)(6); (R)(7X(C) B.O.P.No.:
Phone: z1p: [(b)(6); D/L No.:
— [N irAYia)
Phone: ZIP: _ .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
coMPLAINANT : [(P)(6); (P)(7)(C) Key:[(P)O) SENO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 15 0 i
Component: CITEZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: - F.B.I.No.:
Home: [(B)(); (B)(T)(C) NP B.0.P.No.:
Phone: zip: |(B)(6); | D/L No.:
Work:
FPhone: ZIP: g
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:

Page 1 b 8

Sensitive But Unclassified

printed 0PQTARGIFTI-A000019 45,0,



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form 016 No.: [(B)&): (B)(7)(C)

COMPLAINANT : [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) - SSNO:

Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: - Bl B s §
Home: (DNERABITNC] [HEEEOR B.0.P.No.:
Phone: ZIP: EE}EE}{N D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: ,
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COMPLAINANT : |(b)(6); (B)(7)(C) | Key: (b)(6); SANO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: (B)(7)(C) B DuBat
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: = F.B.I.No.:
Home: [(0)(6); (B)(7)(C) iy B.O.P.No.:
Phone: ' ZIP: (b)(6); D/L No.:
Wil bW 7WC)
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
compLAINANT : [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) | Key: [(R)(6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: e P B %
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: ; { P B ) (o TN
= D)(B): (B)(THC)
Home: [(B)(6); (R)(7)(C) B.0.P.No.:
Phone: zZiP: [b)(6); D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: Z1P: ;
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
coupLATNANT: (R)6). O)DIC) | key: fgyaey | ssmo:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: | Bf P =
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: . F.B.I.No.:
Home: [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) |(b){6)’ (EXNC) | B.0.P.No.:
Phone: ' zxp:KbXQx__ | D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Buthority:
COMPLATINANT : [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) Key: EBE%(C) SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 0 8
Component: CITEZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home : RLQuB NGt
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Fhone: ZIP: _ .
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Page 2 of 8 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%7%%3971-Ar00002Q1:13:02



0IG -

INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -
comMpLATNANT : [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C)

Complaint Form

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

-

SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: Bl B s §

: D)(6). (D)(7)(C

Home:  [(B)(B); (R)(7)(C) (G (OUAHCY ) B.0.P.No.:
Phone: ZIP: Eh%?hﬁ\ D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZI1P: ,
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
compramnant: [B)E); BDE) | key : [B)6); S
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: B DuBat
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No
Misc: : F.B.I.No.:
Home: bXGx(bXTXC) meLWHU@) {2 YR AES Lt e g
Phone: ' ZIP:IEKE%ﬁ\ D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:

' 1. [B)(6): (B)(T)(C). (D)(3):5 U.5.C. App. 3 Sectiof] | (EIGE OC) — . (D)(B): (b)(7 )( 5
CC_)MPLAINAI\'T' 7(b) (Inspector General Act of 1978) ~ (D)(6Y. (DI 7)C). (D)@E)5 Key:|pyaysusc app 3pSNO: ****—**hys)sUSC App 3
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: |ys.c App. 3 Section DE. B {sbé(ﬁg{'( )(?()()() (b)(3 ) Gsc ﬁripd
“om . 3 . |7(b) {Inspector General N , ection nspector Genera
L?mponent. EUSA EQOD Date: pct of 1978) Alien No.:
MLSC: e mNTICr (B35 US.C App. 3 Section 7(D) (Inspecior F.B.I.No.:
Home: |General Act of 1978) B.O.P.No.:

! : =  ofBJ(6): (B)(7)(C): (b)(3):5 U.S.C. App. 3 L .
Fhone: '(000) 0000 ZI?'&%Mn?WNMwedemmmAmof DAL New s
Works: . EESSRE
Phone: (202) 514-2000 Z1IP: ;
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COMPLAINANT : [(B)(6); (b)(7)(C) | Key: [(B)(B); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: VM I 0.5,
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home B.0.P.No.
Phone: 21IP: D/L No.:
Work:

Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Buthority:
COMPLATNANT : [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) Key: [PNB) | ssno:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 5 0 = T
Component: CITEZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home: |(b)(8); (b)(7)(C) (D)(6): (b)T)C) | B.O.P.No.:
Phone: ZIP: SE?@,?’,N D/L No.:
Work:

Fhone: ZIP: _ .
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Page 3 of 8
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0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:
coMpLATNANT : [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C)

SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: Bl B s §
Home : B.o.P.No.
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: ,
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:

B)7)(C). (D)(3):5 U.S.C. App. 3 Section 7(b) (INspecior General Act 01 B)

s . OB D)(6); (0)(7)(C);
COMPLAINANT: |1g?g) ENG: ek —***I.Ehas_qa-é [3(_!2)((“_ )'Ann 3

Title: ATTY Pay Plan: [B)6): (0)(7)C). (b)E)5 ) D.O.B. :[[B)(6): (BNT)C): (b)(3):5 U.S.C. App.
U.S.C. App. 3 Section Section 7(b) (Inspector Genheral Act of

Component: EUSA EOD Date: [|yp)(nspector General Alien No.: E=
Misc: ACtOl10ZR) F.B,I.No.:

e« [(B)B): (B)(T)(C): (b)(3):5 U.S.C. App. 3 Section 7(b) (Inspector ’
Home:s |Genera| Act 0f 1978) o) ge)g_)w)?;((bb))((lsrs e B.0.P.No.:

1 g i . Ppp. ion nspector 4
Phone: (000) -0000 z1P: R D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP: e
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COMPLATNANT : E%);g)‘; {D)(THC); (b)(3):5 U.S.C. App. 3 Section 7(b) (Inspector General Act of Kays Eg%g?g(c) SSNO: kx%_%% h)(ﬁ)?

: . oaT ' Pl5H HRSELE RIS . [(B)6): (BYTHEC): (B)E)S
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: Ej:gﬁg; i))(?)écs),ie(c?')ms D.0.B.:|ys ¢ App. 3Section 7(b)
~ ; “ i S.C. App. ion : ,
Component: EUSA EOD Date: 7 () (i piorior Generd Alien No.: |[Inspector General Act of
i (5)(6); (B)(7)(C); (b)(3):5 U.5.C. App. 3 Section 7(b) (Inspector o F.B-1.No.:
Home: |GeneralActofig7s) B.O.P.No.:

D)(6): (D)(T)(C); (D)(3):5USC.
Phone: (000) -0000 Zie: [gR S D/L No.:
-En:[ork Conaral Act nfAN0T72Y
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP: ;
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
compLAINANT :[(R)(6); (B)(7)(C) | Key:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: -
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: 7 F.B.I.No.:
- (b)(6): (b)(7)(C)
Home: (b)(6); (B)(7)(C) B.0.P.No.:
Phone: | ZIP: [(b)(6); D/L No.:
WO]’k' i PR Wi AW kY
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
compraInanT: [PNB) (B)(T)(C) Key: [(B)(6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: RAZMAY 1D, 0.B. s
Component: CITEZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: z F.B.I.No.:
= (D)(6): (D)(7T)C)
Home: [(0)(6); (B)(7)(C) B.O.P.No.:
b)(6);

}. . = ( ! 3 -
Phone: ZI"(bVTWC\ D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: Z2IP: _ .
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Page 4 of B Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%7%%3971-Ar0000221:13:02



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form o016 No. : [(R)E); (B)(T)(C)

COMPLAINANT : [b)(6); (b)(7)(C) key: [BNB) | ssno:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: : Bl B s §

- (D)(B): (B)THC)
Home:  [R)(6); (B)(7)(C) B.O.P.No.:
Phone: 7IP: |(b)(§)_| D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: ,
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
coMpLAINANT §(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) | Key: [BNB) ] ssno:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: B DuBat
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home:  [D)(6); (B)(T)(C) i s | B.0.P.No.:
Phone: : z1p: |(B)(6); D/L No.:
Wgrk = (A Yiar AV ok
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COMPLATINANT : [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) | Key: [B)(6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D..D.B.x
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: { P B ) (o TN
Home : |(b)(6); (B)(7)(C) (PHE)DXTHC) B.O.P.No.:
Phone: z1p: [(B)G); D/L No.:

P Wie AV alY

Work:
Phone: Z1P: ;
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
coMPLAINANT :[(R)(B); (b)(7)(C) |
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: -
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home: [b)(B); (B)(7)(C)  [©NBX:EINIC) B.0.P.No.:
Phone: 218 [(B)(6); D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Buthority:

i N GRS =
COMPLATINANT :[PIO} (AN Key: [(B)(6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: ULVTVMAN Ty o, B, :
Component: CITEZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
I:ls‘:: DORBIGIE) (D)(6): (B)(7)(C) F}'aB('JI PN; :

ome: .0.P.No.:
h “ p. [(BIE) .
Phone: ZIP: DYTHE) D/L No.:
Work:
Fhone: ZIP: _ .
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Page 5 of B Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%7%%39714*00002%:13:02



OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

COMPLAINANT : (R)(6); (b)(7)(C)

Complaint Form

Title: CIVIL

Pay Plan:

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

SSNO:
D.T.B.4

Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: i Bl B s §
Home : |(b)(6);(b)(7)(C) fb)‘ﬁ”(”)‘”‘q B.0.P.No.:
Phone: z1p: [(B)(6); D/L No.:
[ rAVims)

Work:
Phone: ZI1P: ,
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COM - [(b)(8); (b)(T)(C . b)(B); : .
comprarnant: (B)E) G)NEO) | key: [PUOE | sswo:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: B DuBat
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home: {2 YR AES Lt e g
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
coMPLATNANT: [(B)(B): (B)7)(C) key{NO) | sswo:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D..D.B.x
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: { P B ) (o TN

3 b)(6); (0)(7)(C,
Home: [(B)(B); (B)(7)(C) MR B.O.P.No. :
Phone: zie: [(B)6) D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: Z1P: ;
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COMPLAINANT :|(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) | Key: |(B)(6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: DB
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: e F.B.I.No.:
Home: [B)(6); (B)(T)(C) Xe): (bXNE) B.O.P.No.:
Phone: zTe: NS | D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Buthority:
COMPLAINANT : |(R)(6); (B)(7)(C) Key: [B)(6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: B0 B
Component: CITEZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: e F.B.I.No.:
Home : Fb)(a)i (B)(7)(C) r He): (DXDE) | B.0.P.No.:
Phone: z1p: [(b)(6); D/L No.:
S IS irAYima)
Fhone: ZIP: _ .
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Page 6 of 8

Sensitive But Unclassified

printed 0SQTARGIT1-A000024 45,0,



OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Complaint Form

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

COMPLAINANT: [B)(B); (B)(7)(C) key: [B)B)_ | sswo:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: Bl B s §
3 b)(6); (b)(7)(C,
Home: |(P)6); (B)(7)(C) fRNE), (D)EXC) B.0.P.No.:
Phone: zip: |(B)(6); D/L No.:
Y e AT o)
Work:
Phone: ZIP: ,
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COMPLATINANT : [(b)(6); (bB)(7)(C) | Key: [(P)B); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: DWACY |  g.3.:
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home: rmwxmnnwa | {2 YR AES Lt e g
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COMPLAINANT : (b)(6); (R)(7)(C) Key: [(P)6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: sl R ol
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: { P B ) (o TN
5 B)(6). (b)(7)(C
Home : [BIOLBNNE).____ [0 0I0G | B.0.P.No.:
Phone: zip: [(B)6); D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: Z1P: ;
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
compLAINANT :[(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) Key: |(b)(§)ﬁ| SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: | 5 0
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
e B)(B); (b){7)(C,
Home: b)(6)= (b)(?)(C) Rt B.0.P.No.:
Phone: Z1P: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Aduthority:

Details:

Multiple complaints received wia OIG hotline email on 6/2/20 and 6/3/20.

The Complainant alleged AG Barr illegally removed protestors from Lafayette Sguare through
means of violent force, at the behest of President Trump. The Complainants alleged this

violated the constitutional rights of the protestors by inciting violence against them and
preventing citizens from protesting peacefully.

ALLEGATIONS:
Occurrence Date:
CITY: Washington

06/01/2020

Page 7eb B

606 Denial of Rights, Due Process

TIME :
State: DC

Sensitive But Unclassified

Zip: 20530

printed 0SQTARGITI-A000023 45,0,




0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form 0OIG NO.:(bXBx(bx?xC)

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:06/04/2020 Approval: KIRDAR, JIM M
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer: FbXGX(bXTXC) |
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 06/04/2020
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG
Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N
Consclidated Case Number: Component Number:

Remarks:

D)(6); :
6/3/20: Dispo "U" per ASAC 5&%@ pending discussion with SAC Kirdar. |(B)(6);

6/3/20: Referred to [0)® |

BIE) &)©&); |
6/4/20: Dispo "E" per SAC Kirdar with IG's concurrence. Sent general thank you acknos. If
further complaints are received,PNm FMWﬁWKU@)

6/4/20: Additional complaints received wvia the OIG hotline email and CR/CL email and
referredFMﬁ) FM@XWNN@J |

6/11/20: Additional complaints received via OIG hotline email and CR/CL email. Sent

general thank you acknos to all complainants per |(b)(6); SAC Kirdar will continue to
refer complaintqwxﬂ mgﬁm Fh¥3¥£1————

6/18/20: Additiocnal correspondence received via 0OIG CR/CL email on 6/17/20. Sent general
thank you ackno. (b)(B);

6€/22/20: Additional correspondence received via 0IG hotline fax on 6/8/20. Sent general

thank you ackno. [b)(B);

8/11/20: Numerous additional correspondence received via USPS in June. Added additional
complainants and uploaded the predicate. Sent general thank you acknos per ASAC [B)E)(B)7)C)

(b)(6);

Page 8 of 8 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%7%%3971-Ar00002§L:13:02



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.: (0)(6); (b)7)C) |

Date Rec'd: 06/12/2020 How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Fax
FPRIME SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: (P)@?’,m SSNO: ****_**“l(b)(a);
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 Brie Bt Kb)(ﬁ);(b)(?)(C)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z17: [avayl D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
SUBJECT: Bash, John F Key: EP)@)“| sSNO: _»*xx—x {D)(B);
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: D.O.B.:kaBﬁ(bX?XC)
Component: EUSA EOD Date: 12/11/2017 Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home : |(b)(6)i (B)(T)C) B.0.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 ZIP: D/L No.:
Work: 1100 L ST NW, WASHINGTON, DC Offenses: 907
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP: 20530
ASSOCIATED PERSON: Flynn, Michael T. Key: SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: E.Ba I NO. &
Home : BL.oLBENG .2
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work: Cffenses:
Phone: ZIP:
COMPLAINANT: Democracy 21 Key: 642688 SSHNO :
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Mise: F.B.I.No.:
Home: B..@n. Pu Mo 2
Phone: ZIP D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP:
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
Details:

Complaint received wvia 0IG hotline fax on 6/12/20.

The Complainant requests an investigation into AG Barr's appointment of U.S5. Attorney John
Bash to lead the criminal investigation into Michael Flynn. The Complainant alleged Barr's
appointment does not reflect a fair and impartial justice decision and that USA Bash cannot
conduct a fair investigation into Flynn due to a conflict of interest.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Occurrence Date: 05/28/2020 TIME:
CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530

Page 1 ab 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?47%%3971-Ar000022L:14:32



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form

DISPOSITION DATA:

Disposition: T

Date:09/03/2020
Referred to Agency: Date Sent:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA:

Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N
Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number:

Fecovery Act:

: [(B)(8); (b)(7)(C)

Approval: [(B)6); (B)(7)(C)

Reviewer:

Init Ackno:

Component: OAG

Component Number:

Remarks:

(b)T7M)C

9/3/20: (01O b)(6);
[aA VAT Al

6/22/20: Dispc "U" pending ASAC(bXBx review for disposition.

Page 2 af) 2 Sensitive But Unclassified

printed 0SQTARGIET1-A-000028 ... 5,



(b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:

|

How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Email

Date Rec'd: 06/20/2020

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: [(B)6); SSNO: *xxx—++ [(B)B);
0 P Wie AV alY Lla NN
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00505-01 D.0.B. 1 (b)(B); (b)(7)(C)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z1P: [huAyl D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP
coMpLAINANT : [R)(6); (B)(7)(C) Key: [(PNO); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: (b)T7)(C) 5 0 = T
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: e FoBao TNy &
Home : JEX: (XTNC) Beo s BrENEG 08
Phone: z1p: [(B)B); D/L No.:
[ Y e AT ol
Work:
Fhone: ZIP: _ .
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:
COMPLATNANT : [(D)(6); (B)(7)(C) Key: Eb)(ﬁ); | SSNO:
5 Y i AV ahY
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D B
Component: CITEN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home: B, B, 2
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
coMPLAINANT : [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) Key: [(P)(6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: P)(7)(C) Di0.Bus
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misec: BB TaNes; 3
Home:  [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) B)(6); (BI7IC) B.O.P.No.:
Phone: 1 ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: _ .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
compraTnant : [(PNB) (B)T)(C) Key: [(B)(O); SSNO:
3 7 S Yir AV ey
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: CITEZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home: B B
FPhone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: g
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:

Sensitive But Unclassified

printed 0SQTARGITI-A000029 7.5,




0IG -

INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Complaint Form

b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

COMPLAINANT : [[B)(B); (B)(7)(C) xey :(P)O); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: Bl -
fome:  [D)(G) B)TIO) i P
Phone: ZIP:E&%?%C] D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: ,
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COMPLAINANT: Unidentified, Unknown Key: 392086 SSNO
Title: UNID Pay Plan: B DuBat
Component: UNK EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home: BiO.PiNo.s
Phone: Z1P: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP:
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
VICTIM: Berman, Geoffrey S K@Y=E3Siq SSNO: ****_**_ﬁﬁgkn
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: B0 5. rb)(ﬁ);(b}(?)(C)
Component: EUSA ECD Date: 01/05/2018 Alien No.:
Misc: NGRDIGE] F.B.I.No.:
Home: B.O.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z1p: [PHORENDIO) D/L No.:
Work: Offenses:
Phone: (202) 514-2000 Z1p

Details:

Trump.

Multiple complaints received via OIG hotline email starting from 6/20/20.

The Complainants alleged AG Barr fired USA Geoffrey Berman at the reguest of President

The Complainants alleged USA Berman investigated President Trump's business friends
and allies and that the AG and President viewed this action as a way to protect the
President from further investigations and/or prosecutions.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure

Occurrence Date: 06/20/2020 TIME:

CITY: [PXORHNE) State: [BIO)EINC) zip: [(B)(6);
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:09/03/2020 Approval: [B)6); (B)(7)C)
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 09/03/2020
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG

Sensitive:N Civil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number:

Page 2 b 3

Sensitive But

Unclassified

Component Number:

printed 0SQTARGIT1-A-000030 47,5,




0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:

b)(6); (b)(7)(C) |_

Femarks:

(D)(6): 2
6/24/20: Dispo "U" per ASAC [B)7NC) |pending discussion with SAC Kirdar. (b)(6); (B)(7)(C)

9/3/20: Additional anonymous predicate received. The predicate is a cartoon that indicates

AG Barr's preferential treatment towards President Trump's friends. Uploaded into iManage.
(D)(6): (B)THC)

9/3/20;: Dispo F per SAC Kirdar and sent citizen complaints general thank vou acknos. [P |
b)(5)

(0)(5) |
iz [E)i6: |

Page 3eD 3 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%7%%3%71-Ar0000311:1?:54



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form 016 No. : [(P)6); (B)(7)(C) |
Date Rec'd: 05/26/2020 How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail
SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: [(B)(6); SSNO: *x+#—++_|(B)B);
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 Lab T D.O.B.:kbxax(bxyxc)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.: '
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(AVAY (hW7WC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z1p: [RMAY D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
SUBJECT: DURHAM, JOHN H Key: [(B)O); ssN0: wrxx—xx{B)O)
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: e 5 0 = T |(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)
Component: EUSA EOQOD Date: 12/20/1982 Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home: [(BXB): (BY(T)C) B.O.P.No.:
Phone: zIp;: [ONOE D/L No.:
Work: 157 CHURCH ST, NEW HAVEN, CT Offenses: 412
Phone: (203) 821-3700 ZIP: 06510
coMPLAINANT : [(B)(B); (B)(7)(C) Key: [(b)(6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: E.Ba I NO. &
Home: |BXEB)BITHC) (b)(6): (B)(7H(C) B.O.P.No. :
Phone: zip: [(B)6);, D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: y
Confidential: Revealed: Aduthority:
Details:

Complaint received wvia USPS on 5/26/20.

The Complainant alleged AG Barr, USA Durham, and the OIG are failing to vindicate the
resident and Michael Flynn. The Complainant alleged that all the unfair press and treatment
towards the President requires Jjustice.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure

Occurrence Date: TIME:

CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530
g - ; i b)(B). (D)T)C)

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:08/07/2020 Approval:

Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 08/07/2020

Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: DOJ

Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Page 1 ab 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%7%%3971-Ar000032L:18:50



OIG - INVESTIGATIONS

DIVISION

- Complaint Form

b)(8); (b)(7)(C)

Femarks:

8/7/20:

Dispo F per ASAC

Sent general thank you ackno.

Page 2 of 2

Sensitive But Unclassified

printed 0PQTARGITIA000033 40,54




OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Date Rec'd: 08/14/2020

Complaint Form

. |(B)(6): (B)(7)(C)

-

How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Email

PRIME SUBJECT: Barr, William P SSNO: ****_**“kpxgy_‘
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.0.B.: [(b)(B): (b)(7)(C)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:

Misc: F.B.I.No.:

Home:  [(hWAY (AMZVC) | B.O.P.No.:

Phone: (000) -0000 z1p: [yA)l D/L No.:

Work: Cffenses: 906

Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP

SUBJECT: Sessions, Jefferscn B Key: |(b)(B); SSNO; ****_**kaQy_
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.0.B. : [(B)(6); (b)(7)(C)
Component: OAG EQOD Date: 02/09/2017 Alien No.:

Misc: F.B.I.No.:

Home: [(P)O)(O)NTIC) | B.O.P.No.:

Phone: (000) -0000 zip: [DNG) D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 906

Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:

COMPLAINANT, WHISTLEBLOWER DEFINED: Unidentified, Employe Key: [(B)(6); SSNO:

Title: UNID Pay Plan: | T o

Component: UNK EOD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: F.B.I.No.:

Home: B.O.P.No.:

Phone: Z1P: D/L No.:

Work:

Phone: ZIP: y

Confidential: Revealed: Aduthority:

Details:

William Barr,
Specifically,

REice and Eric Garner.

An anonymous complainant represented by the Government Accountability Project submitted a
whistleblower disclosure alleging improper political interference by Attorney General

former Attorney General Jeff Sessions,
the complainant alleges interference in DOJ Civil Rights Division prosecutions
and investigations in police brutality cases where deaths resulted,

and other political appointees.

including those of Tamir

ALLEGATIONS: 906 Misuse of Position

Occurrence Date: TIME:

CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: T Date:09/03/2020 Approval: KIRDAR, JIM M
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer: KIRDAR, JIM M
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno:

Claims Whistleblower: Y Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: CRT

Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number:

Page 1 b 2

Sensitive But Unclassified

Component Number:

printed 0SQTARGITI-A000034 5, 56




0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint F & [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C)
NVE DIVISION Complaint Form OIG NO.:

2

Femarks:

8/14/2020: Anonymous Whistleblower Disclosure received from the Government Accountability
Project via email. Entered and designed U per AIG Lake. (RNBE(ITNC)

8/18/20: [P | |(b)(6);

Y i AV aY

9/3/20: PN

b)(6);
FbKS} Ehtg?{m}

Page 2 af) 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?4?%%3§71-Ar00003%.:19:36



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form 0IG NO.: [(B)(6); (b)(7T)(C) |_

Date Rec'd: 10/04/2019 How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Fax
SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: Eﬁz‘({g%{r‘ SSNO: ****_**_kb)(a);
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00505-01 — D.O.B.: [(b)(6); (b)(7)(C)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home:  [(hWAY (AMZVC) | B.O.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 zip: [ayal D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
COMPLAINANT: Democracy 21 Key: 642688 SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 5 0 = T
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home : RLQuB NGt
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP:
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
comprATNANT: ((B)(B); (B)(7)(C) | Key: [(R)B): SSNO -
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: VAN 1y o 5.
Component: CITEN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home:fmwxmﬂnw} | B.0.P.No.:
Phone: ZIP: SE%E%ﬁ\ D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP:
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
Details:

The complaint was received via OIG hotline fax on 10/4/19.

The complainant alleges Attorney General Barr is involved with President Trump's request to
the Ukrainian government to intervene in the 2020 presidential election. Specifically, the
complainant alleges AG Barr acted the president's personal representative in President
Trump's effort to solicit a foreign government to intervene in the election.

ALLEGATICNS: 412 Job Performance Failure

Occurrence Date: TIME:

CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20036
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:10/23/2019 Approval: [(B)B); (B)7)(C)
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 10/24/2019
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG
Sensitive:N Civil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Page 1 ab 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?{7%%3§71-Ar00003§2:59:10



b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:

Femarks:

10/23/19: Complaint dispositioned F per ASAC EE%E?%(C& Sent general thank you ackno.ltb)(ﬁ);(b)(?)(c) |

3/17/20: Correspondence received from new Complainant alleging AG Barr is acting as

President Trump's personal lawyer. Update per ASAC [b)6) Complainant did not provide
return address, unable to send ackno. [(BXB){DXNC) (PXTHE)

Page 2eDh 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 0&?&722()63971-A-00003172:59:10



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form

Date Rec'd: 09/23/2019

(b)(6); (0)(7)(C)

How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Fax

SSNO: ****_**‘Eb)(a);

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: |(b)(6); i
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 =D 0L B [(B08) (BIENE)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:

Misec: FoBe IsNas 3

Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:

Phone: (000) -0000 z1P: [huAyl D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 412

Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:

coMPLAINANT : [(P)(B); (B)(7)(C) xey: [0)(6); SSNO:

Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 1) 0.B.:

Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: FoBao TNy &

Home : RLQuB NGt

Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:

Work: |(b)(6), (B)(7)(C) |“”(6” ERIE TG

Fhone: ZIP:

Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Details:

The complaint was received via QIG hotline fax on 9/23/19.

The complainant alleges AG Barr has failed to respond to his letters regarding|®I8:(B)N7)C)
B)(6): (b)(7)(C) Wyndham Vacation Resorts, Inc.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Occurrence Date: TIME:

CITY: Palm Beach Gardens State: FL

Zip: 33410

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:10/08/2019
Referred to Agency: Date Sent:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA:

Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act:

Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N

Consclidated Case Number:

b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

Approval:

Reviewer:

Init Ackno: 10/09/2019

Component: OAG

Component Number:

Remarks:

10/8/19: Complaint dispositioned F per ASAC !ngkn‘Sent general thank you ackno.

11/8/19: Ackno dated 10/9/19 return to sender. [b)}6);

(BVTMCY

Page 1eb 1 Sensitive But Unclassified

Printed 0&9‘!722063971-/-\-00003182:58:35




OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION

Date Rec'd: 02/25/2019

b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

Complaint Form 0OIG NO.:

How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail

SUBJECT: Barr, William P
Title: ATTY

Component: OAG

Misec:

Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC)

Phone: (000) -=-0000
Work:

Key: SE%SE%:’(‘\ SENO: ****_**‘l(b)(g);- o |

Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 2-0.B: [(b)(6); (b)(7)(C)

EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
F.B.I.:No::
BoQisBsNass
z1p: [huA) D/L No.:

Cffenses: 907

Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
COMPLAINANT : |(b)(6);(b)(7)(C) Key: [(P)O) SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 20 0 =
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home: B.OwRP.No.:
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
work: (BB ENTIC) [oRme |
Phone: ZIP: kaGx | _ i
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
Details:

The complaint was received via 0IG hotline mail on 2/25/19.

The complainant alleges that Attorney General William Barr is legally required to recuse
himself from the investigation of Caterpillar Inc., but has yet to indicate this action. The
complainant alleges Barr is in viclation of DOJ rules and regulations for not recusing
himself from the investigation of Caterpillar Inc, despite being asked by the Senate during
his confirmation hearings to affirm his recusal. Additionally, the complainant alleges Barr
noted during his Senate hearings that there is likely to be a conflict of interest regarding
this investigation and that certain conflicts cannot be waived. The complainant also states
Barr was required to report the matter and all attendant facts to OPR, but alleges there is
no indication of this. The complainant states Barr has instead provided wvague promises to
recuse himself from former client matters.

The conflict of interest with Caterpillar Inc. refers to the ongoing investigation that
commenced on January 8, 2015, in which the USAO for the Central District of Illincis issued
Grand Jury Subpcenas. The complainant states the investigation led teo a highly publicized
multi-agency raid by the FDIC, IRS, and Department of Commerce at Caterpillar Inc.'s global
headguarters. The complainant alleges that immediately following the raid, Caterpillar
Inc.'s CEO perscnally asked Barr to provide legal representation regarding the matter. The
complainant states at the time Barr was associated with the law firm Kirkland &Ellis and has
been paid approximately $1.2 million in fees.

ALLEGATIONS: 907 Conflict of Interest

Occurrence Date: TIME:

CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: Date:03/06/2019 Approval:(bxax(bx7xc)
Referred to Agency: OAG Date Sent: 03/06/2019 Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N

Claims Whistleblower: N

Sensitive:N

Consolidated Case Number:

Page 1 b 2

Qui Tam: PREA:

Patriot Act: N
Civil Rights:

Sensitive But Unclassified

Init Ackno: 03/13/2019

Recovery Act: Component: OQAG

Component Number:

printed 05T AHI§71-A00003, . 5. 55




(D)(6): (B)T)C)

0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.: |

Femarks:
3/5/19: Complaint dispositioned "U" per ASAC gxglcjpending discussion with SAC Kirdar.
B)E), (B17)C) )(7)(

William Barr has been vetted and confirmed by the U.S. Senate and is the Attorney General.

3/12/19: Complaint dispositioned M per ASACKB)®) [sent to OPR, ackno sent , [EERES

5/3/19: Additional correspondence received via OIG hotline mail on 4/24/19. The
complainant alleges his allegations fall under OIG jurisdiction because it involves DCJ
pelicies and procedures that allow the AG to engage in activity contrary to the law. Per

BSAC agﬁCI update and sent additicnal memo to OPR, and additional ackno sent. [PNEXENTC)

7/2/2019: Additional correspondence received via USPS on 6/26/2019. Complainant states
that AG Barr's confirmation as AG is a conflict of interest due to the other cases he was
working on before being confirmed. Complaint update, further memo sent to OPR and ackno
letter sent to complainant per ASAC p%xmwxm

Page 2 b 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?&7%%3971-Ar00004f5:20:23



Q0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.: bXBﬁ(bX?XC) |
Date Rec'd: 03/19/2019 How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Fax
SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: EE%E?:’“ SSNO: ****_**_l(’b‘)(’g‘);"‘
Title: ATTY FPay Plan: EX-00905-01 DO B b)(a), (b)(?)(c)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z1p: [RMAY D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 498
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
SUBJECT: Trump, Donald Key: EQE?Q}N SSNO:
Title: FEDEM Pay Plan: B OB
Component: OTHFED EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home : RLQuB NGt
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 498
Phone: ZIP:
compLATNANT : [(R)(B); (B)(7)(C) Key: [b)(B); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: hVTMCY _Ih,0.B. :
Component: UNK EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: - E.Ba I NO. &
Home:  [P)(6): (B)(7T)(C) PREOE B.0.P.No.:
Phone: z1p: [(B)(O) D/L No.:
Mesp s (bY)T7MC)
Phone: ZIP: y
Confidential: Revealed: Aduthority:
Details:

Complaint was received wvia OIG Hotline fax on March 20, 20109.

The complainant alleges Attorney General Williams Barr has allowed for President Trump to be
“immune from any legal consequence by the Department of JUStice"'kaB)(bXTXC) |

ALLEGATIONS: 498 Non-DOJ Issue

Occurrence Date: TIME:

Giliaed State: [SHOREIDE zip: (B)(6); (B)(7)(C)
D)(E). (P)7)C)

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: bt Date:03/20/2019 Approval:

Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 03/22/2019

Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OTHFD

Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Page 1 ab 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%7%%3971-Ar00004f2:23:44



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:

(b)(6); (b)(7)(C) |

Femarks:

(D)(6):
03/20/2019: Complaint dispo X per IS ackno 2 sent out.

Page 2 of 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 09/9‘!.%%3%71-A-00004122:23:44



0IG -

Date Rec'd: 04/11/2019

INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Complaint Form

How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Email

Page 1 of 4

Sensitive But Unclassified

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key:wNQKMUN) SSNO: ****—**ka@X__
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00505-01 DuOL B |(b)(6); (b)(7)(C)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z1P: [huAyl D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
b)(6): (b)(7)(C, -
COMPLAINANT ;| 0 OHNE) Key: [(©)(6); SSNO:
A Y AV ok

Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 5 0 = T
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &

. |(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) (0B (bUTNC) :
i [B)(E). (B)7)C) Sl
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Fhone: ZIP:
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:
COMPLAINANT: American, FNU Key: 642481 SONO
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D B
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home: B, B, 2
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
——(b){B): (B)(T)C) b)(6): (BY(THC)
COMPLATINANT Kev] ' SSNO:
Title: CIVIT Pay Plan: Di0.Bus
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Mi 2 B IsNo; 2

5O e B©) B, B)(7)(C) E:Bylatla
Home: B.QuPoNo:
D)(6); (bYTHC)
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP:
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
—IB)(B) (B)THO)
COMPLAINANT : Key: ‘({m‘(gz(m SSNO:
Title: CIVI Pay Plan: A5 -
Component: CITEZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home: |(b)(6); (B)T)(C) rn)(a), BN | B.0.P.No.:
Phone: z1e: [(B)(6); D/L No.:
IS AV @)

Work:
Phone: ZIP:
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:

printed 0SQTARGIFTIA000043 7.5,



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form 0OIG NO.:(bxax(bXTXC)

coMPLAINANT : [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) Key: [P)6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: bU7MC) D.0.B.:
Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: Bl B s §
Home: [@)(6); (B)(7)(C) rb’(ﬁ)’ (PXTC) | B.0.P.No.:
Phone: ' z1p: [0)6) D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZI1P: ,
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
coMpLAINANT : (b)(6); (B)(7)(C) Key: [(B)8) SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: B DuBat
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home: |(b)(6); (b)(?)(C) (D)B): (BYTHE) {2 YR AES Lt e g
Phone: ZIP:QP%E%H‘ D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
COMPLAINANT: |(b)(6); (B)(7)(C) | Key : [(D)(6); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: (bY7WCY Ip.o.B. :
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: { P B ) (o TN
; B)(6). (b)(7)(C
Home: [(P)(6); (B)(7)(C) S B.O.P.No.:
. 5. (B)6); .
Phoie. Z1P: D/L No.:
Worlk:
Phone: ZIP: ;
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
coMPLAINANT: [(B)(6); (B)(7)(C) | Key: [(B)(6), SSNO:
Title: CIVILD Pay Plan: L.0.Bos
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: NERCIEE) F.B.I.No.:
Home: (b)(B); (b)(T)(C) ; B.0.P.No.:
Phone: ZIP: |b)(6); D/L No.:
Work: E P W e W 0
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Buthority:
coMPLAINANT: [(0)(6); (b)(7)(C) | key: [B)B); SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 2 5 0 = T
Component: CITEZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
:‘I;Z 61, BITI0) F}'aB('JI EN;; _
" B)(6); (B)TIC) S
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Fhone: ZIP: _ .
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Page 2 of 4 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%7%%3971-Ar000041 :47:59



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form 0OIG NO.

b)(E): (PXTHE)

COMPLAINANT SENO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 0. B3
Component: CITZN EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc:m“m(mﬁxq | Bl B s §
: : (D)(B): (B)(THC) 2
Home : | GREGEE] B.o.P.No.
Phone: ZIP} D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: ,
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
—__|(B)B) (b)TC) D)(6): (b}THC)
COMPLAINANT] Key SENO -
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: DBt
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misce F.B.I.No.:
b)(6). (b)(7)(C. D)(6); (B)(T)(C
Home()()()(ﬂ) 6 (BY(THC) B.0.P.No. :
Phones ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
—_— Jib)(B): (bXTHE) (D)(B): (B)(THC)
COMPLAINANT Key SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: O:0.B.4
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: { P B ) (o TN
Home : B BN
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: ;
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
—— b)) (PUTNC) (D)(B); (B)(THC)
COMPLATNANT Key: FSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: Teu.Bas
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
MisC: e (B)(E): (B)7IC) E.Bola 0, 4
Home: b)(6): (b)(T)(C) B.0.P.No.:
Phone: 21IP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: .
Confidential: Revealed: Buthority:
1PL 17 (B)(B); (b)(7)(C . |(b)(6); ;
COMP1 aTNanT: (b)(6); (b)(7)(C) key: [OIOE | ssno:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 5 0 = T
Component: CITEZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
; b)(6): (D)(7)(C,
Home: [P)(©): (B)(V)(C) HERTEOR B.O.P.No. :
Phone: LLB:EEKE%h\ D/L No.:
Work:
Fhone: ZIP: _ .
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Page 3 of 4 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%7%%3971-Ar000041 :47:59



OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION

Complaint Form

(B)(B). (BYTHC)

COMPLAINANT: Unidentified, Unknown Key: 392086 SSNO:
Title: UNID Pay Plan: D.0O.B.:
Component: UNK EQOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: Bl B s §
Home: B.O.P.No.:
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:

Phone: ZIP: ,
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:

Details:
Multiple complaints were received via OIG hotline e-mail on 4/11/19.
The twelve complainants allege that Attorney General William Barr is being less than candid

with his summary of the Office of Special Counsel's Report on the investigation into
President Trump. The complainants allege the subject is acting biased towards the President

and acting in the interests of the President rather than the people of the U.S. Lastly, the
complainants allege moral and ethical corruption by AG Barr.
ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Occurrence Date: 04/11/2019 TIME:
CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20005
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:04/15/2019 Approval: [PAGL(BXDE)
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 04/16/2019
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG
Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N
Consclidated Case Number: Component Number:
Remarks: —
y . iy bg%;g’(c) N D)(6): (D}(T)(C)
4/15/19: Complaint dispositioned F per ASAC : Fent general thank you ackno.
| 4/17/189: Additional correspondence received wvia OIG hotline mail on 4/9/19 fromPNQJMWNQ |
(D)(6): (D)(THC)

he complainant alleges AG Barr is biased towards President Trump. Update per ASAC
sent general thank you ackno and uploaded into iManage .|P)6): (B)}7)C) |

1) (BYTHT)

e
B

b)(6). (B)(7)(C
5/21/19: Additional correspondence received wia OIG hotline mail on 5/9/19 froﬂ(“}()(u) |

(6): (B)(T)(C) The complainant alleges AG Barr's comments on the Mueller report directly
contradict the statements within the e and states this is a deliberate attempt to
shield the President. Update per ASAO&S%%G

sent general thank you ackno fo)8)®)7)C) |
5/21/19: Additicnal correspondence received via OIG hotline mail con 5/9/19% from an
anonymous complainant. The complainant alleges AG Barr has lied to the American people and

Congress. Ackno sent anonymously; unable to send ackno. Uploaded additional into iManage
per ASACrb)(ﬁ): (B)(TC)

b)(6): (B)(THC)

7/9/20: Additional correspondence received via USPS from
reiterated

(D)(B).
i (D)THC)

The Complainant
allegations that AG Barr is acting at the behest of President Trump. Update per
hnd sent thank you ackno.pﬂmﬂmﬁﬂq

Sensitive But Unclassified

printed 0SQTARLIETI-A00004G, 47,55
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OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Date Rec'd: 04/17/2019

Complaint Form

How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Fax

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: EE;E?;’(C) SSNO: ****‘**‘SE?SE?E«:—-\
Tigle: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.0.B.: |(b)(6);(b)(7)(C)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z17: [avayl D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 906
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
COMPLAINANT: Democracy 21 Key: 642688 SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 5 0 = T
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home: B.O.P.No.:
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP:
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:
Details:

Cn April 17, 2019,

Professional Responsibility (OPR).

conduct by publicly testifying,

Senate Appropriations sub-committee.

Mueller investigation. Lastly,

In the letter,

The complaint was received via QIG hotline fax on 4/17/19.

the complainant forwarded a letter previcusly submitted to the Office of
the complainant alleges that on April 10,
2019, Attorney General William Barr wviolated Justice Department (DOJ) norms and standards of
without any substantiation,
officials engaged in "spying" on the Trump campaign during the 2016 presidential election.
AG Barr's comments were during a public testimony at a congressional heaaring before a

The complainant also alleges the AG has not retracted
his statements and are now being used by President Trump to attack the legitimacy of the
the complainant alleges AG Barr has inserted himself into a
fierce public debate in a way "that can only be interpreted as siding with President Trump
in the President's repeated false attacks on the legality of the Mueller investigation."

that FBI and Justice Department

ALLEGATIONS: 906 Misuse of Position

Occurrence Date: 04/10/2019 TIME:

CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20036
DISPOSITICN DATA: Disposition: F Date:04/25/2019 Approval:

Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 04/26/2019
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG

Sensitive:N Civil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number:

Page 1 b 2 Sensitive But

Unclassified

Component Number:

Printed 0 5)/?‘{722063§71'A'00004172 148141



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:

Femarks:

4/22/19: Complaint dispositioned "U" per AsacfP®F®IO

= STET
4/25/19: Complaint dispositioned F per(meanw) Sent general thank you ackno. &%%@)

6/20/19: Additional correspondense was received via OIG Hotline fax on 6/4/19. No new
information, update only per SISbI®)®INIC) |

1/29/2020: Additional correspondence received via USPS on 1/22/2020, no new information
provided, update only per ASAC [DXG:GIDE)

Page 2eDh 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?%?%%3971-Ar000041 :48:41



OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Complaint Form

Date Rec'd: 04/17/2019

(D)), (b)THE)

How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Fax

Jeok e 3 AEE) (BYTHE)

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: 643660 SSNO:

Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.O.B.:meannm)

Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:

Misec: FoBe IsNas 3

Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:

Phone: (000) -0000 zip: [ual D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 412

Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP

COMPLAINANT: Unidentified, Unknown Key: 392086 SSNO:

Title: UNID Pay Plan: 5 0 = T

Component: UNK EQD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: FoBao TNy &

Home : RLQuB NGt

Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:

Work:

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
Details:

Complaint received wvia OIG Hotline Fax on 4/17/2019.
Complainant sent a

that test:
better.

unlike totally unmoored and immortal Trump,

someone in Trump's orbit even more dishonorable than Trump himself,

He has to know how badly he is betraying the rule of law".
from Jill Wine-Banks who tweeted "The Barr is really low".

but Bill
this Attorney General
There was

print out of a tweet from Laurence Tribe that states "It's hard to call
Barr might meet
clearly knows
then

a response

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure

Qccurrence Date: TIME:

CITY: N/A State: Zip:
P . : B e n . |(B2(B): (B)(7H(C)

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:04/26/2019 Approval:

Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 04/29/2019

Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: DOJ

Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N

Consclidated Case Number:

Component Number:

Remarks:

unable to send ackno letter.

(D)(6): (BUTHE)

4/26/2019:

Dispo F per ASAC

ho address provided,

Page 1 b 1

Sensitive But Unclassified

Printed 0 5)/?‘{'/22063§71'A'00004192 :49:19




OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION

Date Rec'd: 04/25/2019

Complaint Form

How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail

SUBJECT: Barr, William

Title: ATTY

Pay Plan:

Component: OAG EOD Date:
Misc:

Home:  l(h)AY (MTMC) |

Phone: (000) =-0000Q ZIP:
Work:

Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:

EX-00905-01
02/14/2019

[TSYEY

Key: 643660 S5NO:
DBt
Alien No.:
FoBe IsNas 3

B.0.P.No.:
D/L No.:

Offenses:

JD)(ﬁ); (B)(THC)
S ok e K — ok

D)(E): (DXTHC)

412

SUBJECT: Benczkowski,

Title: OAG

Pay Plan:

EX-00805-04

(D)(B): (B)THC)

Key: SSNO:

b)(E). (BX)(7H(C)

*hkhkk ok

D-O-B-irmw¥WMﬂ@)

Component: CRM EOD Date: 07/12/2018 Alien No.:
Misc: BIGROIGE) FoBao TNy &

Home : RLQuB NGt
Phone: (000) -0000 ZIP D/L No.:

Work: , WASHINGTON, Offenses: 417
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP

SUBJECT ; [2AE:(OUNE) Key: EE%E?%’(C, SSNO:
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: VA EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: E.Ba I NO. &

Home : BL.oLBENG .2
Phone: ZIP D/L No.:

Work: Cffenses: 498
Phone: ZIP

SUBJECT ; [ ENDE Key: oo
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: VA EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home: B..@n. Pu Mo 2
Phone: ZIP D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 498
Phone: ZIP

SUBJECT: HOROWITZ, MICHAEL Key {CRRENEH  gong.
Title: INSP Pay Plan: BaOsBas
Component: DOJ EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: INSPECTOR GENERAL, F.B.I.No.:
Home: BBy N
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:

Work: DERBIGE) Offenses: 412
Phone: B o

COMPLAINANT : [BI6); (B)(T)C) Key: (D)(B): (B)(T)(C) SSNO:
Title: CIVIE Pay Plan: o S O
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
MisC: i Eme (B)(6): (BI7)C) S e
Home: B Bl g
Phone: ZIp: [RIE)(BINIC) D/L No.:

Work:

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential: Revealed: Authority:

Page 1 b 2
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0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form 0IG NO. :[PAO:EANEC)

Details:

The complaint was received via OIG hotline mail on 4/25/19.

The complainant alleges the Attorney General William Barr, Inspector General Michael
Horowitz, CRM Assistant Attorney General Brian Benczkowski, and two VA Attorneys [BI6)(BUT)E)
(6 |and [R)6): OITIC) | have failed to register as a foreign agent under the FARA Act.
The complainant demands copies of the OMB form No. 1121-0001 for the subjects and also

alleges that each subject believes they are above the Constitution.

In addition, the complainant alleges the federal government and various state and local
committees have failed to investigate the genocide of US Veterans. The genocide stems from
gross negligence and inadeguate health care for wveterans.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Occurrence Date: TIME:
CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:06/04/2019 Approval: [@HERBINIC)
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 06/05/2019
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: MULTI
Sensitive:N Civil Rights: N
Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Remarks:

; ; Gt b)(6). : ; ; ; s

5/2/19: Complaint dispositioned "U" per ASAC b)@€) |pending discussion with SAC Kirdar.

b)(B); (b)(THC)

6/4/19: Complaint dispositioned "F" per ASAC &KUKD Uploaded additional work product and
sent general thank you ackno. [(B)E)

AR I

7/1/2019: Additional correspondence received via USPS on June 19, 2019. Complainant sent
back previous Thank You letter with "corrections" and objections to our letter. Complaint
updated per ASAC[PI6X(BYTNC)

7/18/2019: Additional correspondence received via USPS on 7/2/2019. No new information
provided, update only per ASACFM@ﬁwXU@) |

7/19/2019: Additional correspondence received wvia USPS on 7/11/2019. No new information
provided, update and general thank you letter sent to complainant per ASAC|DHE):LITIHC)

Page 2 b 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?&7%%3971-Ar00005ﬂ2:49:55



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form

Date Rec'd: 04/25/2019

(D)(6). (B)THC)

How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail

-

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: (0)(6): (BY(T)C) SENQ: *kkk ki (0)(6): ()(7)C)
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.O.B.metmxn@)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:

Misec: FoBe IsNas 3

Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:

Phone: (000) -0000 z1P: [huAyl D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:

COMPLATNANT : (26X (BXNTHC) Keys )6); BINEC) SSNO:

Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 2a0.B.
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:

Mise: b){B). (D)(T)(C) (D)(B): (B)(T)(C) F.B.I.No.:

Home : RLQuB NGt

Phone: ZI?:(mmmenm) D/L No.:

Work:

Fhone: ZIP:

Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Details:

Complaint received wvia USPS on 4/25/2019.

The complainant raises concerns about the alleged partisan activities of the subject and his
interactions with the President of the United States.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Occurrence Date: TIME:
CITY : [B)E) BT State: [B)NO)

Zip: [(PAE)(BYTNC)

aATirATS
i . ; 2 D)(B): (B)(T)C)
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:05/10/2019 Approval:
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 05/13/2019

Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N

Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N

Consclidated Case Number:

Recovery Act:

Component: DOJ

Component Number:

Remarks:

BY6);
5/10/2019: Dispo F per ASAC&%%k)

General Thank You ackno sent to complainan

6/11/2019: Additional predicating material received via USPS on 6/4/2019. No new

(D)E). (BHTHEC)

information provided, update only per ASAC|BNGXB)ITIC)

Page 1 ab 1l
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(D)(B): (B)(THC) L--

Q0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:
Date Rec'd: 04/26/2019 How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail
SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: PIE): (PXTHC SSNO: ****_**(b)(ﬁ); @XNC)
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 DO B 05/23/1950
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z1p: [RMAY D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
SUBJECT: Mueller, Robert S Key | DLOACIGIC I IO (5
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: GS-00905-15 D.O.B. 1 [ib)E) (B)T)C)
Component: OSCIR EQD Date: 05/19/2017 Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home: [BIO)(ONTHC) | B.0.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 7.1p ; [PHO:(BINIC) D/L No.:
Work: , WASHINGTON, DC Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
COMPLATNANT ; [(PHE) (BXTIC) Key: (D)(6); (b)(TH(C) SSNO:
Title: INMAT Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: LEA EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: E.Ba I NO. &
Home: |@XEEM}7)C) (D)(6); (B)(T)C) B.0O.P.No. :

. (D)(B): (B)(T)(C)
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP: y
Confidential: Revealed: Aduthority:

Details:

Complaint was received wvia OIG Hotline US Mail on 4/26/2019.

The Complainant allege that Attorney General William Barr and former FBI-Director and
Special Counsel Robert Mueller covered up crimes committed by local officials towards the
Complainant. The Complainant also alleged that local officials bribed FBI officials to cover
up the misconduct that targeted the Complainant. The Complainant further alleged that the
things done to him and the subsequent cover up led to the terror attacks on 9/11 and the
wars in Afghanistan and Irag.

ALLEGATICNS: 412 Job Performance Failure

Occurrence Date: TIME:

CITY: Saint Petersburg State: FL Zip: 33733
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:05/14/2019 Approval: [BNBX(BITIE)
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 05/17/2019
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: FBI
Sensitive:N Civil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Page 1 ab 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?{?%%3%71-Ar0000%_ :51:07



(D)) (DUTHC)

0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:

Femarks:

5/14/2019: Dispo F per ASAC%%%&» Ackno sent advising of disposition. Predicate scanned

into iManage. (JTK)

**%9/4/2019 UPDATE***
Additional correspondence was received wvia OIG Hotline US Mail on 6/4/2019.

In additional correspondence, the Complainant alleged that the OIG is concealing FBI and
DOJ criminal activity. The Complainant also alleged that former Vice President Joe Biden
was bribed by officials in Lancaster County, PA to cover up crimes committed against him.
The Complainant alleged that former FBI Director Robert Mueller and others were also
bribed.

Additional predicate scanned into iManage. No further action per SAC Bidwell¥mwxmunw}

*#%%11/13/19 UPDATE***
Additional correspondence was received wia OIG Hotline US Mail on 9/12/19.

In additional correspondence, the Complainant reiterated his previous allegations. No new
information provided.

Additional predicate scanned into iManage. No further action per ASAC[BNBX(B}THC)

*xx*k6/5/20 UPDATE***%*
Additional correspondence was received via the OIG Hotline U.S. Mail.

The Complainant sent similar allegations as those previously sent to DOJ OIG with not new
information provided. Disposition and additional predicating information scanned into
iManage. No further action takenkmwanﬂ&)

Page 2 b 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?&?%%3971-Ar00005ﬁ2:51:0?



OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Date Rec'd: 05/09/2019

Complaint Form

. [{BXEY: (BXTHC)

How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: SSNO: ****_**(b)(ﬁ),(b)(?)((:)
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.0O.B. : [(b)E) (B)THC
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z1p: [RMAY D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 906
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
. ; D)(B); (B)(T)(C)

ASSOCIATED PERSON: Cohen, Michael Key: SSNO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D.0O.B. :|ib)6): (B}(T)C)
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: former attorney for President Trump F.B.I.No.:
Home: B.O.P.No.:
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work: Offenses:
Phone: ZIP:

(D)(B); (B)(THC)
ASSOCIATED PERSCN: Kushner, Jared Key: SSNO:
Title: FEDEM Pay Plan: D.0.B. : [BEXOITHC)
Component: QTHFD EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: Senior Advisor to President Trump {02 S | T
Home : BL.oLBENG .2
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work: Cffenses:
Phone: ZIP:

(D)(6): (B)(THC)
ASSOCIATED PERSCN: Trump, Donald Key: S5NO:
Title: FEDEM Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: QTHFD EOD Date: Alien No.:
Mise: F.B.I.No.:
Home: B..@n. Pu Mo 2
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work: Offenses:
Phone: 2
COMPLATNANT - [BXE) (BYTHC) Key$mwxmnnmq SENO:
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: BB
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: [BIB):(BITNC) (0)(6): (BYTNC) F.B.I.No.:
Home: BBy N
Phone: P 23 PGl (AT D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: 4ZIP:
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:

Details:

The complaint was received via 0IG hotline mail on 5/9/19.

The complainant alleges AG Barr committed illegal acts to protect the legal and political
interests of President George H.W. Bush in 1992. Subsequently, upon AG Barr's confirmation
hearings under the Trump Administration, President Trump and Jared Kushner conspired to
cover up this information from the Senate Judiciary Committee. Lastly, the complainant
alleges this information is quietly entangled in Michael Cohen's federal court case in NY.

Page 1 aefb) 2 Sensitive But Unclassified
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0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:

ALLEGATIONS: 906 Misuse of Position

Occurrence Date: TIME: TS
c1Ty - [P BN State: [PELONO o [PERRIRE
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:05/29/2019 Approval:
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 05/31/2019
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG
Sensitive:N Civil Rights: N
Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Remarks:

bD)(B); . ’ ; 5 .
5/16/19: Complaint dispositioned "U" per ASACEmch) pending discussion with SAC Kirdar.

b){(6): (B)THC) |

b)(5) BY(6): (b)(T)C)
5/24/19;:

(D)(5) B)(6): (b)(T)(C)
5/24/19:

5/28/19: Compliant will be dispo'ed as F per AIGI Lake's concurrence with "thank you"
ackno to Complainant JB)E)(BNTIEC)

7/8/18: Additional correspondence received via USPS on 6/26/19, Complainant resubmitted
original correspondence with an addendum stating that his allegations against AG Barr are

of national importance and requests a staff member to call him. Update per ASACFMWﬁwa@)

sent general thank you ackno P)E)®)XD)C) |

9/6/19: Additional correspondence received via USPS on 8/5/19. The complainant
re-submitted the original correspondence and included OIG ackno letters demanding the OIG
return his phone calls instead. Update only per ASAC|PN®)(ONTIC)

Page 2 b 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?{?%%3§71-Ar0000%_ $51:39



OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION

Date Rec'd: 05/22/2019

Complaint Form

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: 643660 SSNO: SR— )L S LS
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.0.B. : [b)(6): (bN7)C)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: (RVAY: (RMTYMCY B.Q:BiNgas
Phone: (000) -0000 zip: [ual D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP
COMPLAINANT : [P10) ®XDEO) Key: [CEHGIBERY ooy .
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: B0 B
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home : RLQuB NGt
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Fhone: ZIP:
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:
Details:

Complaint received wvia OIG Hotline Fax on 5/22/2019.

The complainant states that Attorney General Barr has violated the Hatch Act by engaging in
partisan political acts while employed by the DOJ.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Occurrence Date: TIME:
CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20005
i . : 2 (D)(B): (B)(THC)

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: Date:05/29/2019 Approval:
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 05/31/2019
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: DOJ
Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N
Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Remarks:

: (D)(B). : D)(B): (b)(7)(C)
5/29/2019: Dispe F per ASAC|p)7yc) general thank you letter sent to complainant

6/5/19: Additional correspondence received 5/24/19 wvia 0IG Hotline Fax. Complainant
reiterates complaints against AG Barr under the assumption that his previous complaint had
not been received. Update only per SIS [PXEE®XNC)

6/11/2019: Additicnal correspondence received via USPS on 5/29/2019. No new information

Page 1 ab 1l
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D)(E): (B)THC)

Q0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:
Date Rec'd: 05/24/2019 How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail
SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key (DXE): (PUNIE) SONQ: *kkk_kk R TG
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.O.B. 1 [(B)6) (B)THE)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z1p: [RMAY D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:

- b)(B): (B)THC) (D)(B): (B)(THC)
SUBJECT: Kupec, Kerri Ann Key? SENQ: *Hxxkk_%kk
Title: PUBLIC Pay Plan: GS-01035-14 .O.B. 1 [(B)B) (B)THC)
Component: PAO EQOD Date: 01/07/2018 Alien No.:
Misc: ORGIE] FoBao TNy &
Home: B.O.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 71 p [ PALONDE D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
SUBJECT: ROSENSTEIN, ROD J K B)(B); (B)(7)(C) s ****_**$M@xmnnw)
Title: OAG Pay Plan: EX-00905-02 .o.B.:meannw)
Component: DAG EOD Date: 04/27/2017 Alien No.:
Misc: E.Ba I NO. &
Home : |(D)(6)? (L)THC) | B.0.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 ZIP: [BHE):(B)THC) D/L No.:
Work: 6500 CHERRYWOQOD LANE, GREENEBELT, MD Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP: 20770
COMPLAINANT: Unidentified, Unknown Key: 392086 SENO:
Title: UNID Pay Plan: D.0.B.:
Component: UNK EOD Date: Alien No.:
Mise: F.B.I.No.:
Home: B..@n. Pu Mo 2
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP:
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:

Details:

The complaint was received wia OIG hotline mail on 5/24/19.

The anonymous complainant alleges the Director of Public Affairs, Kerri Kupec, Deputy
Attorney General Rod Rosenstein, and Attorney General William Barr, failed to adequately
report and communicate the details of the Mueller Report. Specifically, the complainant
alleges Kupec lacked candor when she implied that every page of the Mueller Report contained
content that is protected under Fed. R. Crim. P. 6(e), a law that protects confidential
grand jury information. DAG Rosenstein also failed to communicate the processes surrounding
the investigation and release of the report and allowed the FBI to be labeled as "spiles,"
and "scum." Finally, AG Barr failed to communicate the contents of the Mueller Report and
provocatively used the terms "spying™ and "collusion."

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
QOccurrence Date: 05/02/2019 TIME:
CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530

Page 1 ab 2 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?{?%%3%71-Ar0000%_ :52:56



0IG -

DISPOSITION DATA:
Referred to Agency:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N

Claims Whistleblower: N

Sensitive:

INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Disposition: F

Date Sent:
Qui Tam:

Patriot Act: N

N Ciwvil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number:

Complaint Form

Date:06/06/2019

PREA:

Fecovery Act:

Approval]

Reviewer

Init Ackno:

Component: DOJ

Component Number:

Remarks:

6/5/19:
(TCC)

6/5/19:

6/5/18;

Complaint dispositioned "U" per ASAC

(D)(E)

(D}THC)

pending discussion with SAC Kirdar.

(D)(E).
(DITHC

b)(E): (B)THC)

6/6/19: Dispositioned F per SAC Kirdar.
ackno_|mxmxmwxq |

Complaint was sent anonymously,

unable to send

Page 2 of 2

Sensitive But Unclassified
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0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form

Date Rec'd: 05/28/2019

L [RIE): (R)(THE)

(-

How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: Egggm SENQ: ok dk k] AT
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.0O.B. : [b)&); (B)7)IC)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z1P: [huAyl D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP
COMPLATNANT {BEHEXDO key: | ssno:
Title: CIVIE Pay Plan: 5 0 = T
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home: [@NE):ENIC) (D)(6): (PXTHC) B.O.P.No.:
Phone: Z1F: D/L No.:
Work:
Fhone: ZIP:
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:
Details:

The complaint was received via 0IG hotline mail on 5/28/19.

The complainant alleges AG Barr, President Trump,

overthrow the U.S.

clearances,

risk to our national security.

democratic government and replace it with a fascist one.
also alleges President Trump and Barr are obstructing Congress from looking into security
Russia interference and financial connections with Trump.
alleges the Trump family and AG Barr have relationships with foreign countries that pose a

and the GOP are staging a coup to

The complainant

The complainant also

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure

Occurrence Date: TIME:

CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530
(D)(6): (B)ITHC)

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:06/05/2019 Approval:

Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 06/06/2019

Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG

Sensitive:N Civil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number:

Compeonent Number:

Femarks:

o * - : a = - 2 ] - ( :
6/5/19: Complaint dispositioned F per ASAC(meq

Sent general thank you ackno . [RAE): ONANIC)

Page 1eb 1 Sensitive But Unclassified
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(D)(B): (B)(THC)
0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:

Date Rec'd: 05/24/2019 How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail
SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key:ggﬁﬁq SSNO: ****_*meannw)
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.O.B.:rb)(ﬁ);(b)(T)(C)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z17: [avayl D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
COMPLAINANT: Unidentified, Unknown Key: 392086 SSNO:
Title: UNID Pay Plan: 5 0 = T
Component: UNK EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home : RLQuB NGt
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Fhone: ZIP:
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:
Details:

Complaint received via USPS 5/24/2019.

The complainant stated that Attorney General William Bar has lied to congress and the
American people on multiple occasions and he would like AG Barr investigated.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Occurrence Date: TIME:
CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20005
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:06/05/2019 Approval
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 06/07/2019
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG
Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N
Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Remarks:

. J(o)(B): =
6/5/2019: DIspo F per ASACIb)7)C) unable to send thank you letter due to lack of address.
(D)(B): (b)(THC)

Page 1 o 1 Sensitive But Unclassified Printed 05%?47%%3971-Ar00006ﬂ2:54:03



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form

Date Rec'd: 06/04/2019

(D)) (D)THE)

How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key:f DEHES oo, whon s JENOHBITIC)
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.O.B.:mexmaxq
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z1p: [RMAY D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP
COMPLAINANT - — E%E?i’m T [D)(6); (B)(T)(C)
Title: CIVI Pay Plan: D.0.B. : [B)B) (B)THC)
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: RTINS OOREE] FoBao TNy &
Home : RLQuB NGt
Phone: ZIP: (O)O) (OUTNE) D/L No.:
Work: Citizens for Responsibility and Ethics i, Washington, DC
Phone : fbﬁ(ﬁ)?(b)(”(c) ZIP: 20001
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:
COMPLATNANT [PHO:(EANC) Key: EE%E?;C) SSNO:
Titles CIVIL Pay Plan: D B
Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.No.:
Home : [(BX6): B)T)C) (D)(6); (B)(THC) B.0.P.NG.:
Phone: Z1p: [DN6)(BINIC) D/L No.:
Work:
Phone: ZIP:
Confidential: Revealed: Authority:
Details:

Complaints received via USPS on 6/4/2019.

to the Mueller Investigation.

The complainants both state the subject has comitted multiple ethics violations in relation

ALLEGATICNS: 412 Job Performance Failure

Occurrence Date: TIME:

CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20005
(D)(B): (b)(T)C)

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:06/19/2019 Approval:

Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 06/20/2019

Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG

Sensitive:N Civil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number:

Page 1 aefb) 2 Sensitive But Unclassified

Component Number:

printed 0PQTARLITI-A00006% 5. 57




b)(E): (D)7HEC)

0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:

Femarks:

6/10/2019: Dispo U per ASRCagiq awaiting discussion with SAC Kirdar.P“mxm”Nq

6/19/19: Complaint dispositioned F per ASACEQﬁﬁO Sent general thank you acknos to both
complainants. Uplaocded additional work product into iManage. [B)6):(B)7T)C) |

3/17/20: Additional correspondence received fromFMWﬁWKU@) |Complainant requests an

investigation into AG Barr's public statements prejudicial to persons subject to a pending
to a Justice Department investigation. Update and thank you ackno pending.FM@ﬁ@Mﬂ@)

7/23/20: Additicnal correspondence receiwved £rom[PN0): ONNEC) Complainant requests an
investigation in AG Barr;s involvement in a whistleblower complaint alleging President
Trump solicited foreign interference in the 2020 Election. Update and sent general thank
you ackno per ASAC [B)EXEINIE) |
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DY(6); (b)(T)C
0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.: ARLIRIN |

Date Rec'd: 06/07/2019 How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail
SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: (D)6} (PNT)(C) SSNO: ****—**'ggg;@
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 .O.B.:|(n)(6);(b)(?)(c)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:

Misec: FoBe IsNas 3

Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:

Phone: (000) -0000 zip: [ayal D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:

COMPLAINANTmeLwnnm} Key:mean@) R

Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 5 0 = T
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: FoBao TNy &

Home: [BIB): (B)(7HC) (D)(B): (B)(THC) B.O.P.No. :

Phone: ZI1IP: |b)(6}'— @A) D/L No.:

Work:

Fhone: ZIP:

Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Details:

Complaint received wvia USPS on 6/7/2019.

The complainant alleged misconduct by AG Barr including obstruction of justice, refusal to
enforce the affordable car act, abuse of power, and defiance of congressional subpoena.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Qccurrence Date: TIME: e
cITy: [PHE):EINE) State: [BIE) (BYTHT) Zip: (D)(B): (B)(T)(C)
D)(6): (B)(7)(C)
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:06/19/2019 Approval:
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 06/20/2019
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG
Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N
Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:
Remarks:
D)(6); (B)(T)(C)

©
(7

6/19/19: Complaint dispositioned F per ASAC ?@IC Sent general thank you ackno. Uploaded
additional work product into iManage. [b)6) MTHC)
i T

6/12/2019: Dispo U per ASACEQ ﬁq pending discussion with SAC Kirdar.
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(D)E). (B)THEC)

Q0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form 0OIG NO.:
Date Rec'd: 07/15/2019 How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail
- ) B)(6): (B)(THC) D)(6);

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: SSNQ: ***k—%k ke
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.O.B. : o6y mic
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misc: F.B.I.:No::
Home:  [(hMAY- (hVTYWCY | B.0.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z1P: [huAyl D/L No.:
Work: Cffenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP:
COMPLATNANT : [PYO GO key {POODO] oo
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 5 0 = T
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: BT i ¥

Lee (0)(6); (b)(T)(C) D)(B); (B)(T)(C) ¥.B.1.No
Home : RLQuB NGt
Phone: ZIP: (B)(6); (OXT)(C) | 31 0 Y e TP
Work:

Phone: ZIP: _ .
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Details:

Complaint received wvia USPS on 7/15/2019.

The complainant states that AG William Barr is failing to perform his job by lying to
congress, failing to appear in front of congress and is "acting as a personal lawyer to
president Donald trump".

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Occurrence Date: TIME: (D)(6); (b)(7)(C)
cITY: [BXE)BITIC) State {DHBEBITHC) Zip:
i . F 3 (D)(6): (B)THC)
DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:07/19/2019 Approval:
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 07/22/2019
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG
Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N
Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:
Remarks:
(D)(B). D)(B); (B)(T)C)

7/19/2019: Dispo F per ASAC[BUTHC) beneral thank you letter sent to the complainant|
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OIG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION -

Complaint Form 0OIG NO.:

(D)) (DUTHC)

Date Rec'd: 08/02/2019 How Rec'd: Hotline - Mail
i i (D)(6): b)) (BYTHC)
SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: [p)7ic) SONQ: *k Kk _kH
Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.0O.B. : [(b)e) (B)(7)(C)
Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:
Misec: FoBe IsNas 3
Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:
Phone: (000) -0000 z1p: [RMAY D/L No.:
Work: Offenses: 412
Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP
COMPLATNANT [Pk BXDIC) Key b)(B); (D)(T)(C) —
Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: B.0.B.
Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:
Misc: FoBao TNy &
Home : RLQuB NGt
Phone: ZIP: D/L No.:
Work:
Fhone: ZIP:
Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

Details:

The complaint was received via USPS on 8/2/19.

The complainant alleges AG Barr represents President Trump and not the citizens of the U.S.
Additionally, the complainant regquests AG Barr be removed from coffice.

ALLEGATIONS: 412 Job Performance Failure
Occurrence Date: TIME:
CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530
D b)(6); (b)(THC

DISPOSITION DATA: Disposition: F Date:09/05/2019 Approval: (ICEIRNENS
Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:
OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno:
Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG
Sensitive:N Ciwvil Rights: N
Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

Remarks:

; ; i (D)(6): , g ; ;
9/5/19: Complaint dispositioned F per ASAC|p)7)c) [Complainant did not provide return

address, no ackno sent.

(D)(6); (B}THE)

Page 1 ab 1l
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0IG -

Date Rec'd: 09/03/2019

INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION

Complaint Form

How Rec'd: Hotline - Hotline Email

SUBJECT: Barr, William P Key: EE;E%(C) SENQ: *kkk_kk (HEL RIS

Title: ATTY Pay Plan: EX-00905-01 D.O.B. : [(b)&): (B)7)C

Component: OQAG EOD Date: 02/14/2019 Alien No.:

Misec: FoBe IsNas 3

Home: [(hMAY: (hMTWC) | B.0Q.P.No.:

Phone: (000) -0000 zip: [ual D/L No.:

Work: Offenses: 907

Phone: (202) 514-2000 ZIP

COMPLAINANT: [C R Key:'m{ﬁ);(b)(%) _—

Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: 5 0 = T

Component: CITZN EQD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: FoBao TNy &

e (D)(6): (D)(7)(C) b)(B): (b)(T)(C) : B.O.P.No.:

Phone ZIP: sy D/L No.:

Work:

Fhone: ZIP:

Confidential: Fevealed: Authority:

COMPLAINANT : [PNOXBINE) Key: EE?E?%’(C) SSNO:

Title: CIVIL Pay Plan: D B

Component: CITZN EOD Date: Alien No.:

Misc: F.B.I.No.:

Home: (B (DA e B, B, 2

Phone: ZIP: [(B)E): (b)T)C) D/L No.:

Work:

Phone: ZIP:

Confidential; Revealed: Authority:
Details:

Two complaints were received via the OIG hotline email on 8/31/19 and 9/3/19.

The two separate complainants allege AG Barr has contracted with Trump Hotels to host a
party and use $30,000 of federal funds.

ALLEGATIONS: 907 Conflict of Interest

Occurrence Date: 08/27/2019 TIME:

CITY: Washington State: DC Zip: 20530
(D)(B): (B)(THC)

DISPOSITICN DATA: Disposition: F Date:09/12/2019 Approval:

Referred to Agency: Date Sent: Reviewer:

OGC/FBI Whistleblower: N Qui Tam: PREA: Init Ackno: 09/16/2019

Claims Whistleblower: N Patriot Act: N Recovery Act: Component: OAG

Sensitive:N Civil Rights: N

Consolidated Case Number: Component Number:

of Sensitive But Unclassified

Page Printed 05%?%?%%39714¥OOOOQE:5?:56



0IG - INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION - Complaint Form OIG NO.:

Femarks:

9/12/19: Complaint dispositioned F per ASAC (E,(?’(C) Sent general thank you acknos.[BNBEBITIEC)
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\__________J
NEW YORK

CITY BAR
IR

February 12, 2020

Hon. Jerrold Nadler Hon. Doug Collins

Chair, Judiciary Committee Ranking Member, Judiciary Committee
U.S. House of Representatives U.S. House of Representatives

2132 Raybum House Office Building 1504 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510 Washington, D.C. 20510

Hon. Lindsey Graham Hon. Dianne Feinstein

Chair, Judiciary Committee Ranking Member, Judiciary Committee
U.S. Senate U.S. Senate

290 Russell Senate Office Building 331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510 Washington, D.C. 20510

Hon. Michael Horowitz
Inspector General

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N'W.
Washington, D.C. 20530

Re:  The Prosecution of Roger Stone and Related Actions by the Department of Justice

Dear Representative Nadler, Representative Collins, Senator Graham, Senator Feinstein and
Inspector General Horowitz:

We write to express our deep concerns about the impartial administration of justice in
connection with the prosecution of Roger Stone in federal court in Washington, D.C., and to call
for immediate investigations by Congress and by the Department of Justice Office of the Inspector
General. Recent actions by the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the District of Columbia, a component
of the United States Department of Justice, raise serious questions about whether the Department
of Justice 1s making prosecutorial decisions based not on neutral principles but in order to protect
President Trump’s supporters and friends. In our criminal justice system, a single standard must
apply to all who are accused or convicted of violating the law—unequal treatment based on
political influence is to be deplored in all cases but is especially dangerous if it emanates from the
presidency.

THE ASSOCIATION OF THE BAR OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK
42 West 4% Street, New York, NY 10036-6689 www.nycbar.org

DOJ-20-1871-A-000069



The Stone Sentencing

Roger.Stone was convicted after a jury trial in 2019 and is scheduled to be sentenced later
in February 2020. On Monday, the federal prosecutors responsible for the Stone prosecution filed
a sentencing brief endorsing the imposition of a sentence of between 87 and 108 months, consistent
with the Federal Sentencing Guidelines (the “Guidelines”) range recommended by the United
States Probation Office.! This is consistent with usual Department of Justice practice, which is to
ask the district court to follow the advisory Guidelines. Early on Tuesday moming, just after 1:00
a.m. Pre51dent Trump tweeted that a sentence of this length would be “horrible and very unfair,”

Just a few hours later, an unidentified Department of Justlcc spokesperson stated that the
Department.of Justice found the recommendation “extreme and excessive and.disproportionate to
Stone’s offenses.” Laver on Tuesday, the Dgpartment of Justice filed a new sentencing brief that
stated—without explanation—that the prior sentencing brief- “does not .accuratély reflect the
Department of Justice’s position on what would be a reasonable senterice in this matter.” The new
brief stated that the Guidelines range of 87 to 108 months’ imprisonment “would not be appropriate
or serve the interests of justice.”

In the aftermath of these events, the four career prosecutors involved in the Stone
prosecution filed notices of withdrawal from the case; one of them also resigned from the
Department of Justice. The Department of Justice has acknowledged that these withdrawals were
meant 10 protest the about-face in Tuesday’s sentencing submission. Later on Tuesday, the former
U.S. Attorney for the District of Columbia, Jessie Liu, who had supervised the Stone prosecution
after Special Counsel Mueller completed his tenure, was withdrawn as the Administraticn’s
nominee for a senior position in the Department of Treasury. It was further reported on Tuesday
evening that Attorney General Barr has taken personal control over cases of interest to President
Trump, including the prosecution of Michael Flynn, in which prosecutors originally sought a
sentence of imprisonment, but then in a reply brief advised the court that a sentence of probation
would also be reasonable. It has been reported that this notable change of posmon came only after
the intervention. of senior Department of Justice officials.* ;

These Unusu_al Events Reﬂect Disregard for the Rule of Law

The events that have transpired in the past two days are highly unusual and irregular. The
Department of Justice is not in.the habit of taking one position in court and then, without
explanation, taking a startling different position on the very next day. This sudden turnabout is
itself disturbing. In addition, the Department of Justice is known for rarely asking the sentencing
court to impose a sentence below the Guidelines range, other than when the defendant is a
coopgrating witness or when the defendant’s case presents unusual mitigating factors. Neither

I United States Sentencing Commission Guidelines, https:/www.ussc.gov/guidelines.

* @realDonaldTrump. (Feb. 11, 2020) “This is a horrible and very unfair situation. The rea! crimes were on the
other side, as nothing happens to them. Cannot allow this miscarriage of justice!” [Tweet].

https:/twi tter co mfrcalDonaIdTmmgl status/122712220678381158575=20.
3 United Sta!es V. Srane, 19-cr-18 (ABD) (D.D.C)), Dkl No. 286, at 1.

% Carol Lee ef al,, “Barr takes control of legal matters of interest to Trump, including sione Senfencing,” NBC News

(Feb. 11 2020), at hitps://www.nbcnews.com/politics/} ustlce-denanmenb'ban-takg-cun;rol-l,cga]-matters-mte. est-
trump-including-stone-sentencing-n1135231.
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circumstance exists here. To be clear, the Guidelines can produce recommendations of
incarceration that exceed what is warranted. We would applaud a generalized initiative by the
Departmcnt of Justice that encourages judges to depart from those recommendations when jl.lStlce
requlres L

" But this is not what the Department of Justice has done here. There is no broad effort to
address the over-punishment -of the Guidelines. Rather, this appears from’ all external
circumstances to be an instance of President Trump and Attorney General Barr acfing in concert
to protect Stone from punishment. Stone is a lifelong friend and advisor of President Trump.
Indeed, Stone’s conviction was for obstructing an investigation into President Trump, his family,
and his advisors for encouraging Russian interference with the 2016 election. While the
connecting ¢vents may never be fully known, the mére fact and timing of the Department of Justice
decision’to overrule the prosecutors who handled the case—just hours after President Trump’s
tweet-—is itself suggestive of improper influence. Even this appearance of improper influence is
detrimehtal to the falr administration of _;usnce thc mle of law and the public’s trust in the Justlce
system. - : : :

The City Bar Calls for Investlgatlon of these Events

The City:Bar has previously criticized thc Attorney Gcneral for his fallurc to-fecuse hlmsclf
from the Department of Justice’s review. of the' whistléblower complaint, in which the Attorney
General was himself mentioned during the Trump-Zelensky phone call of July 25, 2019.2 We also
have also called for congressional imvestigation of 'several public'pronouncements by the Attorney
General that we believe were inconsistent with the'independence required of his office.® The
present case raises more direct, and miore serious, ‘questions concerning the role of presidential
influence in prosecuting individual criminal cases. Al prior Presidents, at least since-Watergate,
made it a practice to decline to comment on ongoing cases being handled by’ the Department of
Justice. This practice protected the criminal justice system from improper presidential influence.
The new practice; in which the President'makes public comments that are critical of prosecutions
of his allies and in which the Department of Justive contradicts the sentencing recommendations
of the prosecutors who handled the case to advance the President’s personal and political ends,
cannot be tolerated. If it is tolerated, it will undermine the rule of law on which our nation was
founded and on which we rely asa foundatlon of our democracy

-

For this reason, we call for Congress and the Department of Justice Office of the Inspector
General to begih immediate investigations into these unusual and’ troubling events. Only a
thorough public investigation can lay bare the true facts relating to the Stone sentencing. Nothing
is more important to safeguarding the proper functioning and reputation of our criminal justice
system than its commitment—and ability—to deliver justice impartially for all. Special treatment
for the President’s friends cannot be reconciled with the ideals that govern that system.

5 Attorney General Barr Should Recuse Himself from Department of Justice Review of Ukraine Matter, Statement
of the New York City Bar Association (Oct. 23, 2019), https://www.nycbar.org/media-listi dia/detail/attorney-
general-barr-should-recuse-himself- from-department-of-justice-revjew-of-ukraine-matter.

6 Letter requesting formal Congressional inquiries into conduct of Attorney General William P. Barr (Jan. 9, 2020),

http://documents.nychar.org/files/Exercising_Congressional Oversight AG_Barr 01082020.pdf.
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Respectfully,

Roger Juan Maldonado
President

Harry Sandick
Chair, Committee on Federal Courts

Stephen L. Kass
Chair, Task Force on the Rule of Law

Christopher M. Pioch

Jessenia Vazcones-Yagual

Co-Chairs, Task Force on the Independence
of Lawyers and Judges’

Cc:  Hon. William P. Barr
Attorney General of the United States
U.S. Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvama Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20515

7 The signatory committees and task forces are comprised of lawyers occupying a wide range of positions within the
profession, including, law firm and nonprofit atterneys, solo practitioners, former federal and state prosecutors,
defense attomeys, and academics.
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OFFICERS
Hon. Karen Bass
Chair

Hon. Joyce Bealty

First Vice Chair

Hon. Brenda Lawrence
Second Vice Chair

Hon. Hank Johnson
Secretary

Hon. A. Donald McEachin
Whip

Hon, Steven Horsford
Parliamentarian

Hon. Frederica Wilson
Member-At-Large

Hon. Dwight Evans
Member-At-Large

MEMBERS

Hon. John Lewis, GA - ‘87

Hon, Eleanor Holmes Norton, DC - 91
Hon. Maxine Waters, CA - 91

Hon. Sanford D. Bishop, Jr., GA -"93
Hon. James E. Clyburn, 5C - 93
Hon. Alcee L. Hastings, FL-'93
Hon. Eddie Bernice Johnson, TX - 93
Hon. Bobby L. Rush, IL - ‘93

Hen. Robert C. “Bobby” Scott, VA -'93
Hon, Bennie G. Thompson, M5 - 93
Hon. Sheila Jackson Lee, TX - 95
Hon. Elijah Cummings, MD - 96
Hon. Danny K. Davis, IL -'97

Hon. Gregory W, Meeks, NY -'98
Hon. Barbara Lee, CA - '98

‘Hon. William Lacy Clay, Jr., MO -'01
Hon. David Scott, GA - '03

Hon, G.K. Butterfield, NC - 04

Hon. Emanuel Cleaver I, MO - '05
Hon. Al Green, TX - ‘05

Hon, Gwen Moore, Wi -"05

Hon. Yvette D, Clarke, NY -'07
Hon. Hank Johnson, GA - ‘07

Hon. André Carson, IN - ‘08

Hon, Marcia L. Fudge, OH -'08
Hon. Karen Bass, CA - ‘11

Hon. Cedric Richmond, LA -"11
Hon, Terri Sewell, AL -"11

Hon. Frederica Wilson, FL-"11
Hon. Donald M. Payne, Jr., N] -'12
Hon. Joyce Beatty, OH - ‘13

Hon. Hakeem Jeffries, NY - ‘13
Hon. Marc Veasey, TX -'13

Hon. Robin Kelly, IL - ‘13

Hon. Cory Booker, NJ -*13

Hon. Alma Adams, NC -"14

Hon. Brenda Lawrence, Ml - ‘15
Hon. Stacey Plaskett, V1 -'15

Hon. Bonnie Watson Coleman, N -*15
Hon. Dwight Evans, PA -"16

Hon. Kamala D. Harris, CA - ‘17
Hon, Lisa Blunt Rochester, DE -*17
Hon. Anthony Brown, MD - 17
Hon. Val Demings, FL - 17

Hon. Al Lawson, FL.-'17

Hon. A. Donald McEachin, VA - 17
Hon, Steven Horsford, NV -'19
Hon. Colin Allred, TX -'19

Hon. Antonlo Delgado, NY - 19
Hon. Jahana Hayes, CT -'19

Han. Lucy McBath, GA -'19

Hon. Joe Neguse, CO - ‘19,

Hon. Ilhan Omar, MN - 19

Hon. Ayanna Pressley, MA -"19
Hon. Lawren Underwood, IL-'19

GONGRESSIONAL
BLACK CAUCGUS

February 14, 2020

Michael E. Horowitz

Office of the Inspector General
U.S. Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20530

Dear Inspector General Horowitz:

On behalf of the Congressional Black Caucus, I write to express our deep concern
surrounding a pattern of potential misconduct and prosecutorial abuse within the
Department of Justice (DOJ) involving United States Attorney General William P.
Barr. According to public press reports and presidential communication, Attorney
General Barr may have improperly intervened in criminal prosecutions counter to
the interest of justice and in the advancement of political ends. We request that the
Office of Inspector General (OIG) work to independently and impartially investigate
these allegations of misconduct and provide its findings to Congress. Further, we
request that all findings on Attorney General Barr's conduct be made available to the
public.

On Friday, February 14, 2020, various media outlets reported that Attorney General
William Barr has ordered an outside prosecutor to review the criminal case against
Michael Flynn, President Trump’s former national security adviser. As you know,
such reviews are uncommon and raise suspicion about potential political inference
by DOJ personnel into cases.

In addition, on Tuesday, February 11, 2020, several news outlets also repqrted
Attorney General Barr’s unprecedented and public intervention into a federal felony
sentencing recommendation for a friend and political ally of the president — Roger
Stone. The Washington Post reported that, “All four career prosecutors handling the
case against Roger Stone withdrew from the legal proceedings Tuesday — and one
quit his job entirely — after the Justice Department signaled it planned to undercut
their sentencing recommendation for President Trump’s longtime friend and
confidant.” ! Those front-line prosecutors’ sentencing recommendation for Roger
Stone of seven to nine years in prison appears to have been superseded in a new

I https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/justice-dept-to-reduce-sentencing-
recommendation-for-trump-associate-roger-stone-official-says-after-president-calls-it-

unfair/2020/02/11/ad8 | fd36-4cf0-1 1ea-bfd4-15043eb3918a story.html

2059 RAYBURN Housk OFrIcE BUILDING « WAsHINGTON, DC 1
CBC.HOUSE.GOV ?[96»'5'20-1 871

-A-000073



filing. This new filing expressed the previous recommendation by nonpolitical attorneys, "does not accurately
reflect the Department of Justice's position on what would be a reasonable sentence in this matter."? Further, the
filing expressed that the previously recommended sentence "could be considered excessive and unwarranted
under the circumstances," and requested the judge consider an “appropriate” sentence. This reversal came less
than 24 hours after a presidential communication stating, “This is a horrible and very unfair situation. The real
crimes were on the other side, as nothing happens to them. Cannot allow this miscarriage of justice!”” Following
the DOJ’s sentencing reversal, another presidential communication was released stating “Congratulations to
Attorney General Bill Barr for taking charge of a case that was totally out of control and perhaps should not have
been brought.”*

This highlights a pattern of highly unusual interventions into criminal investigations by Attorney General Barr.
According to an NBC news report on Tuesday, February 11, 2020, this was not the first instance in which senior
political appointees have intervened to influence the federal felony prosecutions and sentencing in coordination
with Attorney General Barr. The report highlighted the intervention into the sentencing recommendation of
former national security advisor Michael Flynn, who pleaded guilty to lying to the Federal Bureau of
Investigations (FBI). We understand that Federal prosecutors previously recommended up to six months in prison
and their recent filing recommends probation. This recommendation follows several presidential communications
condemning the prosecution.

News reports further indicate a possible connection between The White House’s abrupt withdrawal of the
nomination for Jessie Liu, the former US attorney who headed the office that oversaw Roger Stone's prosecution
and a number of other cases linked to Special Counsel Muller’s investigation, and Attorney General Barr’s
intervention into the Stone case. Reports indicate that there was possible coordination with the White House to
remove former US Attorney Liu through the nomination so that Attorney General Barr could exert greater control
over the case by appointing a U.S. attorney that would fulfill the political aims of the White House. °

Furthermore, reports indicate that on Wednesday, February 5, 2020, Attorney General Barr issued an order
restricting the opening of politically sensitive investigations — an unprecedented and unusual requirement. The
memo said that the FBI and all other divisions under the Justice Department’s purview must receive Attorney
General Barr’s approval before investigating any of the 2020 presidential candidates and established a series of
requirements governing whether investigators could open preliminary or full “politically sensitive” criminal and
counterintelligence investigations into candidates or their donors.® This uncommon order came on the heels of a
number of presidential communications highlighting the president’s displeasure with investigations and federal
indictments of associates of his campaign and frustration over his impeachment.

Since its establishment in 1971, the Congressional Black Caucus has been committed to using the full
Constitutional power, statutory authority, and financial resources of the federal government to ensure that African
Americans and other marginalized communities in the United States have the opportunity to achieve the American
Dream. Critical to this dream is the fair and impartial justice under the law. Too often the scales of our criminal
Jjustice system have weighed heavy on lives and families of marginalized communities. Black and brown
communities frequently find themselves facing an unbalanced and often overly harsh criminal justice system. It
has been our consistent and unwavering position that all Americans deserve fair and equal justice under the law.

* https://www.nbenews.com/politics/justice-department/barr-takes-control-legal-matters-interest-trump-including-stone-sentencing-
nl135231

3 hitps://twitter.com/realDonald Trump/status/1227122206783811585

“https:/twitter.com/realDonald Trump/status/12275612377828556802ref src=twsrc%SEtfw%7Ctweamp%5 Etweetembed¥%7Ctwter
m%5E1227561237782855680&refl url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.nbcnews.com%2Fpolitics%2Fjustice-department%2Fbarr-takes-
control-legal-matters-interest-trump-including-stone-sentencing-n1 135231

* https://www.cnn.com/2020/02/1 | /politics/jesse-liu-treasury-nomination-withdrawn/index.html|

© https://www.nytimes.com/2020/02/05/us/politics/barr-2020-investigations.html

Page 2 of 3
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In the spirit of the CBC’s 49-year history on this point, and as the “Conscience of the Congress,” we request that
the OIG work to independently and impartially investigate all allegations of misconduct in violation of U.S. law,
regulations and prosecutorial standards with all deliberate speed. We request that this investigation be conducted
thoroughly and completely, including interviews of all relevant persons within the DOJ, federal government
officials, or anyone with knowledge of possible misconduct in these areas. We request that you pursue any and
all investigative leads and prosecutorial decisions and furnish your findings to Congress upon completion.
Further, we request that all findings on Attorney General Barr’s conduct be made available to the public to the
maximum extent possible, so that we are free to make any necessary referrals to the appropriate law enforcement
authorities or to the New York State and District of Columbia bar associations for possible adjudication and
disposition.

Thank you for your attention to this important matter and we look forward to your response.

Sincerel

Karen Bass (CA-37)
Chair, Congressional Black Caucus
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Nnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

February 18, 2020

Hon. Michael Horowitz

U.S. Department of Justice Office of the Inspector General
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20530-0001

Dear Inspector General Horowitz,

We write to request that you expand your ongoing investigation into Rudolph Giuliani’s contacts
with the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) to examine whether Mr. Giuliani has had
improper communications with other senior Department of Justice (DOJ) officials

As outlined in the attached appendix, there has been significant reporting on Mr. Giuliani’s
contacts with DOJ officials and his efforts to influence ongoing investigations to benefit his
clients, including President Trump. These reports suggest that Mr. Giuliani has used his
relationship with the President, including his representation of the President as a private citizen,
to gain improper access to attorneys and investigators in the agency, particularly political
appointees who serve at the President’s pleasure.

Various federal laws and regulations, as well as DOJ policies and procedures, are in place to
prevent improper influence and actual or apparent conflicts of interest. For example:

e DOJ guidelines limit disclosures about ongoing investigations to the public. See U.S.
Dep’t of Justice, Justice Manual § 1-7.400.

e DOIJ policy strictly limits contacts between DOJ and the White House about law
enforcement investigations and prosecutions. See Holder Memo, Communications with
the White House and Congress, May 11, 2009. DOJ officials are not authorized under
this policy to speak with a President’s personal attorney. If Mr. Giuliani is serving as
intermediary for communications between the President and DOJ officials that would be
inappropriate to have directly, this may raise concerns that to go to the heart of
prosecutorial independence and judgment.

e The Foreign Agents Registration Act requires attorneys engaged in legal representation
of a non-U.S. person or company “to disclose the identity of his principal as a matter of
established agency procedure . . . to each of the agency's personnel or officials before
whom and at the time his legal representation is undertaken.” 28 C.F.R. § 5.306(b).
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e DOIJ attorneys are governed by ethical rules and standards, including rules requiring that
DOJ employees perform their official duties impartially. See, e.g., 5 C.F. R. § 2635.101;
5 C.F.R. § 2635.501 — 503; 28 C.F.R. § 45.2.; U.S. Dep’t of Justice, Justice Manual § 1-
4.010.

We are concerned that Mr. Giuliani’s interactions with senior DOJ officials may have unduly
influenced or created conflicts of interests with regard to DOJ activities. At a minimum, Mr.
Giuliani’s access creates an appearance of impropriety that could undermine trust in the agency.
If his contacts do not violate one or more of these provisions, further internal guidance may be
needed to ensure that DOJ delivers “fair and impartial administration of justice for all
Americans.”

As Inspector General, your statutory authority uniquely positions you to conduct the necessary
investigation and keep “Congress fully and currently informed about problems and deficiencies
relating to the administration of [the Department] and the necessity for and progress of corrective
action.” We urge you to review the facts outlined in this letter and issue a public report on your
findings and whether corrective action is needed.

Sincerely,

T Jim ks T —

IANNE FEINSTEIN 1. DON WHITEHOUSE
Rdl‘lkll‘lf:, Member United States Senator

PATRICK LEAHY .
United States Senator

Aw VAW /A

KI®BUCHAR IMSTOPHER N
Umted tates Senator Umted States Senator
RICHARD BLUMENTHAL MAZII"K HIRONO
United States Senator

//
= I
CORY A. BOOKER RAMALA D. HARRIS
United States Senator United States Senator
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APPENDIX

Mr. Giuliani’s recent contacts with DOJ raise concerns about improper influence and actual or
apparent conflict of interests.'

e Mr. Giuliani has access to senior DOJ officials to discuss cases against his clients. In
early 2017, Mr. Giuliani sought to involve then-Attorney General Jeff Sessions and then-
U.S. Attorney Preet Bharara in his efforts to arrange a prisoner swap that would return his
client, Reza Zarrab, to Turkey. 2 At the time, the Southern District of New York was
prosecuting Mr. Zarrab for funneling $10 billion to Iran in defiance of U.S. sanctions.’
Mr. Giuliani also sought a meeting with then-Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosenstein
to press Mr. Zarrab’s case, saying that he was “coming from the White House™ to meet
with Department officials.*

In August 2019, Mr. Giuliani traveled to Spain to meet with a top aide to Ukraine
President Volodymyr Zelensky on the President’s behalf. While there, Mr. Giuliani —
along with associates Lev Parnas and Igor Fruman, who have since been indicted by
prosecutors in the Southern District of New York — stayed at an estate that belongs to
Alejandro Betancourt Lopez, a Venezuelan energy executive.” The next month,
September 2019, Mr. Giuliani met with Assistant Attorney General Benczkowski, the
head of DOJ’s Criminal Division, and other government lawyers on Mr. Lopez’s behalf.’

I Concerns about Mr. Giuliani’s influence at DOJ are not new. In 2002, Purdue Pharma hired Mr. Giuliani—who
was then a DOJ subcontractor—and his consulting firm, Giuliani Partners, to influence officials at DOJ and other
federal agencies. At the time, the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Western District of Virginia was investigating
Purdue Pharma. Then-Deputy Chief of the Fraud Section of DOJ’s Criminal Division, Paul Pelletier, has stated,
“There [was] no justification for which you shouldn’t prosecute those individuals. None.” Nevertheless, Mr.
Giuliani was able to convince DOJ’s political appointees to reject career prosecutors’ recommendation to pursue
felony charges against Purdue Pharma executives and accept a guilty plea to less serious misdemeanor charges of
intentionally “misbranding” OxyContin. See Barry Meier, Origins of an Epidemic: Purdue Pharma Knew Its
Opioids Were Widely Abused, N.Y. Times, May 29, 2018, available at
htps://www.nytimes.com/20 1 8/05/29/health/purdue-opioids-oxycontin.html; Barry Meier & Eric Lipton, Opioid's
Maker Hid Knowledge of Wide Abuse, N.Y. Times, Dec. 28, 2007, available at
https://www.nytimes.com/2007/12/28/us/politics/28oxycontin.html: The Weekly: Episode 10: ‘The Memo', N.Y.
Times, Aug. 16, 2019, available at https://www.nytimes.com/2019/08 | 6/the-weekly/opioid-crisis-epidemic.html.
2 Jo Becker, Maggie Haberman, & Eric Lipton, To Free Client, Giuliani Pushed Tillerson for Help, N.Y. Times,
Oct. 11, 2019, at A1, available at https://www.nytimes.com/2019/10/10/us/politics/giuliani-trump-rex-
tillerson.html.

‘d.

 Trump asked Tillerson to help broker deal to end U.S. prosecution of Turkish trader represented by Giuliani,
Wash. Post, Oct. 10, 2019, htps://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/t ump-asked-tillerson-to-help-broker-deal-to-
end-us-prosecution-of-turkish-trader-represented-by-giuliani/2019/10/10/fbe 6976-ebbb-11¢9-9306-
47¢b0324fd44 _story.html.

5 4 wealthy Venezuelan hosted Giuliani as he pursued Ukraine campaign. Then Giuliani lobbied the Justice
Department on his behalf, Wash. Post, Nov. 26, 2019, https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/a-wealthy:-
\'Cl_‘tc_ft_lcEulp-!m_sic_d—;_iuIi;mi—;tw-!m—ler;'ualvukr.-t_jl_w—uumpdig_n—_glm_1—g._:uli.-:m-lql_‘_-i_\i_g_c_j__—lll-:--j ustice-department-on-his-
behalf/2019/11/26/272105a2-0¢c5-1 lea-b0fc-62cc3841 lebb story.html.

6 Aram Roston, Matt Spetalnick, & Brian Ellsworth, Exclusive: Giuliani told U.S. his client deserves leniency Jor
financing Venezuela's opposition — Parnas, Reuters, Jan. 22, 2020, hitps://www.reuters.com/article/us-venezuela-
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Attorney General Barr also briefly attended the meeting.” Mr. Lopez was under
investigation for his involvement in a scheme to embezzle $1.2 billion from Venezuela’s
government-owned oil company and launder it through false real estate and security
deals.® Mr. Giuliani reportedly urged DOJ to drop its investigation, arguing that Mr.
Lopez had provided financial assistance to Juan Guaido, the head of Venezuela’s
opposition government, who President Trump supports.’

The New York Times also reported that former Assistant to the President for National
Security Affairs John Bolton “warned White House lawyers last year that Mr. Giuliani
might have been using his work representing the president as leverage to help his private
clients.”!?

e DOJ may be pursuing politically motivated investigations initiated by Mr. Giuliani. Mr.
Giuliani claims to be “investigating”™ alleged corruption in connection with then-Vice
President Joe Biden’s role in Ukraine policy, as well as claims that Ukraine, not Russia,
interfered in the 2016 election.!" President Trump has long pushed Attorney General
Barr to initiate his own investigations into these matters.'? In a call on July 25, 2019,
President Trump told Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky that both Mr. Giuliani
and Attorney General Barr would call him about these investigations.'? Shortly after the
call transcript was released in September, DOJ acknowledged that U.S. Attorney Durham
is currently investigating Ukraine’s alleged interference into the 2016 election.'* U.S.
Attorney Durham may also be investigating Vice President Biden.'?

politics-guaido-giuliani/exclusive-giuliani-told-u-s-his-client-deserves-leniency-for-financing-venezuelas
opposition-parnas-idUSKBN1ZL.1AR.

7 Evan Perez & David Shortell, Barr dropped into Giuliani meeting at Justice Department in previously undisclosed
encounter, CNN, Jan, 17, 2020, https:/www.cnn.com/2020/01/17/politics/barr-giuliani-justice-department-
meeting/index.html.

8 Roston, Spetalnick, & Ellsworth, supra note 6.

*1d.

10 Noah Weiland, 5 Takeaways From a Book That Could Complicate Trump's Impeachment Trial, N.Y. Times, Jan,
27 2020, at A12, available at https://www.nytimes.com/2020/01/26/us/politics/john-bolton-trump-book-
takeaways.htm]

' Kenneth P. Vogel, Giuliani Plans 1o Prod Ukraine In Cases That Might Aid Trump, N.Y. Times, May 9, 2019, at
Al, available at https://www.nytimes.com/2019/05/09 ‘us/politics/giuliani-ukraine-trump.huml.

12 Eliana Johnson, Darren Samuelsohn, Andrew Restuccia, & Daniel Lippman, Trump. Discussing a Biden probe
with Barr would be ‘appropriate’, May 11, 2019, https://www.politico.com/story/2019/05/10/trump-biden-ukraine-
barr-1317601; Gregg Re, Clinton-Ukraine collusion allegations 'big" and 'incredible,’ will be reviewed, Trump says,
Fox News, Apr. 25, 2019, https://www.foxnews.com/politics/trump-barr-will-look-at-incredible-possibility-of-
ukraine-clinton-collusion.

13 Transcript of Call Between President Donald J. Trump & President Volodymyr Zelensky, July 25, 2019,
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/1 Inclassitied(9.2019.pdl.

14 Kerri Kupec, Statement on Behalf of the Dep’t of Justice, Sept. 25, 2019, available at
https://'www.cnn.com/politics/live-new $/trump-impeachment-inquiry-09-23-

2019/h 619f3¢67775916127e¢22898fbed210f2,

15 etter to Hon. Richard Burr & Hon. Adam Schiff from Unnamed Whistleblower, Aug. 12, 2019, at 5, available at
https://intelligence. house.gov/uploadedfiles/20 190812 - whistleblower complaint_unclass.pdf; Alexander Bolton,
Cornyn makes waves with tweet about Justice investigating Biden, The Hill, Oct. 4, 2019,
https://thehill.com/homenews/senate/46440 | -cornyn-makes-waves-with-tweet-about-justice-investigating-biden.
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e Mr. Giuliani may be trading on his relationship with President Trump to “fix” DOJ cases
for clients and pursue politically-motivated investigations on Trump’s behalf. In August
2019, Attorney General Barr reportedly met with Victoria Toensing and Joseph
diGenova, two attorneys collaborating with Mr. Giuliani on his efforts in the Ukraine, on
behalf of Dmytro Firtash, an indicted Ukrainian oligarch awaiting extradition to the
United States who has claimed to have damaging information about Vice President
Biden.'® Lev Parnas, another Giuliani associate, says he witnessed other conversations
between Attorney General Barr and Mr. diGenova, as well as conversations between
Attorney General Barr and Mr. Giuliani.'” On December 7, 2019, President Trump said
Mr. Giuliani was planning to send Attorney General Barr a report on the information he
gathered on a December trip to Ukraine, indicating that Mr. Giuliani may be using his
access to top DOJ officials to leverage information for the President from legally
vulnerable Oligarchs with deep ties to the Kremlin.'"® On February 9, 2020, Sen. Lindsey
Graham confirmed that DOJ had begun receiving information from Mr. Giuliani about
former Vice President Joe Biden and his son, Hunter Biden, indicating that Mr. Giuliani
is using his access to top DOJ officials to leverage information for the President and
encourage DOJ to pursue investigations of his political rivals.'

e Mr. Giuliani appears to have inside information about DOJ’s investigations. On August
8, 2019, Mr. Giuliani told Fox News that U.S. Attorney Durham is “spending a lot of
time in Europe. He spent a lot of time investigating Ukraine, Italy, U.K., and
Australia.”” Durham’s interest in Ukraine did not become public knowledge until more
than six weeks later, when DOJ confirmed Durham was “exploring the extent to which a
number of countries, including Ukraine, played a role in the counterintelligence
investigation directed at the Trump campaign during the 2016 election.”™!

16 Andrew Prokop, Lev Parnas’s dramatic new claims about Trump and Ukraine, explained, Vox, Jan. 16, 2020,
hitps://www.vox.com/policy-and-politics/2020/1/16/2 1068446/lev-parnas-maddow-trump-barr.

17 {d

18 Colby Itkowitz, Trump: Giuliani will report to Justice Department, Congress on his investigations in Ukraine,
Wash, Post, Dec. 7, 2019, https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/trump-giuliani-will-report-to-justice-
department-congress-on-his-investigations-in-ukraine/2019/12/07/c8cbabae-1921-11ea-8406-

df3e¢34b3253¢ story.html.

19 Catie Edmondson, Justice Dept. Reviewing Information from Giuliani on the Bidens, Graham Says, N.Y. Times,
Feb. 9, 2020.

20 Transcript of “Hannity,” Aug. 8, 2019, available at https://www.foxnews.com/transcript/rep-jordan-you-do-302s-
because-youre-out-to-get-someone-they-were-out-to-get-trump.

21 Devlin Barrett, Matt Zapotosky, Carol D. Leonnig, & Shane Harris, Trump offered Ukrainian president Justice
Dept. help in an investigation of Biden, memo shows, Wash. Post, Dec. 26, 2019,
https://www.washingtonpost.com national-security/transcript-of-trumps-call-with-ukrainian-president-shows-him-
offering-us-assistance-for-biden-investigation/2019/09 /25/16aa36ca-df0f-1 1e9-8dc8-498eabc129a0_story.html
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Nnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510
February 27, 2020

The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz
Inspector General

Office of the Inspector General

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Inspector General Horowitz:

We write to request that you investigate an apparent pattern of political interference in Justice
Department matters of personal or political interest to the President.

The Department’s mission to “ensure fair and impartial administration of justice for all Americans”
requires that its prosecutorial decisions be insulated from political influence, including interference
from the White House. Yet when Attorney General Barr appeared before the Senate Judiciary
Committee on May 1, 2019, he did not provide a clear answer when Senator Harris asked whether he
had received or acted upon requests or suggestions from President Trump or the White House to open
specific investigations.

The public record provides a number of reasons to believe that President Trump or other White
House officials are seeking to influence the Justice Department’s handling of certain investigations,
civil lawsuits, and criminal prosecutions. For example:

e Attorney General Barr and other political appointees overruled the sentencing
recommendation made by career prosecutors in the Roger Stone case. This caused all four
career prosecutors to withdraw from the case, with one resigning from the Department.’

e The Attorney General reportedly assigned an outside prosecutor to scrutinize career
prosecutors’ handling of the case against Michael Flynn, President Trump’s former National
Security Adviser. The President has repeatedly called Flynn’s prosecution “unfair.”

e Former U.S. Attorney Jessie Liu reportedly pursued a case against former FBI Deputy
Director Andrew McCabe even after a team of career prosecutors concluded they could not
win a conviction. According to recent reports, the replacement of Liu with a new U.S.

1 Matt Zapotosky, et al., Prosecutors quit amid escalating Justice Dept. fight over Roger Stone’s prison term, WASH.
PosT (Feb. 11, 2020), https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/justice-dept-to-reduce-sentencing-
recommendation-for-trump-associate-roger-stone-official-says-after-president-calls-it-unfair/2020/02/1 1 /ad8 | fd36-4¢10-
1 1ea-bfd4-15043eb3918a_story.html.

2 Aaron Blake, Another case Trump meddled in. Another unorthodox intervention from Barr, WASH. POST (Feb. 15,
2020}, https://www.washingtonpost.com/pelitics/2020/02/ 1 5/barr-told-trump-stop-meddling-legal-cases-it-sure-seems-
have-worked/.
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Attorney was related to her failure to indict McCabe—a frequent target of the President’s
“deep state allegations.”

These actions, along with those detailed in the attached appendix, suggest political interference in the
Justice Department’s work. A number of Justice Department policies and regulations exist to prevent
this from happening.* Our concern is that politically motivated enforcement of federal law could
become standard practice. This would permanently damage the integrity and independence of the
Justice Department.

We therefore request that your office investigate whether these incidents are indicative of a pattern of
abuse or misconduct in Department programs, or by Department employees.

Sincerely,
' \ 9 -
_ | LT
KAMALA D. HARRIS DIANNE FEINSTEIN
United States Senator United States Senator
; Az;:“‘ ﬁ;d’;’ la\_ M\—
PATRICK LEAHY ( RICHARD J. DURBIN
United States Senator United States Senator

LDON WHITEHOUSE
Senator
LY

# RICHARD BLUMENTHAL %

RISTOPHER ATCOONS
United States Senator United States Senator
- k z ¢
MAZIE F. HIRONO ORY A. BOOKER
United States Senator United States Senator

3 Katie Benner and Adam Goldman, D.C. prosecutors’ tensions with Justice Dept. began long before Stone sentencing,
N.Y. TIMES (Feb. 23, 2020), hitps://www.nytimes.com/2020/02/23/us/politics/justice-department-dc-prosecutors.html.

4 See, e.g., Memorandum for Heads of Department Components, All United States Attorneys re: Communications with
the White House and Congress (May 11, 2009), hitps://www justice.gov/oip/foia-

library/communications_with_the white house and congress 2009.pdf/download; U.S. Dep’t of Justice, Justice Manual
§ 1-7.400; 5 C.F. R. § 2635.101; 5 C.F. R. § 2635.501 — 503; 28 C.F.R. § 45.2.; U.S. Dep’t of Justice, Justice Manual § 1-
4.010.
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APPENDIX

President Trump’s efforts to investigate his political rival, Hillary Clinton. Volume II of Special
Counsel Robert Mueller’s report on Russian interference in the 2016 election detailed three separate
occasions on which President Trump asked or suggested that then-Attorney General Jeff Sessions
investigate the president’s former opponent, Hillary Clinton.” The Special Counsel’s report also
described a series of tweets in which the president suggested or openly called for criminal
investigations into Clinton. In November 2017, Sessions tasked U.S. Attorney John Huber with
investigating allegations by Trump and his allies that the FBI had not adequately pursued
investigations into the Clinton Foundation and Uranium One. The investigation reportedly concluded
with no charges after Huber “found nothing worth pursuing.”

Prior to his confirmation, Attorney General William Barr claimed that there was a stronger predicate
for investigating the Clinton Foundation and Uranium One than there was for investigating the
Trump campaign’s ties with Russia—although he was unable to detail that predicate during his
confirmation hearing, instead referring to “smoke around the issue.”” The Office of the Inspector
General recently completed an exhaustive investigation into whether the Crossfire Hurricane
investigation had an adequate factual and legal predicate, and should similarly evaluate whether the
Huber investigation was adequately predicated.

President Trump’s efforts to investigate his political rival, Joe Biden, As documented in a rough
transcript of a phone call released by the White House, on July 25, 2019, President Trump not only
attempted to coerce the newly-elected president of Ukraine into assisting with investigations into his
political rival—a scheme orchestrated by his personal attorney, Rudy Giuliani—but President Trump
also suggested that he would work through the Justice Department and instruct Attorney General Barr
to follow up with Ukrainian officials about the investigations. Despite receiving a criminal referral
from the CIA General Counsel and the National Security Council’s top lawyer, the Department
quickly concluded “there was no campaign finance violation and that no further action was
warranted.”®

A Justice Department spokesperson later denied that the attorney general had knowledge of or spoke
to the president about the July 25 call, but public reports subsequently established that he did in fact
meet with individuals involved in the Ukraine scheme. In August 2019, Attorney General Barr met
with two lawyers who, working with Giuliani, had reportedly offered to “fix™ federal criminal
investigations of Ukrainian oligarchs in exchange for the oligarchs’ assistance in digging up dirt on
President Trump’s political rivals.” The outcome of that meeting remains unknown.

5 U.S. DEP’'T OF JUSTICE, SPECIAL COUNSEL ROBERT S. MUELLER, II1, REPORT ON THE INVESTIGATION INTO RUSSIAN
INTERFERENCE IN THE 2016 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION (2019) vol. II, at 107, 109.

6 Devlin Barrett and Matt Zapotosky, Justice Dept. winds down Clinton-related inquiry once championed by Trump. It
found nothing of consequence, WASH. POST. (Jan. 9, 2020), https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/justice-
consequence/2020/01/09/ca83932¢-32{9-1 1 ea-a053-dc6d944ba776_story.html.

7 Transcript of Jan. 15, 2019 Senate Judiciary Committee Hearing.

8 Ken Dilanian and Julia Ainsley, CIA s top lawyer made ‘criminal referral’ on complaint about Trump Ukraine call,
NBC NEWS (Oct. 4, 2019), https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/trump-impeachment-inquiry/cia-s-top-lawyer-made-
criminal-referral-whistleblower-s-complaint-n 106248 1.

? Jo Becker, Walt Bogdanich, Maggie Haberman, and Ben Protess, Why Giuliani singled out 2 Ukrainian oligarchs to
help dig up dirt, N.Y. TIMES (Nov. 25, 2019), https://www.nytimes.com/2019/1 1/25/us/giuliani-ukraine-oligarchs.html.

1
DOJ-20-1871-A-000083



Efforts to exonerate President Trump’s political allies.

e It appears that President Trump’s personal and political interests influenced the Justice
Department’s sentencing recommendation for Roger Stone, a longtime adviser to President
Trump. On February 10, 2020, career prosecutors filed a sentencing memorandum recommending
that Stone be sentenced to seven to nine years in prison after a jury convicted him of seven
felonies for obstructing Congress, lying under oath to investigators, and interfering with witness
testimony related to his efforts to learn about hacked Democratic emails during the 2016 U.S.
presidential election. On February 11, 2020, the morning after the sentencing memorandum was
filed, President Trump criticized the proposed sentence on Twitter, saying “This is a horrible and
very unfair situation. The real crimes were on the other side, as nothing happens to them. Cannot
allow this miscarriage of justice!” Just hours after President Trump’s disapproving tweet, a senior
Justice Department official announced that the Department planned to overrule its career
prosecutors and reduce the sentence recommendation.'’ After the decision was announced, four
career prosecutors who handled the case against Roger Stone withdrew from the case, and one
resigned from the Department altogether.''

e According to recent reports, Attorney General Barr has also intervened in the case against
President Trump’s former National Security Adviser Michael Flynn, whose prosecution Trump
has repeatedly criticized as “unfair.”'* Flynn pleaded guilty in 2017 to lying to the FBI but moved
to withdraw his guilty plea in January 2020. On January 7, 2020, prosecutors filed a
memorandum recommending a prison sentence between zero and six months. The Department
weakened that recommendation in a new filing on January 29, which indicated that a sentence of
probation would be “reasonable.”'? Earlier this month, it was reported that Barr had assigned U.S.
Attorney for the Eastern District of Missouri Jeff Jensen to review the handling of Flynn’s case,
which was prosecuted by career attorneys on the Special Counsel’s team and in the U.S.
Attorney’s Office for the District of Columbia.'

Rudy Giuliani wields undue influence over the actions of the Justice Department,

e Giuliani peddles his influence at the Justice Department as leverage in his smear campaign
against President Trump’s political rival, Joe Biden. As documented in a rough transcript of a

phone call released by the White House, on July 25, 2019, President Trump attempted to coerce
the newly-elected president of Ukraine into assisting with investigations into his political rival—a

1 Matt Zapotosky, et al., Justice Dept. to reduce sentencing recommendation for Trump associate Roger Stone, official
says, after president calls it ‘unfair’, WASHINGTON POST (Feb. 11, 2020), htips://www.washingtonpost.com/national-
\LLLH’!I\ Jllxtlu-dq_l -to-reduce- NLTlanLII‘lb-I’LLUIleD_I..ﬂ}id!IOI] for- ~trump- -associate-roger-stone- -official-says- allu-pluuiunb
calls-it-unfair/2020/02/1 1 /ad8 1 fd36-4¢D-1 1ea-bfd4-f5043¢b3918a_story.html.

I Matt Zapotosky, et al., Prosecutors quit amid escalating Justice Dept. f ght over Roger Stone's prison term,
WASHINGTON POST (Feb. 11, 2020), https:/www.washingtonpost. /national-security/justice-dept-to-reduce-
sentencing-recommendation-for-trump-associate-roger-stone- f __r_pu_,.-,]dun -calls-it-
unfair/2020/02/11/ad81fd36-4¢f0-1 1 ea-bf44-f5043¢b3918a_story.htm
12 Aaron Blake, Another case Trump meddled in. Another unorthodox mtervemron Jfrom Barr, WASH. POST (Feb, 15,
2020), https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2020/02/15/barr-told-trump-stop-meddling-legal-cases-it-sure-seems-
have-worked/.

13 Carol E. Lee, Ken Dilanian and Peter Alexander, Barr takes control of legal matters of interest to Trump, including
Stone sentencing, NBC NEWS (Feb. 11, 2020), https://www.nbenews.com/politics/justice-department/barr-takes-control-
legal-matters-interest-trump-including-stone-sentencing-n1135231.

14 Charlie Savage, Adam Goldman and Matt Apuzzo, Barr installs outside prosecutor to review case against Michael
Flynn, ex-Trump adviser, N.Y. TIMES. (Feb. 14, 2020), https://www.nytimes.com/2020/02/14/us/politics/michael-flynn-
prosecutors-barr.html.
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scheme orchestrated by his personal attorney, Rudy Giuliani. In August 2019, Attorney General
Barr met with two lawyers who, working with Giuliani, had reportedly offered to “fix” federal
criminal investigations of Ukrainian oligarchs in exchange for the oligarchs’ assistance in digging
up dirt on President Trump’s political rivals.'®* The outcome of that meeting remains unknown.

e Giuliani provides Ukrainian propaganda and misinformation to the Justice Department. On
February 11, 2020, Attorney General Barr confirmed a claim made by Senator Lindsey Graham
that the Justice Department has “created a process that Rudy could give information [about
President Trump’s desired investigation into former Vice President Biden and his son Hunter
Biden] and they would see if it’s verified.” A Justice Department official later confirmed that
Giuliani—who is currently being investigated in the Southern District of New York—had
“recently” shared information obtained from multiple Ukrainian officials related to former Vice
President Joe Biden and his family through this “process.”!®

o President Trump pressures the Justice Department to drop cases against Giuliani’s clients.
Reports suggest that efforts by allies of the president to influence federal criminal investigations
are not limited to Ukraine. For example, it was reported that, during a 2017 Oval Office meeting
with President Trump and then-Secretary of State Rex Tillerson, Giuliani sought to secure the
release of his jailed client, an Iranian-Turkish gold trader named Reza Zarrab, as part of a
potential prisoner swap with Turkey.'” According to reports, President Trump urged Tillerson to
pressure the Justice Department to drop its case against Giuliani’s client.'®

Improper communications between the Justice Department and the White House. President
Trump has not acted alone in improperly suggesting that the Justice Department be used to settle his
personal and political scores. During Matthew Whitaker’s tenure as Chief of Staff to former Attorney
General Jeff Sessions, he reportedly “frequently spoke by phone with both [President] Trump and
Chief of Staff John Kelly” and “privately provided advice to the president . . . on how the White
House might be able to pressure the Justice Department to investigate the president’s political
adversaries.”'” Mr. Whitaker was reportedly “seen by Department officials as a partisan and a White
House spy”?® who was “counseling the White House on how the President and his aides might

15 Jo Becker, Walt Bogdanich, Maggie Haberman, and Ben Protess, Why Giuliani singled out 2 Ukrainian oligarchs to
help dig up dirt, N.Y. TIMES (Nov. 25, 2019), https://www.nytimes.com/2019/11/25/us/giuliani-ukraine-oligarchs.html.

16 Matt Zapotosky & Devlin Barrett, Barr acknowledges Justice Dept. has created ‘intake process’ to vet Giuliani’s
information on Bidens, WASHINGTON POST (Feb. 10, 2020), https://www washingtonpost.com/national-securitv/barr-
acknowledges-justice-dept-has-created-intake-process-to-vet-giulianis-information-on-bidens/2020/02/10/0fba353a-4¢ | e-
| 1ea-bf44-r5043eb3918a_story.html.

17 Jo Becker, Maggie Haberman & Eric Lipton, Giuliani pressed for Turkish prisoner swap in Oval Office meeting, N.Y.
TIMES (Oct. 10, 2019), https://www nytimes.com/2019/10/10/us/politics/giuliani-trump-rex-tillerson.html.

18 John Santucci, Trump pushed Tillerson to help Giuliani's client out of DOJ probe: Source, ABC NEWS, Oct. 10, 2019,
https://abenews.go.com/Politics/trump-pushed-tillerson-giulianis-client-doj-probe/story?id=66 193 540.

1 Murray Waas, Exclusive: Trump loyalist Matthew Whitaker was counseling the White House on investigating Clinton,
Vox (Nov. 9, 2018), https://www.vox.com/policy-and-politics/2018/11/9/18080656/matthew-whitaker-trump-hillary-
clinton-sessions-attorney-general.

20 Adam Goldman & Edward Wong, Trump installs a critic of the Mueller investigation to oversee it, N.Y. TIMES (Nov. 7,
2018), https://www.nytimes.com/2018/11/07/us/politics/whitaker-mueller-trump.html.
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successfully pressure Sessions and [former Deputy Attorney General Rod] Rosenstein to give in to
Trump’s demands.”?!

Targeting states that use their sovereign powers to minimize the damage of President Trump’s
regressive policies and positions. President Trump has repeatedly expressed an animus toward the
state of California,** and that animus appears to have played a role in the Department’s decisions to
challenge the state’s carbon-cutting pact with Quebec and open an antitrust inquiry into a deal
California made with four automakers to reduce carbon emissions.??

Targeting companies that President Trump dislikes. President Trump has repeatedly expressed his
disdain for CNN, and in late summer 2017, President Trump reportedly ordered then-director of the
National Economic Council Gary Cohn to pressure the Justice Department to intervene in AT&T’s
acquisition of Time Warner, which owns CNN.?* The Department later filed suit to block the merger.

The Office of Legal Counsel’s use of its power and status to insulate President Trump from
accusations of wrongdoing. Over the past three years, OLC has provided questionable legal
justifications and political cover for some of the Trump Administration’s most controversial and
politically fraught actions.

e The Whistleblower: On September 24, 2019, OLC issued a memorandum that overruled a
decision made by the Inspector General of the Intelligence Community (“ICIG”) that a
whistleblower complaint outlining President Trump’s misconduct was not an “urgent concern” as
defined in the Intelligence Community Whistleblower Protection Act, 50 U.S.C.

§ 3033(k)(5)(G).? The complaint outlined President Trump’s attempt to pressure the newly-
elected president of Ukraine to announce investigations into President Trump’s political rival and
a debunked conspiracy theory that Ukraine—not Russia—had interfered in the 2016 election—
serious accusations that ultimately resulted in President Trump’s impeachment.

After OLC overruled the ICIG, the whistleblower complaint was referred to the Criminal
Division of the Department of Justice for “appropriate review.”?® The OLC memorandum and
subsequent actions taken by the Department of Justice were resoundingly criticized by dozens of
Inspectors General, including yourself. You, and your fellow inspectors general, wrote, “OLC

21 Katie Benner & Maggie Haberman, Matthew Whitaker, a Trump loyalist, is seen as ascendant amid Rosenstein chaos,
N.Y. TIMES (Sept. 26, 2018), https://www.nytimes.com/20 1 8/09/26/us/politics/matthew-whitaker-justice-
department.html.

2 Michael Grunwald, Trump’s war on California, POLITICO (Feb. 21, 2019),

23 Lisa Friedman & Katie Benner, Justice Dept. sues California to stop climate initiative from extending to Canada, N.Y,
TiMES (Oct. 23, 2019) https://www.nytimes.com/2019/10/23/climate/trump-california-climate-change.html; Hiroko
Tabuchi & Coral Davenport, Justice Dept. investigates California emissions pact that embarrassed Trump, N.Y. TIMES
(Sept. 6, 2019), htps://www.nytimes.com/2019/09/06/climate/automakers-california-emissions-antitrust. html.

24 Jane Mayetr, The making of the Fox News White House, NEW YORKER (Mar. 4, 2019),
https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2019/03/1 1 /the-making-of-the-fox-news-white-house.

3 “Urgent concern” determination by the Inspector General of the Intelligence Community, U.S. DEP’T OF JUSTICE,
OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL (Sept. 24, 2019), htips://www.lawfareblog.com/olc-issues-opinion-about-urgent-concern-
determination-whistleblower-complaint-dni.

*Id,
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substituted its judgement and reversed a determination the statute specifically entrusted to the
ICIG” and that the opinion was “wrong as a matter of law and policy.”?’

e President Trump’s Se-Called Border Wall: OLC bowed to political pressure to legitimize
President Trump’s decision to invoke a national emergency to secure funding for a border wall.
Despite the fact that OLC lawyers were “frustrated” and “skeptical” of the decision, OLC
“ultimately gave its blessing, people familiar with the matter said.” ?®

e President Trump’s Tax Returns: OLC again bowed to political pressure when it provided a
legal justification for Treasury Secretary Steve Mnuchin’s refusal to produce President Trump’s
tax returns—despite a contrary legal opinion issued by the Internal Revenue Service—and
cautioned the judicial branch that intervention in the dispute would be inappropriate.?

e Online Gambling: In January 2019, bowing to political pressure and political donors, OLC
released an opinion that restricted online gambling. The opinion appears to have been influenced
in part by Sheldon Adelson, a casino owner and political donor who spent millions of dollars to
elect President Trump. *°

27 Gordon Ahl, Inspectors general criticize OLC whistleblower opinion, LAWFARE (Oct. 25, 2019),
https://www.lawfareblog.com/inspectors-general-criticize-olc-whistleblower-opinion.

28 Matt Zapotosky & Josh Dawsey, How President Trump came to declare a national emergency to fund his border wall,
WASHINGTON POST (Feb. 15, 2019), https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/national-security/how-president-trump-
came-to-declare-a-national-emergency-to-fund-his-border-wall/2019/02/15/3¢9f4348-3152-1 1 ¢9-8ad3-

9a5bl13ecd3c story.html.

* Devlin Barrett & Matt Zapotosky, Justice Dept. issues memo backing Mnuchin's refusal to give Trump'’s tax returns to
Congress, WASHINGTON POST (June 15, 2019), https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/national-security/justice-dept-
issues-memo-backing-mnuchins-refusal-to-provide-trumps-tax-returns-to-congress/2019/06/14/3¢8b3376-8¢¢7-1 1 ¢9-
b0Be-cfd89bd36dde_story.html.

39 Tom Hamburger, Justice Dept. decision to issue legal opinion long sought by casino magnate Sheldon Adelson draws
criticism, WASHINGTON PosT (Feb. 7, 2019), https:/www.washingtonpost.com/politics/justice-department-decision-to-
issue-legal-opinion-long-sought-by-casino-magnate-sheldon-adelson-draws-criticism/2019/02/07/fb705da6-2ae8- 1 1 ¢9-
b011-d8500644dc98 story.html; Tom Hamburger, Matt Zapotosky, & Josh Dawsey, Justice Dept. issues new opinion
that could further restrict online gambling, WASHINGTON POST (Jan. 14, 2019),
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/justice-department-issues-new-opinion-that-could-further-restrict-online-
gambling/2019/01/14/a501e2da-1857-11e9-8813-cb9decT61e73 _story.html; Reconsidering whether the Wire Act applies
to non-sports gambling, U.S, DEP’T OF JUSTICE, OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL (Nov. 2, 2018),
https://www.justice.ecov/ole/file/112153 1 /download.
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Wnited States Senate

April 17, 2020

Jeffrey R. Ragsdale The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz
Acting Director and Chief Counsel Inspector General

Office of Professional Responsibility U.S. Department of Justice

U.S. Department of Justice 950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW,

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW Washington, D.C. 20530

Washington, D.C. 20530
Dear Mr. Ragsdale and Mr. Horowitz:

We write to express concern about statements made by Attorney General William
Barr regarding the firing of Intelligence Community Inspector General (ICIG) Michael
Atkinson. In defending the President, the Attorney General misstated key facts. This is a
disservice to ICIG Atkinson. It also raises broader questions about whether Attorney
General Barr is following Department policies and rules of professional conduct that
demand candor and impartiality from lawyers, particularly those who serve the public
frust.

In a recent press interview, Attorney General Barr said that ICIG Atkinson had
“ignored” guidance from the Department of Justice that “he is obliged to follow”™—
namely, a determination that the Ukraine whistleblower’s complaint should not be
transmitted to Congress. [Fox News 4/9/2020] Thus, according to Attorney General
Barr, the President “was correct” and “did the right thing” by firing ICIG Atkinson.

In fact, ICIG Atkinson did not transmit the complaint or reveal its contents to
Congress. Rather, after determining that the Ukraine whistleblower complaint involved
an “urgent concern,” he forwarded it to the Director of National Intelligence (DNI) as
required by the Intelligence Community Whistleblower Protection Act. [50 U.S.C.

§ 3033 (k)(5)] When ICIG Atkinson and DNI Joseph Maguire then disagreed on whether
to transmit the complaint to Congress, ICIG Atkinson followed the law and notified
Congress of this disagreement. [50 U.S.C. § 3033 (k)(3)(A)(1)]

Moreover, the Attorney General gravely misrepresents the legal opinion issued by
his own Department concerning the complaint. When the Office of Legal Counsel
opined that the complaint did not qualify as an “urgent concern,” it only stated that the
law did not require DNI Maguire to forward the complaint to Congress. [OLC Op.
9/24/2019] The opinion left DNI Maguire with the discretion to do so, and it was
ultimately DNI Maguire, not ICIG Atkinson, who transmitted the complaint to Congress.
[HPSCI Tr. 9/26/2019] According to DNI Maguire, ICIG Atkinson “followed the law
every step of the way.” [HPSCI Tr. 9/26/2019] And his summary termination by the
President may have violated the law. [Bipartisan Letter 4/8/2020; see also 50 U.S.C.

§ 3033(c)(4)]
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This is not the only time that the Attorney General has misstated the facts in
defense of the President. In the same interview where he falsely portrayed ICIG
Atkinson as insubordinate, Attorney General Barr also asserted that the FBI opened its
2016 investigation into the Trump campaign’s ties to Russia “without any basis.” To the
contrary, the Department’s Office of Inspector General concluded that the FBI had a
legitimate legal and factual basis to investigate the Trump campaign’s ties to Russia.
[OIG Report 12/9/2019]

Attorney General Barr has also repeatedly mischaracterized key aspects of Special
Counsel Mueller’s findings in letters to Congress and public statements. In a recent
opinion examining these “misleading” statements, D.C. District Court Judge Reggie
Walton found that Attorney General Barr had “distorted the findings in the Mueller
Report,” causing “the Court to seriously question whether Attorney General Barr made a
calculated attempt to influence public discourse about the Mueller Report in favor of
President Trump.” [Elec. Privacy Info. Ctr. v. United States Dep’t of Justice, No. CV 19-
810 (RBW), 2020 WL 1060633, at *8-9 (D.D.C. Mar. 5, 2020)] Judge Walton’s finding
that Attorney General Barr may have intentionally distorted facts to further the
President’s interests warrants your attention.

It is critical that the American people have confidence in the work of the Justice
Department, which requires that all of its employees—and most importantly, the
Attorney General—be truthful and impartial. Accordingly, we request that you
investigate whether Attorney General Barr’s statements in matters involving the interests
of the President violate applicable Justice Department policies and rules of professional
conduct.

We appreciate your prompt attention to this request.

Sincerely,
J - . /—'1"" (
Phfrem / {J W17
Dianne Feinstein Mark R. Warner
Ranking Member Vice Chairman
Senate Judiciary Committee Senate Select Committee on Intelligence

cc: The Honorable Lindsey O. Graham
Chairman, Senate Committee on the Judiciary

The Honorable Richard Burr
Chairman, Senate Select Committee on Intelligence
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Congress of the Mnited States
illashington, DC 20515

April 20, 2020

Jeffrey R. Ragsdale The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz
Acting Director and Chief Counsel Inspector General

Office of Professional Responsibility U.S. Department of Justice

U.S. Department of Justice 950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW Washington, D.C. 20530

Washington, D.C. 20530
Dear Mr. Ragsdale and Mr. Horowitz:

We write to request that you investigate whether recent public statements by Attorney
General William Barr regarding former Inspector General of the Intelligence Community (ICIG)
Michael Atkinson violated applicable Department of Justice (DOJ) policies and rules of
professional conduct.

In a televised interview on April 9, 2020, Mr. Barr blatantly mischaracterized Mr.
Atkinson’s conduct and DOJ’s own actions relating to the complaint filed last summer by an
Intelligence Community whistleblower.! The complaint detailed President Trump’s efforts to
coerce Ukraine to announce a politically-motivated investigation of his rival in the 2020
presidential election. Mr. Barr’s remarks followed the President’s admission on April 4 that he
fired Mr. Atkinson in retaliation for Mr. Atkinson’s handling—in accordance with the law—of
the whistleblower complaint.> The House of Representatives’ investigation independently
confirmed the whistleblower’s account of the President’s abuse of power, for which the President
was subsequently impeached. Mr. Barr’s misleading remarks appear to have been aimed at
Justifying the President’s retaliatory decision to fire Mr. Atkinson.

As Senators Diane Feinstein and Mark Warner underscored in their April 17 letter to you,
Mr. Atkinson neither “ignored” DOJ guidance, nor acted contrary to his legal and professional

! Interview with Attorney General William Barr, Fox News, April 9, 2020 (“I think the president did the right thing
in removing Atkinson. From the vantage point of the Department of Justice, he had interpreted his statute, which is a
fairly narrow statute, that gave him jurisdiction over wrongdoing by Intelligence people, and tried to turn it in to a
commission to explore anything in the government and immediately report to Congress without letting the Executive
Branch look at it and determine whether there was any problem. He was told this in a letter from the Department of
Justice, and he is obliged to follow the interpretation of the Department of Justice, and he ignored it. So I think the
president was correct in firing him.”).

2 The White House, Remarks by President Trump, Vice President Pence, and Members of the Coronavirus Task
Force in Press Briefing, April 4, 2020 (Remarks of President Trump) (I thought he [Mr. Atkinson] did a terrible
job. Absolutely terrible. He took a whistleblower report, which turned out to be a fake report — it was fake. It was
totally wrong. It was about my conversation with the President of Ukraine. He took a fake report and he brought it
to Congress, with an emergency. Okay? Not a big Trump fan — that, [ can tell you.”), available at:
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-statements/remarks-president-trump-vice-president-pence-members-
coronavirus-task-force-press-briefing-19.
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obligations in handling the whistleblower complaint, as Mr. Barr alleged.’ To the contrary, Mr.
Atkinson faithfully discharged his legal obligations as an independent and impartial Inspector
General in accordance with federal law.

Then-acting Director of National Intelligence (DNI) Joseph Maguire affirmed this in his
sworn testimony before the House Intelligence Committee on September 26, 2019. Mr. Maguire
testified that Mr. Atkinson handled the Ukraine whistleblower complaint “by the book™ and in
strict accordance with statutory requirements.* Mr. Atkinson never transmitted the
whistleblower complaint to the House or Senate Intelligence Committees, nor did he reveal its
contents to Congress. Instead, Mr. Atkinson properly alerted the congressional intelligence
committees to the existence of the whistleblower complaint after he was unable to resolve a
difference with acting DNI Maguire about whether the complaint should be transmitted to
Congress.” Mr. Maguire testified that he supported Mr. Atkinson’s decision to alert the
congressional intelligence committees. In short, President Trump fired Mr. Atkinson simply for
doing his job and following the law.

In maligning Mr. Atkinson and falsely portraying him as insubordinate, Mr. Barr
misrepresented DOJ’s legal opinion concerning the whistleblower complaint. Mr. Barr’s
remarks also ignored the impropriety of DOJ’s coordination with the White House to prevent a
whistleblower complaint concerning presidential misconduct from reaching Congress. In order
to keep Congress in the dark about the existence of the complaint, the White House and DOJ
collaborated to develop meritless justifications designed to circumvent the clear statutory
requirement that all such complaints “shall” be transmitted to the congressional intelligence
committees.®

Specifically, DOJ’s Office of Legal Counsel (OLC) issued a secret opinion that absurdly
concluded that the statute—contrary to its plain text—did not require acting DNI Maguire to

3 Interview with Attorney General William Barr, Fox News, April 9, 2020. See also Letter from Senators Dianne
Feinstein and Mark R. Warner to Jeffrey R. Ragsdale, Office of Professional Responsibility, and Michael E.
Horowitz, Inspector General, Department of Justice, April 17, 2020, available at:
https://www.feinstein.senate.gov/public/_cache/files/7/4/74cc2af5-a011-41fe-b8a7-

af3fa9al 07¢/9TEA40385B91689933EAC2099710A202.2020.04.17-df-mw-letter-to-opr-oig-re-ag-barr-misleading-
statements-final-pdf-.docx.pdf.

4 Testimony of Acting Director of National Intelligence Joseph Maguire before the House Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence, September 26, 2019, available at:
https://docs.house.gov/meetings/IG/IG00/20190926/1 10027/HHRG-116-1GO0-Transcript-20190926.pdf.

3 See 50 U.S.C. § 3033(k)(3)(A)(i) (“In the event that—the Inspector General is unable to resolve any differences
with the Director affecting the execution of the duties or responsibilities of the Inspector General; [...] the Inspector
General shall immediately notify, and submit a report to, the congressional intelligence committees on such
matter.”) (emphasis added).

50 U.S.C. § 3033 (k)(5)(C) (“Upon receipt of a transmittal from the Inspector General under subparagraph (B), the

Director shall, within 7 calendar days of such receipt, forward such transmittal to the congressional intelligence
committees, together with any comments the Director considers appropriate.™).
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forward the whistleblower complaint to Congress.” For its part, the White House asserted that
the complaint involved information subject to executive privilege that acting DNI Maguire was
not authorized to release to Congress—even though executive privilege cannot be invoked to
shield misconduct and was, in fact, never invoked by the President.®

Contrary to Mr. Barr’s false assertion that Mr. Atkinson “ignored” DOJ’s legal guidance,
Mr. Atkinson explicitly acknowledged being bound by OLC’s opinion, while strongly
disagreeing with it. In a non-public letter to OLC, Mr. Atkinson highlighted the contorted
reasoning and troubling national security and oversight implications of OLC’s opinion that
“election interference by foreign actions ... would not involve an activity or program of the
intelligence community under the DNI’s supervision.”™ Mr. Atkinson correctly observed that the
DNI is expressly charged by statute and executive orders—including one issued by President
Trump himself—to lead the Intelligence Community’s effort to protect the nation from foreign
election interference. After OLC’s opinion and Mr. Atkinson’s objections were made public, the
Council of Inspectors General on Integrity and Efficiency (CIGIE) sent a letter to OLC strongly
backing Mr. Atkinson’s position.'’

Notwithstanding Mr. Atkinson’s meritorious objections, the coordinated efforts by the
White House and DOJ succeeded—temporarily—in preventing Congress from receiving the
whistleblower complaint. Only after immense public pressure and a subpoena issued by the
House Intelligence Committee did acting DNI Maguire produce the complaint to the
congressional intelligence committees in late September 2019. The role of Attorney General
Barr and other senior DOJ officials, in coordination with the White House, in attempting to
prevent the whistleblower complaint from reaching Congress—as required by law—warrants
your attention.

Moreover, Mr. Barr’s recent remarks are part of a disturbing pattern of misrepresenting
facts and falsely alleging misconduct by other government officials in order to defend the

7 Office of Legal Counsel, Department of Justice, “Slip Opinion: ‘Urgent Concern’ Determination by the Inspector
General of the Intelligence Community,” September 3, 2020, available at:
https://www.justice.zov/olc/opinion/file/ 120571 1/download.

8 Testimony of Acting Director of National Intelligence Joseph Maguire before the House Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence, September 26, 2019, available at:
https://docs.house.gov/meetings/IG/1G00/20190926/110027/HHRG-116-1G00-Transcript-20190926. pdf.

Y Letter from Michael Atkinson, Inspector General of the Intelligence Community, to Steven Engel, Assistant
Attorney General, Office of Legal Counsel, Department of Justice, September 17, 2019, available at:
https://www.ignet.gov/sites/default/files/tiles/ICIG_letter to_OLC.pdf.

10 See Letter from the Council of Inspectors General on Integrity and Efficiency to Steven A. Engel, Assistant
Attorney General, Office of Legal Counsel, Department of Justice, October 22, 2019, available ar:
https://www.ignet.gov/sites/default/files/files/CIGIE Letter_to_OLC_ Whistleblower_Disclosure.pdf. (“This letter
from the Council of the Inspectors General on Integrity and Efficiency, on behalf of the undersigned federal
Inspectors General (IG), expresses our support for the position advanced by the ICIG and our concern that the OLC
opinion, if not withdrawn or modified, could seriously undermine the critical role whistleblowers play in coming
forward to report waste, fraud, abuse, and misconduct across the federal government. Further, as addressed in detail
below, OLC’s interpretation regarding the ICWPA procedure in question, which mirrors the procedure that
Congress included in Section 5(d) of the Inspector General Act of 1978 (IG Act), has the potential to undermine IG
independence across the federal government.”)
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President’s own misconduct. In the year since Special Counsel Robert Mueller concluded his
investigation of Russian interference in the 2016 presidential election, Mr. Barr has persistently
sought to mislead the American public in an effort to undermine the Special Counsel’s
investigation and findings, as well as those of the Department’s own Office of Inspector
General.!" Indeed, a federal judge recently examined Mr. Barr’s “lack of candor” and concluded
that Mr. Barr “distorted the findings in the Mueller Report,” which “cause[d] the Court to
seriously question whether Attorney General Barr made a calculated attempt to influence public
discourse about the Mueller Report in favor of President Trump.”'?

Public confidence in our system of justice depends on the integrity, fairness, and
impartiality of DOJ’s leadership. It is, therefore, imperative that the Attorney General be held to
the same high standard expected of all Department personnel, particularly in matters involving
the President’s own interests. We appreciate your prompt attention to this request.

Sincerely,
Adam B. Schiff Jerrold Nadler
Chairman Chairman
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence Committee on the Judiciary
ce: The Honorable Devin Nunes, Ranking Member

Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence

The Honorable Jim Jordan, Ranking Member
Committee on the Judiciary

! For example, in the same April 9 interview, Mr. Barr claimed that the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)
initiated its 2016 investigation into the Trump campaign’s links to Russia “without any basis,” despite the Special
Counsel’s Office’s finding that “the Russian government interfered in the 2016 presidential election in sweeping and
systematic fashion” and the Office of Inspector General’s exhaustive review, which found that the FBI in fact had an
authorized purpose and legitimate predicate for the investigation. See Department of Justice, Special Counsel’s
Office, Report on the Investigation into Russian Interference in the 2016 Presidential Election, March 2019,
available at: https://www.justice.gov/storage/report.pdf; Department of Justice, Office of the Inspector General,
Review of Four FISA Applications and Other Aspects of the Crossfire Hurricane Investigation, December 2019,
available at: https://oig.justice.gov/reports/2019/020012.pdf. In a grave departure from DOJ practice and policy,
Mr. Barr has also prejudged a separate DOJ probe he initiated by insinuating criminal wrongdoing by officials
involved in identifying and defending the country against Russian interference in the 2016 election. See Interview
with Attorney General William Barr, Fox News, April 9, 2020.

12 Elec. Privacy Info. Ctr. v. United States Dep 't of Justice, No. 19 Civ. 810 (RBW), 2020 WL 1060633 (D.D.C.
Mar. 5, 2020).
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Wnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

May 8, 2020
Mr. Michael E. Horowitz Mr. Jeffrey R. Ragsdale
Inspector General Acting Director and Chief Counsel
Office of the Inspector General Office of Professional Responsibility
U.S. Department of Justice U.S. Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20530 Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Inspector General Horowitz and Director Ragsdale:

We write to request that you immediately open an investigation into the Department of
Justice’s unprecedented decision to drop charges against former National Security Advisor
Michael T. Flynn, as well as the Department’s pattern of politicized decision making. As you
know, Flynn twice pled guilty to lying to federal investigators and repeatedly admitted his guilt
in court. The Department’s decision thus appears to be based solely on President Trump’s clear
desire to shield his political allies from responsibility for their actions and to reject the clear
reality that his Administration broke the law in its effort to obstruct legitimate investigations into
its conduct. If this decision is not investigated, it poses a clear and present threat to the rule of
law.

In January of 20117, Michael Flynn lied to federal investigators about contacts with the
Russian government. He did so despite investigators giving him multiple opportunities to correct
his statements and despite the fact that investigators were examining serious accusations of
Russian interference in U.S. elections and Trump Administration complicity in that interference.
Specifically, Flynn falsely denied that he had encouraged Russian Ambassador Sergey Kislyak
to delay responding to U.S. sanctions against Russia, implying that the Trump Administration
would take a friendlier approach to the Putin government than had President Obama.

On December 1, 2017, Special Counsel Robert Mueller announced a plea bargain with
Flynn under which Flynn admitted to “willfully and knowingly” making false statements to
investigators that “impeded and otherwise had a material impact on the FBI's ongoing
investigation into the existence of any links or coordination between individuals associated with
the [Trump] Campaign and Russia’s efforts to interfere with the 2016 presidential election.”
Pursuant to that agreement, Flynn was not prosecuted for other federal crimes he may have
committed, provided he cooperate with investigators in their ongoing probe into the Trump
Administration. It was reported that Flynn had been in contact with senior members of the
Trump Administration about his clandestine communications with Russia but had lied to others
within the Administration, including Vice President Mike Pence, potentially opening himself up
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to blackmail. Despite being warned about Flynn’s lies, however, President Trump acted to
remove Flynn only when his actions became public.

Flynn‘s sentencing was deferred as Judge Emmet Sullivan expressed concerns that the
gravity of Flynn’s crimes might deserve a more serious penalty than the government had initially
requested. As President Trump made clear that he was inclined to support allies who broke the
law to cover up the president’s own misdeeds, Flynn became less cooperative with federal
investigators. Ultimately, his defense lawyers began to echo President Trump’s rhetoric,
claiming without evidence that their client had been set up.

The facts of the Flynn case are clear. Flynn broke the law. The Justice Department’s
claim that it would be unable to prove Flynn’s lies were “material” to their investigation defies
belief. Flynn lied about contact with Russia at the beginning of an investigation into Russian
coordination with the Trump Administration. He took this dangerous step because he knew that
the truth would lead investigators to evidence of his own criminal conduct and potentially to
evidence of crimes committed by other members of the Administration. If powerful individuals
can lie to investigators with impunity, law enforcement will be unable to protect the public.

Any reasonable American witnessing the actions of the last several weeks must seriously
question whether the Department of Justice can any longer claim its proud tradition of
professionalism and independence from political influence. First, President Trump criticized the
Flynn investigation based on misleading descriptions of Flynn’s investigators’ actions. After it
became clear that no reasonable judge — and certainly not Judge Sullivan — would accept
President Trump’s claims, the president indicated that he might pardon Flynn but hoped that
something would happen first to relieve him of that decision. Then the Department dropped its
charges, in a filing signed only by a political appointee who President Trump has not even
bothered to submit for Senate confirmation. Every career prosecutor involved in the case
declined to participate in this mockery of justice, and no Justice Department official or outside
expert can find a precedent for such a blatant abdication of the Department’s responsibilities.

This latest outrage is part of a pattern. First, Attorney General Barr misrepresented the
outcome of the Mueller investigation while withholding the actual Mueller report from the
American people. Since then, Barr has eagerly investigated the investigators of President Trump
while ignoring the Trump Administration’s own wrongdoing. At times, the link between
President Trump’s tweets and Barr’s actions has been so tight that even Barr has urged the
president to be more circumspect.

This politicization of the Justice Department cannot be allowed to continue without
scrutiny. We ask that you immediately open an investigation into Justice Department policies,
procedures, and practices related to politically sensitive prosecutions. As part of this
investigation, we ask that you determine why the Department chose to drop its charges against
Flynn, why no career prosecutor joined in that decision, and what role Attorney General Barr and
President Trump played. The American people deserve to know whether the Justice Department
has become a tool of political manipulation.
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Thank you for your consideration. Please contact Sam Simon at Sam_Simon@judiciary-
dem.senate.gov and Joe Gaeta at Joe Gaeta@whitehouse.senate.gov with any questions.

Sincerely,
RICHARD BLUMENTHAL SHELDON WHITEHOUSE
United States Senate United States Senate
3
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JERROLD NADLER, New York JIM JORDAN, Ohic
CHAIRMAN RANKING MINORITY MEMBER

A.S. House of Representatives

Committee on the Jubiciary

WHashington, DE 20515-6216
One Hundred Sixteenth Congress

May 8, 2020

The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz

Inspector General

U.S. Department of Justice, Office of the Inspector General
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20530

Dear Inspector General Horowitz:

Like many Americans, we are deeply concerned by the Department’s decision to move to
dismiss the criminal case against Michael Flynn, who briefly served as President Trump’s
National Security Advisor. Under a generous plea deal with Special Counsel Robert Mueller,
Mr. Flynn was allowed to plead guilty to a single charge of making false statements to federal
investigators and avoid prosecution for other serious alleged crimes. '

In measuring the impact of the decision to dismiss these charges, it is important to observe the
divide between Attorney General William Barr and the career staff at the Department of Justice.
Hours before the government moved to dismiss the case, Brandon Van Grack—an experienced
prosecutor who had worked the Flynn case from its inception—abruptly withdrew from the
matter. On the merits, the government’s argument for dismissing the case appears to be
inaccurate, politically biased, and inconsistent with the Department’s own guidelines.> The
government’s brief is signed only by Timothy Shea—the acting U.S. Attorney for the District of
Columbia, promoted from the Attorney General’s personal staff to his current post earlier this
year—and not by a single career prosecutor.’

! Michael D. Shear and Adam Goldman, Michael Flynn Pleads Guilty to Lying to the F.B.1. and Will Cooperate with
Russia Inguiry, N.Y. TIMES, Dec. 1, 2017; see also James V. Grimaldi, et al., Mueller Probes Flynn's Role in
Alleged Plan to Deliver Cleric to Turkey, WALL ST. JOURNAL, Nov. 10, 2017.

2 Susan Hennessey et al., An ugly day for the Justice Department, LAWFARE, May 7, 2020.

3 U.S. v. Flynn, Crim. No 17-232 (Government’s Motion to Dismiss the Criminal Information against the Defendant
Michael T. Flynn) (D.D.C. 2020). See also, Matt Zapotosky and Devlin Barrett, Barr faces fresh scrutiny over Stone
sentencing controversy, WASH. POsT, Feb. 12, 2020.
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By itself, the decision to dismiss charges against Mr. Flynn would smack of corruption and
unacceptable political influence in an ongoing criminal matter: President Trump tweeted in
defense of his former advisor, and one week later Mr. Flynn is poised to walk free.*

But this is hardly the first time that Attorney General Barr has appeared to reach into an ongoing
criminal case to do the President’s political bidding:

= On March 24, 2019, the Attorney General sent a four-page “summary’” of the Mueller Report
to the House and Senate Judiciary Committees—a summary that sought to minimize the
Special Counsel’s findings about the President and his associates. Special Counsel Mueller
later wrote in protest: the gross mischaracterizations in Barr’s memo sought to create “public
confusion” and threatened “to undermine a central purpose for which the Department
appointed the Special Counsel.”

*  OnJuly 17, 2019, the Department quietly closed its investigation into certain campaign
finance crimes allegedly committed by President Trump and his longtime attorney Michael
Cohen.®

=  On February 11, 2020, the Department abruptly reversed course and argued for a more
lenient sentence for Roger Stone, a longtime confidant to President Trump. As with the
Flynn case, the Department appeared to have reacted to a series of public statements from the
President.” As with the Flynn case, all four assistant U.S. Attorneys prosecuting Roger Stone
chose to withdraw from the case rather than support the Department’s position.®

=  On March 16, 2020, the Department suddenly dropped its two-year prosecution of a Russian
company alleged to have interfered in the 2016 presidential election and charged with
conspiring to defraud the United States.’

And these are merely instances related to the Attorney General’s work to undermine the findings
of the Special Counsel. In many other cases, both criminal and civil, the current leadership of

* Quint Forgey, ‘Dirty, filthy cops’: Trump blasts Michael Flynn investigation after new FBI documents released,
PoLitico, Apr. 30, 2020.

3 Natasha Bertrand et al., Mueller complained to Barr about Russia report memo, POLITICO, Apr. 30, 2019.

¢ Kristine Phillips and Kevin Johnson, Justice Department ends inquiry of hush-money payments in final months of
Donald Trump’s campaign, judge says, USA ToDAY, July 17, 2019.

" Morgan Chalfant, Trump criticizes ‘very unfair’ sentencing recommendation for Roger Stone, THE HILL, Feb. 11,
2020.

8 Matt Zapotsky, et al., Prosecutors quit amid escalating Justice Dept. fight over Roger Stone’s prison term, WASH.
Posr, Feb. 11, 2020.

? Spencer S. Hsu, Justice Dept. abandons prosecution of Russian firm indicted in Mueller election interference
probe, WASH. POST, Mar. 16, 2020.
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the Department has taken extraordinary steps to protect the President’s allies and punish his
enemies, real and imagined.10 In our view, these cases represent a systematic breakdown of
impartial justice at the Department of Justice and suggest overt political bias, if not outright
corruption.

Of course, the Hatch Act prohibits Department of Justice employees from engaging in partisan
political activities in the course of official business.'" The Department applies the most rigorous
such restrictions to its senior leadership “to ensure that there is not an appearance that politics
plays any part in the Department’s day-to-day operations.”!? Federal law also disqualifies any
DOJ employee “from participation in a particular investigation or prosecution if such
participation may result in a personal, financial, or political conflict of interest, or the appearance
thereof.”!? Simply put, the Attorney General is prohibited from putting his thumb on the scale in
favor of the President, time and time again.

We write to request an investigation by your office into a pattern of conduct that includes
improper political interference, ignoring standards for recusal, and abrogating Attorney General
guidelines, among other improper considerations. We ask that your office review the events
highlighted above, as well as any other related actions you find during the course of your
investigation. The American people deserve to know the full extent of the politicization of the
Department of Justice. They deserve a Department that is guided by the facts and the law, and
not by the President’s political interests.

Sincerely,
_,"':-’_) \.‘_‘_,{/
/@«w& 2l fe (f)f,vt AN ——
Jerrold Nadler Zoe Lofgren
Chairman Member of Congress

10 See, e.g., William K. Rashbaum and Katie Benner, Paul Manafort Seemed Headed to Rikers. Then the Justice
Department Intervened, N. Y. TIMES, June 17, 2019; Jesse Eisinger and Kevin Wack, How Trump’s Political
Appointees Overruled Tougher Settlements With Big Banks, PROPUBLICA, Aug. 2, 2019; Devlin Barrett, et al.,
William Barr personally asked foreign officials to aid inquiry into CIA, FBI activities in 2016, W ASH. PosT, Sep. 30,
2019; Hiroko Tabuchi, General Motors Sides With Trump in Emissions Fight, Splitting the Industry, N. Y. TIMES,
Oct. 28, 2019; Matt Zapotosky and Devlin Barrett, Barr acknowledges Justice Dept. has created ‘intake process’ to
vet Giuliani's information on Bidens, WASH. POST, Feb. 10, 2020; Jesse Eisinger and James Bandler, Walmart Was
Almost Charged Criminally Over Opioids. Trump Appointees Killed the Indictment, PROPUBLICA, Mar. 25, 2020.

115 U.S.C. §§ 7323(a) and 7324(a).

12 Memorandum for All Department of Justice Non-Career Employees, Lee J. Lotfthus, Asst. Attorney General for
Administration, Aug. 16, 2018.

328 U.S.C. § 528; 28 C.F.R. § 45.2.
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Sheila Jackson Lee
Member of Congress

Henry C. “Hank™ Johnson
Member of Congress
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Karen Bass
Member of Congress

Hakeem Jeffries
Member of Congress

Gue Settente
Eric Swalwell
Member of Congress

dﬁ@@wk

Jamie Raskin
Member of Congress

L B, Daerminsd

Val Demings
Member of Congress

Moie GAL._

Steve Cohen
Member of Congress

Theodore E. Deutch
Member of Congress

= =

Cedric L. Richmond
Member of Congress

(AT Y. b

David N. Cicilline
Member of Congress

TeA W Lo

Ted W. Lieu
Member of Congress

it (s C

Pramila Jayapal
Member of Congress

e o

J. Luis Correa
Member of Congress
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Mary Gay Scanlon Sylvia R. Garcia

Member of Congress Member of Congress

Joe Neguse Lucy McBath

Member of Congress Member of Congress

Sj‘? 5 l ma&.ﬂuau. @Lo—-

Greg Stanton Madeleine Dean

Member of Congress Member of Congress

Debbie Mucarsel-Powell Veronica Escobar

Member of Congress Member of Congress

cc: The Honorable Jim Jordan, Ranking Member, House Committee on the Judiciary
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ELIZABETH WARREN UNITED STATES SENATE
MASSACHUSETTS WASHINGTON, DC 20610-2105

P. 202-224-4543

COMMITTEES y o -~ 2400 JFK FEDERAL BUILDING
BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN AFFAIRS unlttd btﬂtfﬁ bcnatt 15r;lE°V§$$J£E;‘J:;§2'L;EET
HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, AND PENSIONS P B17-566~3170
ARMED SERVICES 1550 MAIN STREET
SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING SFHINGSFL:ETED,G;Z 01103

P: 413-788-2690

WWW Wil TEN Senate. gov

June 2, 2020

The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz
Inspector General

Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Mr. Horowitz:

I am writing to seek an investigation of the involvement of Department of Justice (DOJ)
leadership and law enforcement personnel in suppressing peaceful domestic protests in response
to the unjust killing of George Floyd by a Minneapolis police officer on May 25, 2020. I am
specifically concerned about DOJ personnel’s involvement in last night’s incidents outside the
White House in which “federal law enforcement officers fired rubber bullets and chemical gas at
peaceful protesters.”! This “ambush” of American citizens who were protesting the killing of Mr.
Floyd at the hands of a police officer was created to allow the President to partake in a blatantly
political photo opportunity.” These attacks on peaceful American protesters steps from the White
House were sickening and appalling.

According a report in the Washington Post, “Attorney General William P. Barr personally
ordered law enforcement officials on the ground to clear the streets around Lafayette Square ... a
directive that prompted a show of aggression against a crowd of largely peaceful protesters.” In
addition, according to a DOJ press release, agency law enforcement personnel participating in
activities in Washington, D.C. included the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives, the Drug Enforcement Administration, the Federal
Bureau of Prisons, and the U.S. Marshals Service.*

The role of Attorney General Barr in ordering this attack and then participating in a political
propaganda event with the President, and the potential roles of DOJ law enforcement personnel,
raise troubling questions about how and why this attack against law-abiding citizens occurred.

! Washington Post, “Before Trump vows to end ‘lawlessness,” federal officers confront protesters outside White
House,” June 2, 2020, https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/washington-dc-protest-white-house-george-
floyd/2020/06/01/6b193d1c-a3c9-11ea-bb20-ebf0921f3bbd_story.html.

’Id.

 Washington Post, “Barr personally ordered removal of protesters near White House, leading to use of force against
largely peaceful crowd,” June 2, 2020, https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/barr-personally-ordered-removal-
of-protesters-near-white-house-leading-to-use-of-force-against-largely-peaceful -crowd/2020/06/02/0ca2417c-a4d5-
11ea-b473-04905b1af82b_story.html.

4 Department of Justice, Attorney General William P. Barr's Statement on Protests in Washington, D.C., June 2,
2020, https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/attorney-general-william-p-barrs-statement-protests-washington-dc.
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To address these questions, I am requesting that you conduct an immediate investigation of the
role of DOJ leadership and DOJ law enforcement personnel in the attack on peaceful protesters
and the response to the nationwide protests of the killing of Mr. Floyd that began in May 2020.
This investigation should address the following questions:

1

To what extent were DOJ law enforcement personnel involved in the attack on peaceful
protesters in Lafayette Square the evening of on June 1, 2020? If they were involved:
a. What was the exact scope and nature of their involvement?
b. Under what legal authority were they operating?
c. Under what rules of engagement were they operating?
To what extent were and are DOJ law enforcement personnel involved in responding to
ongoing protests in other locations in Washington D.C.? If they were or are involved:
a. What is the exact scope and nature of their involvement?
b. Under what legal authority are they operating?
¢. Under what rules of engagement are they operating?
To what extent were and are DOJ law enforcement personnel involved in responding to
ongoing protests in other cities throughout the country? If they were involved:
a. What is the exact scope and nature of their involvement?
b. Under what legal authority are they operating?
c. Which officials are providing orders to these personnel?
d. Under what rules of engagement are they operating?
What was the specific role of Attorney General Barr in the events at the White House and
in Lafayette Square?
a. Did Mr. Barr give the order to clear Lafayette Square?
b. If so, what was the rationale for providing this order, and was this rationale
legitimate?
c. What was the role of other officials in DOJ leadership?
d. What was the specific chain of command? Were other military or non-DOJ
civilian law enforcement officials operating under the command of Mr. Barr or
any other DOJ official?

Thank you for your attention to this request.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Warren
United Stgtes Senator
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United States Senate

June 15, 2020

The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz
Inspector General

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Inspector General Horowitz,

We write to request an immediate investigation into Attorney General William Barr’s and the
Department of Justice’s (DOJ) roles in directing the use of force — including the use of tear gas
or a similar gas, rubber bullets, pepper balls, and batons — to suppress peaceful protesters around
Lafayette Square in Washington, D.C., on June 1, 2020." This misuse of force is all the more
alarming given that the Attorney General appears to have issued this order to allow President
Trump to walk across the street from the White House for a political photo-op in front of St.
John’s Church.” Notably, Attorney General Barr was not only on the scene less than an hour
before the use of force to clear peaceful protesters, but he also participated in President Trump’s
photo op, posing for pictures in front of the church.

We further ask that you investigate Attorney General Barr’s and DOJ’s roles in deploying federal
law enforcement and security agencies to seemingly suppress protests and intimidate protesters
throughout the country who are peacefully exercising their First Amendment rights.® In the wake
of the brutal murders of George Floyd, Breonna Taylor, and Ahmaud Arbery, Americans all
across our country are calling for an end to police brutality and a transformation of systems that
perpetuate injustice and inequality. In response, President Trump has vowed to “dominate” the
protesters.

The Attorney General and his Justice Department appear to be following through on the
President’s vow by mobilizing agents from the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI); the
Federal Bureau of Prisons (BOP); the U.S. Marshals; the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms
and Explosives; the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA); and possibly other agencies,
against peaceful protests. Some of these federal agents appear to have participated in using force

! Carol D. Leonnig, Matt Zapotosky, Josh Dawsey and Rebecca Tan, Barr personally ordered removal of protesters
near White House, leading to use of force against largely peaceful crowd, WASH. POST (June 2, 2020),
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/barr-personally-ordered-removal-of-protesters-near-white-house-leading-
to-use-of-force-against-largely-peaceful-crowd/2020/06/02/0ca2417¢c-a4d5-11ea-b473-04905b1af82b_story.html.
 Matt Zapotosky, Barr seeks to dissociate himself from move on demonstrators outside Lafayeite Square, N.Y.
TIMES (June 5, 2020), https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/barr-seeks-to-dissociate-himself-from-
move-on-demonstrators-outside-lafayette-park/2020/06/05/47c¢b96b6-a78e-11ea-bb20-ebf0921f3bbd_story.html.

3 Zolan Kanno-Youngs and Katie Benner, Trump Deploys the Full Might of Federal Law Enforcement to Crush
Protests, N.Y. TIMES (June 3, 2020), https://www.nytimes.com/2020/06/02/us/politics/trump-law-enforcement-

protests.html.
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to remove protesters from the area around Lafayette Square on June 1, 2020. According to
eyewitness accounts and video footage, federal agents from these agencies, and other agencies,
advanced on peaceful protesters with smoke canisters, pepper balls, riot shields, batons, and
officers on horseback, with little warning before the 7 p.m. curfew. They fired rubber bullets at
protesters, even as the protesters were retreating. They dropped canisters of gas to explode within
several feet of a hundred people or more. They pushed protestors over and even struck a news
camera crew with batons. These actions warrant an immediate investigation.

Moreover, we are concerned by the deployment of federal agents who are trained to deal with
prison riots, hostage situations, or other similar circumstances, but not adequately trained in
protecting the constitutional rights of Americans engaged in peaceful protests. These concerns
are amplified by the fact that some of the federal officers were deployed in generic riot gear
without displaying any identifying insignia and refused to identify themselves when asked. The
lack of identifying information undermines accountability and furthers the distrust of law
enforcement.

We are also deeply troubled by reports that the Justice Department has temporarily expanded the
authority of DEA to “conduct covert surveillance” and collect intelligence on Americans
exercising their constitutional rights to protest the murder of George Floyd.* According to
Buzzfeed News, the Justice Department also authorized DEA to share intelligence with local and
state law enforcement authorities and intervene in a law enforcement role at protests. This
expansion of DEA authority appears to be a misuse of DOJ’s powers that warrants further
investigation.

We believe that the concerning actions we have identified warrant immediate investigation by
your office, as they raise serious questions about misconduct, abuse of power, and waste by the
Justice Department. Moreover, there appears to be no question about your office’s jurisdiction in
this matter.

Therefore, as detailed above, we urge your office to investigate the roles of Attorney General
Barr and the Department of Justice in directing the use of force, including tear gas and rubber
bullets, against peaceful protesters near Lafayette Square on June 1, 2020; deploying federal
agents to suppress protests and intimidate peaceful protesters; and expanding the authority of
DEA to conduct covert surveillance of protesters.

Sincerely,
Wuau K. ﬁ—uuo M/ %/Z/
Mazie K. Hirono Richard Blumenthal
United States Senator United States Senator

4 Jason Leopold and Anthony Cormier, The DEA Has Been Given Permission To Investigate People Protesting
George Floyd's Death, BUZZFEED NEWS (June 3, 2020),
https://www.buzzfeednews.com/article/jasonleopold/george-floyd-police-brutality-protests-
government?bfsource=relatedmanual .
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Edward J. Markey
United States Senator

/s/ Thomas R. Carper
United States Senator

Benjamin L. Cardin
United States Senator

/s/ Tim Kaine
United States Senator

Bernard Sanders
United States Senator

gl

Sheldon Whitehouse
United States Senator

/s/ Sherrod Brown
United States Senator

/s/ Jeffrey A. Merkley
United States Senator

/s/ Chris Van Hollen
United States Senator

Kamala D. Harris
United States Senator

fno Wydloy

Ron Wyden
United States Senator

K o trenn,

Amy Klobuchar
United States Senator

/s/ Richard J. Durbin
United States Senator

/s/ Kirsten Gillibrand
United States Senator

DOJ-20-1871-A-000106



/s/ Tammy Duckworth
United States Senator

Patrick Leahy %
United States Senator

/s/ Mark R. Warner
United States Senator

i, loown

Christopher A. Coons
United States Senator

/s/ Cory A. Booker
United States Senator
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Congress of the United States
Mashington, DC 20315

July 19,2020

The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz

Inspector General

Department of Justice, Office of the Inspector General
950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW

Washington, DC 20530

The Honorable Joseph V. Cuffari

Inspector General

Department of Homeland Security, Office of Inspector General
245 Murray Lane SW

Washington, DC 20528

Dear Mr. Horowitz and Mr. Cuffari:

As we continue to stand with our fellow citizens protesting systemic racism and police brutality
throughout the country, we are increasingly alarmed at the Trump Administration’s use of
federal law enforcement to violate the civil rights of our constituents. The Department of Justice
(DOJ) and the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) appear to have increasingly abused
emergency authorities to justify the use of force against Americans exercising their right to
peaceful assembly.

Reports from Oregon this week make clear that this misuse of resources and personnel remains a
growing threat. Accordingly, we write to request an investigation by your offices into the use of
federal law enforcement agencies by the Attorney General and the Acting Secretary of
Homeland Security to suppress First Amendment protected activities in Washington, D.C.,
Portland, and other communities across the United States.

To understand the gravity of the government’s actions, it is important to recognize the scope of
the problem. Shortly after the death of George Floyd, protestors flocked to major cities,
including the nation’s capital, to advocate for police reform. On June 1, 2020, horse-mounted
federal authorities in riot gear used chemical agents, smoke, and rubber bullets to violently
remove protestors from Lafayette Square—so that the President could have a photo-op in front of
the historic St. John’s Church.! As part of his strategy to take control of the city, Attorney
General William Barr directed various federal law enforcement personnel to “flood the zone™
and assert control over the region.? Bureau of Prisons Crisis Management Teams, including

! See e.g., Phillip Bump, Timeline: The clearing of Lafayette Square, WASH. PoST, June 5,2020; Aaron Davis et. al,
Officials familiar with Lafayette Square confrontation challenge Trump administration claimof what drove
aggressive expulsion of protesters, WASH. PosT, June 14,2020.

* See Devlin Barrett, Barr seeks to subdue D.C. protests by ‘flooding the zone’ withfederalfirepower, WASH. POST,
June 3,2020;Ryan Lucas, Attomey General Steps Up Federal Law Enforcement Response to Protests, NPR, June 1,
2020.
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Special Operations Response Teams (SORT), and Department of Homeland Security personnel
from Customs and Border Protection (CBP), Immigration & Customs Enforcement (ICE), and
the Transportation Security Administration (TSA) were all given special deputation to detain and
arrest individuals. This special deputation was meant to last only thirty days. Drug Enforcement
Administration (DEA) agents were also granted authority that allowed them to enforce federal
law, as necessary, in response to the protests,> which was meant to lastonly 14 days.

The news from Oregon this week is equally alarming. “Federal law enforcement officers have
been using unmarked vehicles to drive around downtown Portland and detain protesters since at
least July 14.”4 In some cases, citizens could not tell the difference between law enforcement
and far-right extremists in the region who wore similar military gear. CBP officials have been
reported as grabbing Americans in the dark; not providing any form of identification; arresting,
searching, and detaining individuals in cells before even properly reading their Miranda Rights>
Not only is this irresponsible and dangerous, but it is a violation of Constitutional rights.

Although the scale of this response to the social movement spurred by George Floyd’s murder is
disturbing, this is not the first time the Trump Administration has used force to suppress dissent.
For example, in 2017, federal officials assisted local law enforcement officers® in deploying cold
water cannons, pepper spray, and tear gas on Americans protesting the construction of the
Dakota Access Pipeline across the Standing Rock Reservation.”

We support the U.S. Attorney for the District of Oregon’s request for a DHS IG investigation
into the incidents in Portland® and the referral to the DOJ IG of the U.S. Marshals Service use of
less-lethal munitions.® However, a broader concern must be addressed.

The legal basis for this use of force has never been explained—and, frankly, itis not at all clear
that the Attorney General and the Acting Secretary are authorized to deploy federal law

¥ See21U.S.C.§878.

* Jonathan Levinson & Conrad Wilson, Federal Law Enforcement Use Unmarked Vehicles to Grab Protesters Off
Portland Streets, OREGON PUBLIC BROADCASTING, July 16,2020.

% Katie Shepherd & Mark Beman, ‘It was like being preyedupon’: Portlandprotesters say federal officers in
unmarkedvans are detaining them, WASHPOST. July 17,2020.

® See Alleen Brown, Will Parrish, & Alice Speri, The Battle of Treaty Camp Law Enforcement Descended On
Standing Rock A Year Ago And Changedthe DAPL Fight Forever, THE INTERCEPT, Oct. 27,2017; Alleen Brown,
Will Parrish, & Alice Speri, Standing Rock Documents Expose Inner Workings of “Surveillance-Industrial
Complex,” THE INTERCEPT, June 3,2017.

" See e.g., Alan Taylor, Water Cannons and Tear Gas Used Against DakotaAccess Pipeline Protesters, THE
ATLANTIC, Nov.21,2016;Julie Carrie Wong, DakotaAccess pipeline: 300 protesters injured after police use water
cannons, THE GUARDIAN, Nov.21,2016.

¥ Ryan Haas & Conrad Wilson, US Attorney for Oregon Calls for Investigation into Portland Protester Arrests,
OREGON PUBLIC BROADCASTING, July 17,2020; Amir Vera, Konstantin Toropin, & Josh Campbell, US attorney
requests DHS investigation after video shows masked, camouflagedfederal authorities arresting protestors in
Portland, CNN, July 18,2020.

?U.S. Attorney forthe District of Oregon, Press Release, U.S. Marshals Service Investigation Referred to
Departmentof Justice Office of the Inspector General, July 13,2020.
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enforcement officers in this manner. The Attorney General of the United States does not have
unfettered authority to direct thousands of federal law enforcement personnel to arrest and detain
American citizens exercising their First Amendment rights. The Acting Secretary appears to be
relying on an ill-conceived executive order meant to protect historic statues and monuments as
justification for arresting American citizens in the dead of night.!® The Administration’s
insistence on deploying these forces over the objections of state and local authorities suggest that
these tactics have little to do with public safety, but more to do with political gamesmanship. !

In connection with this requested review, we also ask that your offices investigate the events
highlighted above; the existing statutory authorities; and the extent special deputations are used
in response to First Amendment protected activity, including the Floyd protests. We ask that any
final report include a description of the length, breadth, number, and location of federal law
enforcement authorized by these special deputations to arrest and detain individuals. Finally, we
ask that you also review the use of force, crowd-control, and civil rights training these forces
received prior to their deployments. !>

This is a matter of utmosturgency. Citizens are concerned that the Administration has deployed
a secret police force, not to investigate crimes but to intimidate individuals it views as political
adversaries, and that the use of these tactics will proliferate throughout the country. Therefore,
we ask that you commence your review of these issues immediately.

Sincerely,
Jerrold Nadler Bennie G. Thompson
Chairman Chairman
House Committee on the Judiciary House Committee on Homeland Security

Gontyr B Yty

Carolyn B. Maloney
Chairwoman
House Committee on Oversight and Reform

W Dep’t of Homeland Security, Press Release, DHS Announces New Task Forceto Protect American Monuments,
Memorials, and Statues, July 1,2020; Marty Johnson, DHS head knocks 'failed response 'to 'rampant’ violence in
Portland, THEHILL, July 16,2020.

' Seee.g.,Greg Sargent & Paul Waldman, The Oregon governorwants federal officers out of Portland. Trump
officials won’t listen. Why?, WASH. PosT, July 17,2020.

12 Sergio Olmos, Mike Baker, & Zolan Kanno-Youngs, Federal Officers Deployedin Portland Didn't Have Proper
Training, D.H.S. Memo Said, N.Y. TIMES, July 18,2020.
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CccC.

The Honorable Jim Jordan, Ranking Member, House Committee on the Judiciary

The Honorable Mike Rogers, Ranking Member, House Committee on Homeland Security

The Honorable James Comer, Ranking Member, House Committee on Oversight and
Reform
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@Congress of the Hnited States
Waslyington, BE 20515

July 24, 2020

Michael E. Horowitz
Department of Justice

Office of the Inspector General
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20530-0001

Dear Inspector General Horowitz:

Thank you for opening an investigation into the actions of the Department of Justice
(DOJ) in both Washington, D.C., and Portland, Oregon. Attorney General Bill Barr has a record
of suppressing the First Amendment rights of Americans, and his use of unmarked federal units
to overpower protestors in D.C. and in Portland raises serious concerns.

Unfortunately, we have now learned that DOJ imprisoned Michael Cohen because he
wanted to exercise his First Amendment rights. During a July 23 hearing on the circumstances
surrounding Mr. Cohen’s imprisonment, Judge Alvin Hellerstein found: "[T]he purpose of
transferring Mr. Cohen from furlough and home confinement to jail is retaliatory and it’s
retaliation because of his desire to exercise his First Amendment rights to publish a book and
discuss anything about the book or anything else he wants on social media and with others.”
Judge Hellerstein then ordered the Federal Bureau of Prisons to release Mr. Cohen to home
confinement.

It is a core responsibility for our Department of Justice to execute the law in an equal and
impartial manner. We cannot have a justice system where friends of President Donald Trump,
such as Roger Stone and Michael Flynn, get special treatment, while those who speak out against
him are wrongfully punished. No one is above the law: not this President, not the Attorney
General, and not the officials at the Federal Bureau of Prisons.

We respectfully request you to investigate the potentially unlawful actions of Mr. Barr
and officials at the Federal Bureau of Prisons in depriving Michael Cohen of his freedom in
order to silence him. Thank you for your full and fair consideration.

Sincerely,
Ted W. Lieu Hakeem Jeffries
Member of Congress Member of Congress

cc: The Honorable William Barr, Attorney General, U.S. Department of Justice
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Congress of the Mnited States
MWashington, DC 20315

September 18, 2020

The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz

Inspector General

Department of Justice, Office of the Inspector General
950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW

Washington, DC 20530

Dear Inspector General Horowitz:

We write to ask that you open an emergency investigation into whether U.S. Attorney General William
Barr, U.S. Attorney John Durham, and other Department of Justice (“DOJ”) political appointees are
following DOJ’s longstanding policy to avoid taking official actions or other steps that could improperly
influence the upcoming presidential election. We also request that you evaluate the authority and scope
under which U.S. Attorney Durham is operating, as Attorney General Barr has only provided vague and
shifting statements about the purpose and scope of the investigation.

We are concerned by indications that Attorney General Barr might depart from longstanding DOJ
principles to take public action related to U.S. Attorney Durham’s investigation that could impact the
presidential election. Under longstanding DOJ policy, the Attorney General is expected to refrain from
commenting on an ongoing investigation. Attorney General Barr and U.S. Attorney Durham have made
several public comments that could violate this Department policy and related guidelines.! Attorney
General Barr has signaled repeatedly that he is likely to allow DOJ to take prosecutorial actions, make
public disclosures, and even issue reports before the presidential election in November. Such actions
clearly appear intended to benefit President Trump politically. Specifically, Attorney General Barr has
indicated that he would consider taking such steps in the Durham investigation—including the issuance
of a report or other summary—within 60 days of the upcoming election. These concerns are even more
pressing in light of the resignation of Assistant U.S. Attorney Nora Dannehy, who reportedly resigned

! In April 2020, forexample, Attorney General Barr characterized the investiga tioninto Russian interference in the 2016
presidential election—an investigation conducted initially by the FBIand subsequently by Special Counsel Robert Mueller
I1T and that led to the indictment or conviction of 34 people and three companies—as “one of the greatesttravesties in
Americanhistory.” See Attorney General Barr’s Fox News interview with Laura Ingraham (Apr. 10,2020). Theseand other
impermissible comments on anopencriminal investigation followed Attorney General Barr and Mr. Durham’s public
rejection in December 2019 of someof thecentral findings of your report concerning certain aspects of the FBI's
investigation of Russian interference in the 201 6 election. In astriking break with precedent, the Attorney General publicly
mischaracterized your conclusion that the decision to open the investigation was properly predicated, claiming “[t]he
Inspector General’s reportnow makes clear thatthe FBllaunched anintrusiveinvestigationotf a U.S. presidential campaign
on the thinnest of suspicions that, in my view, were insufficientto justify the steps taken.” SeeStatementby Attorney
General William P. Barron the Inspector General's Report of the Review of Four FISA Applications and Other Aspects of
the FBI's Crossfire Hurricane Investigation (Dec. 9,2019). Mr. Durham, in a serious breach of protocol fora U.S. Attorey,
also sought to undermine your report, stating “we advised the Inspector General that we do nota gree with someof the
report’s conclusions as to predication and how the FBI case was opened.” See Statementof U.S. Attorney John H Durham
(Dec.9,2019).
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due to political pressure from Attorney General Barr on the investigative team to produce a report before
the election.?

DOJ’s Justice Manual states that “DOJ generally will not confirm the existence of or otherwise
comment about ongoing investigations,” and further provides that “DOJ personnel shall not respond to
questions about the existence of an ongoing investigation or comment on its nature or progress before
charges are publicly filed.”? The Hatch Act prohibits a federal employee from using “official authority
or influence for the purpose of interfering with or affecting the result of an election.”* AtDOJ, the law
has been understood to prohibit DOJ employees from using their authority “for the purpose of affecting
election results.”>

A DOJ memorandum provides that “prosecutors may never select the timing of investigative steps or
criminal charges for the purpose of affecting any election, or for the purpose of giving an advantage or
disadvantage to any candidate or political party.”® As you noted in your June 2018 report reviewing
various actions by the Federal Bureau of Investigation (“FBI”) in advance of the 2016 election, the
Department has a longstanding practice “to avoid overt law enforcement and prosecutorial activities
close to an election, typically within 60 or 90 days of Election Day.”” Attorney General Barr himself
had previously strongly supported a strict interpretation of this policy.?

? Edmund H. Mahony, Nora Dannehy, Connecticut Prosecutor Who Was Top Aide to John Durham’s Trump-Russia
Investigation, Resigns Amid ConcernAbout Pressure From Attorney General William Barr, Hartford Courant (Sept. 11,
2020).

*U.S. Dep 't of Justice, Justice Manual, Rule 1-7.400, last revised Apr.2018. Paragraph C contains an exception for public
comment “[w]hen the community needs to be reassured that the appropriate law enforcement agency is investigating a
matter, or where releaseof information is necessary to protect the public safety” subject to the approval of the appropriate
U.S. Attorney or Assistant Attorney General, neither of which would appear applicable in the present instance.

45 U.S.C.§7323(@)(1)(2020).

? Eric Holder, Attorney General, U.S. Dep’t of Justice, Memorandum for all Department Employees, Election Year
Sensitivities, Mar.9,2012 at?2.

% Loretta Lynch, Attorney General, U.S. Dep’t of Justice, Memorandum for all Department Employees, Election Year
Sensitivities, Apr. 11,2016 at 1. See alsoMichael Mukasey, Attorney General, U.S. Dep’t of Justice, Memorandum forall
DepartmentEmployees, Election Year Sensitivities (Mar. 5, 2008); Eric Holder, Attorney General, U.S. Dep’t of Justice,
Memorandum for all Department Employees, Election Year Sensitivities (Mar. 9,2012).

7 Office of Inspector General, U.S. Dep’t of Justice, A Review of Various Actions by the Federal Bureauof Investigationand
Department of Justice in Advance ofthe 2016 Election,Jun. 2018 at 16.

¥ During his nomination hearing, Mr. Barr testified he “completely” a greed with the conclusions reached by then Deputy
Attorney General Rod Rosenstein in the memo justifying the firing of former FBI Director Comey which cited his viola tion
of the guidancelaid outby previous Attorneys Generalregarding investigations during anelection season. See Confirmation
Hearing onthe Nominationof Hon. William Pelham Barr to be Attorney Generalof The United States: hearing beforethe S.
Comm. on the Judiciary, 116thCong(2019); See also Ryan Goodman, Bill Barr's Hidden Truths About Justice Department’s
Rule of Forbearancein an Election, Just Security (Aug. 31,2020). Attorney General Barralso supportedthe policy whenhe
served as Attorney General under President George H.-W. Bush. Atthattime, Mr. Barragreed that it would be improper fora
U.S. Attorney’s Office to take any overt step prior to the 1992 presidential election in connection with the Whitewater
Savings and Loan investigation, even though Bill Clinton—then a candidate for President—was not at that time considered a
target. When Independent Counsel Lawrence Walsh supplemented a previous indictmenta gainst then Defense Secretary
Caspar Weinberger shortly before the 1992 presidential election in the Iran-Contra matter, Mr. Barreven wentso farasto
refer Mr. Walsh’s actions to the criminal division for possible prosecution. Mr. Barr’s concerns were shared by Senate
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A series of high ranking former Department officials have also confirmed that prosecutors should not
take overtinvestigative and prosecutorial actions or disclosures in the run up to an election if thereis a
possibility the action could impact the election, even if a candidate or a proxy is not the subject or
target.”

With potentially devastating consequences for our democracy, Attorney General Barr appears to have
changed his position and no longer supports the longstanding DOJ policy of refraining from taking overt
actions or disclosures in the run up to an election if there is a possibility the action could impact the
election. During an April 2020 interview, Attorney General Barr explained that he now interprets
election sensitivity policies only to apply to investigative or prosecutorial actions specifically targeting
candidates or their close proxies. 'V

The Attorney General’s vague answers and apparent departure from precedent come in the context of
DOJ’s apparent failure to follow your 2018 report’s recommendations. In particular, two
recommendations appear relevant to Attorney General Barr’s conduct, as well as any report that Mr.
Durham may issue:

# We recommend that the Department and the FBI consider adopting a policy addressing
the appropriateness of Department employees discussing the conduct of uncharged
individuals in public statements.

. We recommend that the Department consider providing guidance to agents and
prosecutors concerning the taking of overt investigative steps, indictments, public

Judiciary Committee Republicans, including Senator Chuck Grassley, who formally requested an independent counsel
investigation into Mr. Walsh’s actions. Id.

? See inter aliainterviews with Chris Mattei, former Chief of the Financial Fraud & Public Corruption Unit, U.S. Attorney’s
Office, Dist. of Conn. ([bJecausethis [forbearance] policy aims to steer DOJ clear of elections generally, it does not apply
only to DOJ actions towards candidates and their inner circle.); Jennifer Rodgers, former Deputy Chief Appellate Attorney,
US. Attorney’s Office for Southern Dist. of NY (forbearance policy “encompass[es] any actions that woulda ffect an election,
not just actions againsta candidates personally” citing a series of legal actions that were broughtwell in advance of relevant
elections). Ryan Goodman, Bill Barr’s Hidden Truths About Justice Department’s Rule of Forbearance inan Election, Just
Security (Aug.31,2020).

' Hugh Hewitt, Attorney General William Barr on the Crisis, Hugh Hewitt Show (Apr. 21, 2020). The Attorney General’s
new view even surprised his interviewer.

Hewitt: And so it would not matter, in your view, if there is an investigation, and the day before theelection,
someone is indicted?

Barr:  Well, youknow, I think in its core, the idea is you don’t go after candidates. You don’t indict candidates or
perhaps someone that’s sufficiently closeto a candidate, that it’s essentially thesame, you know, within a
certain number of days before anelection. But you know, as I say, I don’tthink any of the people whose
actions are under review by Durham fallinto that category.

Hewitt: That’sbignewsto me. [ hadassumedthat they would be in the category of people thatcould notbe
indicted given the obvious connectionto President Trump, butI’lltake the news andI'llputitaway.
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announcements, or other actions that could impact an election. !!

On June 11, 2018, the Department responded to your office that it “concurs™ in those
recommendations. 12

For these reasons, we ask that you conduct an emergency review examining the following issues related
to Attorney General Barr’s actions and U.S. Attorney Durham’s work:

1. Whether the statements, any directives given, or other actions taken by Attorney General
Barr related to U.S. Attorney Durham’s investigation comply with Department policy,
procedures, guidance, or other practice, including with the Justice Manual, relevant
memoranda by Attorney General Barr and predecessors, and the practices identified in
your 2018 report regarding DOJ and FBI actions preceding the 2016 presidential election
relating to an ongoing investigation or election year sensitivities;

P Whether the Department implemented the recommendations on election year sensitivities
in your 2018 report regarding DOJ and FBI actions preceding the 2016 presidential
election;

2 If U.S. Attorney Durham issues a report in advance of the 2020 election, how this report

and any statements or other actions by U.S. Attorney Durham comply with Department
policy, procedures, guidance, or other practice, including with the Justice Manual,
relevant memoranda by Attorney General Barr and predecessors on election year
sensitivities, and the practices identified in your 2018 report regarding DOJ and FBI
actions preceding the 2016 presidential election;

4. Whether and to what extent the Department has implemented the recommendations from
your 2018 report regarding DOJ and FBI actions preceding the 2016 presidential election,
and to what extent the implementation of—or failure to implement—those
recommendations has impacted the actions of Attorney General Barr and U.S. Attorney
Durham related to U.S. Attorney Durham’s investigation;

3. The legal authority under which U.S. Attorney Durham has operated in this investigation,
including complying with any scoping memorandum or similar documents, and whether
such legal authority, if any, allows any future actions that U.S. Attorney Durham takes
pursuant to the investigation, including issuance of a report or any criminal or civil legal
proceedings; and

6. Whether, apart from regulations authorizing the public release of a report by a duly-
appointed Special Counsel,'? a Department prosecutor has the authority to issue a public
report about a subject who has not yet been charged in a federal court and the basis for

" Office of Inspector General, U.S. Dep 't of Justice, A Review of Various Actions by the Federal Bureauof Investigation and
Department of Justice in Advance ofthe 2016 Election, Jun. 2018 at XIV.

12 Id, at Attachment A.
13 See 28 CFR § 600.8-9.
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such authority.

Our request that you investigate these matters while Mr. Durham’s investigation remains ongoing falls
well within the ambit of past Office of Inspector General precedent. In 1997, the Office of Inspector
General investigated allegations of wrongdoing within the FBI laboratory in the midst of the prosecution
and then trial of Oklahoma City bomber Timothy McVeigh. 4 And when terminating U.S. Attorney
Geoffrey Berman in the Southern District of New York, Attorney General Barr himself authorized your
office to investigate any claims of improper interference in ongoing SDNY investigations. !>

Few actions would prove more damaging to public confidence in the integrity of the DOJ and our
democratic process than the perception that federal prosecutorial power can be used to prejudice a
pending investigation or influence an upcoming election. As such, we believe it is imperative that this
matter be immediately investigated, that you inform our Committees of your decision to open an
investigation, and that you report the results promptly to our Committees.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this urgent matter and your continuing commitment to
transparency and accountability on behalf of Congress, the Department of Justice, and the American
people.

Sincerely,
Jerrold Nadler Adam B. Schiff
Chair Chair
House Committee on the Judiciary House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence
‘."'? 7.
Carolyn B. Maloney Zoe Lofgren
Chair Chair
House Committee on Oversight and Reform House Committee on House Administration

¥ Richard A. Serrano, FBI Issued Flawed Bombing Analysis, U.S. Probe Finds,L.A. Times, Mar.22, 1997.
1% Letter to Geoffrey S. Berman, from William Barr, Attorney General, U.S. Dep’t of Justice, Jun. 20, 2020.
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CC:

The Honorable Jim Jordan, Ranking Member, House Committee on the Judiciary

The Honorable Devin Nunes, Ranking Member, House Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence

The Honorable James Comer, Ranking Member, House Committee on Oversight and Reform

The Honorable Rodney Davis, Ranking Member, House Committee on House Administration
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Anited Dtates Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

April 30,2019
The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz Corey R. Amundson
Inspector General Director and Chief Counsel
U.S. Department of Justice Office of Professional Responsibility
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW U.S. Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20530 950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Suite 3266

Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Inspector General Horowitz and Director Amundson:

We write regarding the serious concerns that have been raised about the actions of Attorney
General William Barr with respect to his handling of Special Counsel Robert Mueller’s report.
Attorney General Barr’s actions raise significant questions about his decision not to recuse
himself from overseeing the Special Counsel’s investigation, whether his actions with respect to
the release of the report complied with Department of Justice policies and practices, and whether
he has demonstrated sufficient impartiality to continue overseeing the fourteen criminal matters
related to the Special Counsel’s investigation that were referred principally to other components
of the Department of Justice and the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI).! In light of these
concerns, we respectfully request that the Office of the Inspector General and the Office of
Professional Responsibility immediately begin investigations of these issues.

Six months before his nomination to be Attorney General, Mr. Barr wrote an unsolicited 19-page
memo to Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosenstein and Assistant Attorney General for the Office
of Legal Counsel Steve Engel criticizing Special Counsel Mueller’s investigation of obstruction
of justice by Donald Trump.? In his memo, Mr. Barr conceded that he was “in the dark about
many facts,” and yet he asserted that “Mueller’s obstruction theory is fatally misconceived” and
premised on a “legally insupportable reading of the law.”® Mr. Barr also argued that “Mueller
should not be permitted to demand that the President submit to interrogation about alleged
obstruction.” Despite this memo, which presents, at the very least, an appearance of bias, Mr.
Barr refused to recuse himself from directly overseeing Special Counsel Mueller’s investigation
when he was confirmed as Attorney General.® While the Justice Department stated that Attorney
General Barr’s decision to not recuse was consistent with the advice of senior ethics attorneys, it
provided few details about the nature of this seemingly anomalous decision. Given the Attorney
General’s subsequent troubling actions in handling the Special Counsel’s report, further
investigation of the process leading to his non-recusal decision is warranted.

! Department of Justice, Report On The Investigation Into Russian Interference In The 2016 Presidential Election,
Appendix D, https://www justice.gov/storage/report.pdf.

? Memo from Bill Barr to Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosenstein and Assistant Attorney General Steve Engel,
June 8, 2018, available at https:/int.nyt.com/data/documenthelper/549-june-2018-barr-memo-to-doj-
mue/bdc05e393 1 8dd2d | 36b3/optimized/full.pdf#page=1.

‘id atl.

4 Ibid.

3 See Josh Gerstein, Barr won't recuse himself from Mueller oversight, POLITICO (March 4, 2019),
https://www.politico.com/story/2019/03/04/barr-wont-recuse-mueller-1203210.

1

DOJ-20-1871-A-000119



Attorney General Barr’s actions following the completion of Special Counsel Mueller’s report
raise further questions regarding his impartiality towards the Special Counsel’s investigation and
the appropriateness of his conduct as the chief law enforcement officer of the United States.
After notifying Congress and the public on Friday, March 22, 2019, that he had received the
Special Counsel’s report,® Attorney General Barr released a four-page letter on March 24, 2019,
that purported “to summarize the principal conclusions reached by the Special Counsel.”” The
letter, however, selectively quoted fragments from the Special Counsel’s report. Moreover, the
subsequent release of the redacted report revealed that the Attorney General’s letter had
presented quotations from the report out of context or with key words omitted to suggest that the
President had been cleared of wrongdoing.® Given that the Special Counsel’s report included
executive summaries that seem to have been readily available for public release, we found the
letter particularly concerning as a possible effort to mislead the public.

We are also troubled by the Attorney General’s use of his March 24 letter to summarily conclude
that the “evidence developed during the Special Counsel’s investigation is not sufficient to
establish that the President committed an obstruction-of-justice offense.” The letter asserts,
without any justification, that the Special Counsel’s decision not to reach “any legal conclusions
leaves it to the Attorney General to determine whether the conduct described in the report
constitutes a crime.”'” It is unclear what statute, regulation, or policy led the Attorney General to
interject his own conclusion that the President’s conduct did not amount to obstruction of justice,
particularly when he had not yet released the redacted Special Counsel’s report, which explicitly
noted that “if we had confidence after a thorough investigation of the facts that the President
clearly did not commit obstruction of justice, we would so state.”'! The Attorney General’s
conduct is even more concerning given that the report itself identifies Congress’s impeachment
authority and future prosecution once the President leaves office as possible ways to address the
obstruction of justice evidence. But the report does not refer to a purported role of the Attorney
General to make legal conclusions that the Special Counsel expressly declined to make.'?

In addition, we found disturbing that Attorney General Barr provided the President’s personal
attorneys access to the Special Counsel’s report before Congress and the public. News reports
indicate that the Attorney General granted Rudy Giuliani, Jay Sekulow and two other Trump
lawyers access to review the full redacted report for two days before providing the redacted
report to Congress and the public.'* While the Attorney General asserted that the President’s
personal attorneys’ request to review the redacted report before its public release “was consistent
with the practice followed under the Ethics in Government Act,” we have serious concerns about

¢ Letter from Attorney General William Barr (March 22, 2019), available at
https://int.nyt.com/data/documenthelper/708-attorney-general-william-barr-letter-

mueller/b7fd3a05ab6 | 8bad8544/optimized/full.pdf#page=1.

7 Letter from Attorney General William Barr (March 24, 2019), available at
https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/5779688-AG-March-24-2019-Letter-to-House-and-Senate.html.
8 See Charlie Savage, How Barr’s Excerpts Compare to the Mueller Report's Findings, N.Y. TIMES (April 20,
2019), https://www.nytimes.com/2019/04/19/us/politics/mueller-report-william-barr-excerpts.html.

? Supra note 7.

19 Ibid.

Y Supra note 1, at vol, 2, p. 8.

12 See, e.g., supra note 1, at vol. 2, p. 8, 178.

13 See, e.g., Karen Freifeld, Trump lawyers reviewed Mueller report for 10 hours before it was made public,
REUTERS (April 19, 2019), https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-trump-russia-lawyers-idUSKCN IRV 18M.

2

DOJ-20-1871-A-000120



the propriety of the Attorney General’s decision to grant access to the full redacted report,
particularly when he did not appear to grant other individuals named in the report similar access
and he did not limit review to the portions of the report referencing Donald Trump.'* This
decision to purportedly act “consistent with the practice” under an expired law merits exacting
review to determine whether the Attorney General’s action was appropriate and justified, given
that he ignored other provisions of this law, such as those requiring Congress to be provided with
information necessary to enable it to conduct proper oversight.'

We further believe that Attorney General Barr’s decision to hold a press conference to assert his
own views regarding the report well before releasing the redacted report and his statements at the
press conference warrant serious scrutiny as to whether they were proper and consistent with
Justice Department policies and practices. At the press conference, Attorney General Barr
appeared to make statements that were inconsistent with the Special Counsel’s findings and
demonstrated a lack of impartiality. For example, the Attorney General claimed that “the White
House fully cooperated with the Special Counsel’s investigation,” despite the Special Counsel’s
detailed findings of President Trump’s efforts to obstruct the investigation, refusal to be
interviewed by the Special Counsel, and submission of “inadequate” written responses.'® The
Attorney General also repeatedly asserted that there was “no collusion,” defending the President
as “frustrated and angered by a sincere belief that the investigation was undermining his
presidency.”!”

Moreover, the Attorney General’s statements at the press conference compounded the misleading
impression he created in his March 24 letter regarding the Special Counsel’s determinations
regarding the criminality of the President’s conduct. In both his March 24 letter and his
statements at the press conference, Attorney General Barr gave the misimpression that the
guidelines from the Justice Department’s Office of Legal Counsel (OLC) against indicting a
sitting president played little to no role in the Special Counsel’s decision to not charge the
President with obstruction of justice.'® The redacted report, however, makes clear that the OLC’s
guidelines played a significant role in the Special Counsel’s decision, stating that the Special
Counsel’s office “accepted OLC’s legal conclusion for the purpose of exercising prosecutorial
jurisdiction.”!” These statements and actions, along with the Attorney General’s prior statements,
such as his claim that the federal government’s investigation of the Trump campaign constituted
“spying,” also indicate that he lacks the impartiality to continue overseeing ongoing matters
stemming from the Special Counsel’s investigation.?’

14 Attorney General William P. Barr Delivers Remarks on the Release of the Report on the Investigation into
Russian Interference in the 2016 Presidential Election, April 18, 2019, hitps://www.justice.gov/opa/speech/attorney-
general-william-p-barr-delivers-remarks-release-report-investigation-russian.

15 See, e.g., 28 U.S.C. 595(c); 28 U.S.C. 594(h).

' Compare ibid. with supra note 1, Appendix C.

'7 Supra note 15,

18 Aaron Blake, How William Barr successfully pre-spun the Mueller report for Trump, N.Y. TIMES (April 19,
2019), https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2019/04/19/how-william-barr-successfully-pre-spun-mueller-
report-trump/?utm_term=.122¢1c6362ba.

1 Supra note 1, at vol. 1, p. 1.

2 See, e.g., Nicholas Fandos and Adam Goldman, Barr Asserts Intelligence Agencies Spied on the Trump
Campaign, N.Y. TIMES (April 10, 2019), https:/www.nytimes.com/2019/04/10/us/politics/barr-trump-campaign-
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Given these concerns, we therefore urge the Office of the Inspector General and the Office of
Professional Responsibility to initiate immediately investigations of the following matters:

Whether Attorney General Barr’s decision not to recuse himself from overseeing the
Special Counsel’s investigation was proper and consistent with ethical rules and practices
within the Department of Justice;

Whether Attorney General Barr’s four-page letter dated March 24, 2019, regarding
Special Counsel Mueller’s report was misleading and whether it was consistent with
Department of Justice policies and practices;

Whether Attorney General Barr’s actions in permitting President Trump’s private
attorneys to review the entire Special Counsel’s report at length before sharing the report
with Congress, other individuals named in the report, and the public, was appropriate and
consistent with Department of Justice policies and practices;

Whether Attorney General Barr’s press conference on April 18, 2019, regarding Special
Counsel Mueller’s report, which took place well before he released a redacted version of
the report, was misleading and consistent with Department of Justice policies and
practices;

Whether Attorney General Barr has demonstrated sufficient impartiality to continue
overseeing the ongoing matters related to the Special Counsel’s investigation referenced
in Appendix D of the Special Counsel’s report;

Whether Attorney General Barr took any steps related to the transfers and referrals listed
in Appendix D of the report that were contrary to the advice of career prosecutors at the
Justice Department or the Department’s policies; and

Whether any of Attorney General Barr’s other actions or statements call into question his
impartiality such that they warrant his recusal from particular matters or are relevant to
the Senate Judiciary Committee’s oversight into the Department of Justice.

Thank you for your consideration of this important matter. We look forward to a prompt
response.

Sincerely,

Puayi K Deino — foilod lbminsl)

RICHARD BLUMENTHAL

United States Senator United States Senator

ALA D. HARRIS EDWARD J. MA@(EY
United States Senator United States Senator
4
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/A w%

TOM UDALL RON WYDEN //
United States Senator United States Senator
W "R
“LDON WHITEHOUSE PATTYMURRAY O
United States Senator United States Senator

C/ v i: et
CORY A. BOOKER
United States Senator

ted States Senator

s Aot it B VNl

KIRSTEN GILLIBRAND AMY KLOBUCHAR
United States Senator United States Senator
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KAMALA D. HARRIS COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY
CALIFORNIA AND GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

WWW. HARRIS.SENATE. GOV
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

Wnited States Senate G

May 3, 2019

The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz
Inspector General

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Inspector General Horowitz:

[ write to express grave concern about the independence of the Department of Justice under the
leadership of Attorney General William Barr. On May 1, Attorney General Barr appeared before the
Senate Judiciary Committee to discuss the conclusion of Special Counsel Robert Mueller’s
investigation. In response to my questions during the hearing, Attorney General Barr proved unable
or unwilling to state whether he had been directed to open investigations at the request or suggestion
of the President or other White House officials—an alarming response that strikes at the very heart of
the rule of law and threatens to undermine the longstanding independence of the Justice Department.
[ request that the Office of the Inspector General investigate whether the Attorney General has
received or acted upon such improper requests.

Such inappropriate requests by the President have been well documented. For instance, in addition to
investigating the Russian influence operation, Special Counsel Mueller also examined the President’s
conduct with regard to the Russia probe and documented a disturbing pattern of behavior on the part
of the President—repeated attempts to target his perceived opponents using the power of federal law
enforcement.'

Volume II of the Special Counsel’s report, which details his investigation of whether the President
obstructed justice. describes three separate occasions on which the President asked or suggested that
then-Attorney General Jeff Sessions open an investigation into the President’s former opponent,
Hillary Clinton.” The Special Counsel’s report also catalogues a series of tweets in which the
President suggests or openly calls for criminal and congressional investigations into Clinton’s
conduct—anti-democratic rhetoric designed to erode law enforcement’s time-honored freedom from
political pressure.?

However, when I asked Attorney General Barr whether the President or other White House officials
had ever made similar requests or suggestions to him, he was unable or unwilling answer the
question.

' Michael S. Schmidt, Mueller Report Reveals Trump's Fixation on Targeting Hillary Clinton, N.Y. TIMES, Apr. 24,
2019, at https:/www.nytimes.com/20 19/04/24/us/politics/jeft-sessions-hillary-clinton-donald-trump.html.

2U.S. DEP’T OF JUSTICE, SPECIAL COUNSEL ROBERT S. MUELLER, I, REPORT ON THE INVESTIGATION INTO RUSSIAN
INTERFERENCE IN THE 2016 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION (2019) vol. 11, at 107, 109,

T Id. a195, 96, 109, 110, 111.
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Senator Harris: Attorney General Barr, has the President or anyone at the White House ever
asked or suggested that you open an investigation of anyone?

Attorney General Barr: Um. [ wouldn't ... [ wouldn’t, uh—
Senator Harris: Yes or No?
Attorney General Barr: Could you ... could you repeat that question?

Senator Harris: | will repeat it. Has the President or anyone at the White House ever asked
or suggested that you open an investigation of anyone? Yes or no please, sir.

Attorney General Barr: Um, the President or anybody else...

Senator Harris: Seems you would remember something like that and be able to tell us.

Attorney General Barr: Yeah, but I'm, I'm trying to grapple with the word “suggest.” |
mean, there have been discussions of, of matters out there that, uh—they have not asked me to
open an investigation, but...

Senator Harris: Perhaps they’ve suggested?

Attorney General Barr: [ don’t know, [ wouldn’t say suggest...
Senator Harris: Hinted?

Attorney General Barr: [ don’t know.

Senator Harris: Inferred? You don’t know?

Attorney General Barr: No.

There must be no doubt that the Department of Justice and its leadership stand apart from partisan
politics, and resist improper attempts to use the power of federal law enforcement to settle personal
scores. In light of the disturbing conduct documented in the Special Counsel’s report, as well as
Attorney General Barr’s failure to demonstrate his own independence from the President on such
matters, I urge the Office of Inspector General to investigate whether the Attorney General has
received or acted upon requests or suggestions, whether implied or explicit, to investigate the
President’s perceived enemies.

Sincerely,

KAMALA D. HARRIS
nited States Senator
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Nnited States Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

May 6, 2019

The Honorable Michael Horowitz
Inspector General

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Mr. Horowitz:

We write to request that your office conduct an investigation of whether any unlawful or
improper communications have occurred between the Justice Department and the White House
or other entities. We also request that you review the Justice Department’s current policy
regarding communications with the White House and address the questions identified below.

Late last year, Senate Democratic Leader Schumer requested that your office investigate
then-Acting Attorney General Matthew Whitaker’s unusual history of contacts with the White
House, including whether he engaged in communications intended to undermine or obstruct
Special Counsel Robert Mueller’s investigation or that otherwise may have been in violation of
law or policy. You declined to act on that request because of your concerns about the potential of
such an inquiry to overlap with Special Counsel Mueller's investigation

Since this request, the Special Counsel has concluded its investigation and additional
instances of potentially unlawful or improper communications between the Justice Department
and the White House have come to light. At a February 8, 2019 hearing before the House
Judiciary Committee, former Acting Attorney General Matthew Whitaker denied having
conversations with the President about certain proceedings in the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the
Southern District of New York. Later, after Mr. Whitaker’s testimony was contradicted both by
media accounts and witnesses who claimed to have direct knowledge of these conversations, Mr.
Whitaker at a March 13" meeting with the House Judiciary Committee no longer denied
speaking to the President. Mr. Whitaker also described a flurry of activity at the Department that
appears to have been focused on matters involving Michael Cohen and the Southern District—all
of it prompted by phone calls from the President.

In addition, Deputy Attorney General Rosenstein, who was responsible for overseeing
Special Counsel Mueller’s investigation, reportedly sought to assure President Trump that he
was on his team and that he could “land the plane™ if permitted to remain in his job.

Most recently, at a May 1, 2019 hearing before the Senate Judiciary Committee, Attorney
General Barr was asked by Senator Kamala Harris: “Has the President or anyone at the White
House ever asked or suggested that you open an investigation of anyone?” Mr. Barr refused to
provide a direct answer during his testimony and ultimately replied “I don’t know™ while also
acknowledging that “there have been discussions of — of matters out there....”
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As you are aware, it has been the policy of the Justice Department across administrations
that the rule of law depends upon the evenhanded administration of justice, that legal judgments
must be impartial and insulated from political influence, and that investigatory and prosecutorial
powers be exercised free from partisan consideration. While under these policies certain
communications related to pending or contemplated criminal investigations or prosecutions are
permitted in limited circumstances, they may occur only when it is important for the
performance of the President's duties and appropriate from a law enforcement perspective.

If Mr. Barr or any Justice Department official has acted on requests from the President or
White House officials to obstruct or influence ongoing investigations, use partisan considerations
to target specific individuals for criminal investigation or prosecution, or provide information
regarding cases that implicate the President or those connected to him, such actions would be
highly inappropriate, potentially unlawful, and raise fundamental constitutional concerns
regarding the Justice Department’s independence and impartiality.

In light of these concerns, we request that you address the following questions:

1. What is the Justice Department’s current policy regarding communications with the
White House and how is it enforced? Is the policy and its enforcement adequate to ensure
the Department’s independence and impartiality?

2. Have there been any violations or allegations of violations by Mr. Barr, Mr. Rosenstein,
Mr. Whitaker, or other Justice Department officials of the policy regarding
communications with the White House? If so, please describe the instances where
violations or allegations occurred and explain the actions taken in response.

3. Inresponse to any contacts by the President or White House officials regarding pending
or contemplated criminal cases, has any Justice Department official taken steps to
obstruct or influence ongoing investigations, use partisan considerations to target specific
individuals for criminal investigation or prosecution, or provide information regarding
cases that implicate the President or those connected to him?

If you believe your office does not have the authority or jurisdiction to conduct this
investigation, we ask that you refer this request to the appropriate Justice Department official,
including officials within the Office of Professional Responsibility. Thank you for your attention
to this urgent matter.

Sincerely,
] f: >l o
HM'-?.F:"’_'
Dianne Feinstein Charles E. Schumer
U.S. Senator U.S. Senator
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May 23‘ 2019 ENVIRONMENT
The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz Corey R. Amundson
Inspector General Director and Chief Counsel
U.S. Department of Justice Office of Professional Responsibility
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW U.S. Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20530 950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Suite 3266

Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Inspector General Horowitz and Director Amundson:

[ write today about misleading and inaccurate statements made by Attorney General William P.
Barr during his testimony in front of the House Appropriations Committee on April 9, 2019. In
light of his testimony, and subsequent reports contradicting that testimony, I respectfully request
that the Office of the Inspector General and the Office of Professional Responsibility
immediately begin investigations into Mr. Barr’s conduct.

During the hearing, | asked Mr. Barr about his conclusions and interactions with Special Counsel
Robert Mueller and members of his team as I tried to discern how Mr. Barr was able to
conclusively state that President Trump did not commit obstruction of justice.

Below is the transcript of my exchange with the Attorney General:

CRIST:

Okay. Reports have emerged recently, general, that members of the Special Counsel's
team are frustrated at some level with the limited information included in your March
24th letter. that it does not adequately or accurately, necessarily. portray the report's
findings. Do you know what they are referencing with that?

BARR:
No, | don't—

However, the Washington Post and the New York Times later reported that Mr. Mueller wrote
Mr. Barr twice because he was concerned that Mr. Barr’s public statements “did not fully capture
the context, nature, and substance™ of the investigation'. Additionally, Mr. Mueller was
concerned that Mr. Barr’s public statements undermined “[...] public confidence in the outcome

! https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/national-security/mueller-complained-that-barrs-letter-did-not-
capture-context-of-trump-probe/2019/04/30/d3c8fdb6-6b7b-11e9-a66d-
a82d3f3d96d5 story.html?utm term=.b9541dc390ae
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of the investigation.”> Mr. Mueller feared that misinformation released by Mr. Barr was
skewing the report and muddying facts.

Mr. Barr’s continued insistence that his statements were not misleading during his testimony is
particularly egregious considering his previous experience serving as Attorney General. Mr.
Barr’s flippant responses ignore the gravity of this investigation and its impact on our nation and
national security. Congress depends on truthful information in order to make informed
decisions. As the chief law enforcement officer in the nation, Mr. Barr’s allegiance is not to
President Trump but to the American people who deserve transparency and truth.

I look forward to hearing from your offices regarding this request.

Sinc

Charlie Crist
UNITED STATES CONGRESSMAN

2 https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/national-security/mueller-complained-that-barrs-letter-did-not-
capture-context-of-trump-probe/2019/04/30/d3c8fdb6-6b7b-11e9-ab6d-
a82d3f3d96dS story.html?utm term=.46413f4737e2
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July 15, 2019

Mr. Stephen Boyd

DISTRGT QFFICE
1100 W, Saginaw STnoct, SUime 34
Lansing, M1488713
PUDNE: (5171 993-0510

CARITOL GFIKE
1531 LokgworTi House OFRcE Burtoma
WasHinGToN, DC 20515-2208

i Q'. :

PHONE: {202} 2254872
Fax: 1207) 225-5820

Congress of the United States -
1Bousge of Wepresentatives
ELISSA SLOTKIN

8TH DisTRICT, MICHIGAN

Assistant Attomey General for Office of Legislative Affairs
U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Room 1145

Washington, DC 20530-0009

Dear Mr. Boyd,

I am writing on behalf of

(D)E). (BUTHC)

in regards to the complaint she filed with the U.S.

Department of Justice (D

0J). She has several questions regarding the DOJ's processing of her

complaint. First, she would like to know why no one signed the letiers of acknowledgement that

received by the DOJ and if this is the accepted practice? Secondly.

her complaints have been
(210N |would like to know the status of her complaint and when a final response will be sent

to her? Finally she outlin

s her other questions concerning Attorney General Barr’s actions and

appropriate consequences in the attached privacy release form.

Your review and response to this inquiry is greatly appreciated. Please feel free to communicate
directly with niy aide. Gina Shireman, at my Lansing district office, or at
gina.shireman@mail.house.gov.

Sincerely,
Elissa Slotkin
Member of Congress

ES/gs

Enclosure

PRINTED ON AzCYCLED PAPER
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The Honorable Elissa SlotBi====== f
Sth

’RECEIVED
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;
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!

Congressional District, Michigan

PRIVACY AUTHORIZATION FORM

r?fther (please s i§]‘f g

D)(6): (D)(7)(C) b)(6); (BHTHC) b)(6): (B)(T)(C)
Last First Middle
Namg Name: Name:
3 O |"‘1L~IL'1-.‘£‘
ID #: Check one: (_SSN) Alien #
B)(B): (b)(T)(C)
Date of Birth .
BY(B): (B)(T)(C)
Street Address: |
: D)(6): (b)(7)(C)
B)(6). ()(71)0) TG
City Btate: {7 Zip:
(D)(6): (PITHC)
Home Pho rk Phone:
(0)(6). (b)THC)
Email Address:

Pursuant to the Privacy Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C. § 552a), | hercby authorize appropriaic
governmental agencics to releasc information about me and relevant to this inquiry to
Representative Elissa Slotkin (MI-8) and her staff.

Signature:

b)(BY. (PDXTHC)

Date:

2 P17 9

Please print and return the original signed form to the following office:

Lansing District Office

1100 W. Saginaw Street

Suite 3A
Lansing, MI 48915
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Case information
1. Description of problem:

| filed the enclosed amended complaint against AG William Barr, which includes at the top
the original comgplaint plus an amendment below. Also below the dotted line is the text of yet
another letter | sent in regards to getting an incomplete response back from the DOJ
acknowledging my complaint but in an unsigned lefter. To date | have received nothing back
in regards to why they haven't yet assigned any fie number to my complaint nor sent me
any response back as to the status of my compiaint. As | state in my last response | won't
allow my complaint to slip into a black hole never to be heard from or seen again. it is my
belief that the DOJ has been corrupted at the top now with Barr running that agency. My
belief is based on these observations: 1. Several Mueller investigations that were still
ongoing were put to an end night after Barr took over. Some ot these may have been justified
but likely not all. 2. Most importantly Barr was implicated in the decision to not have the
Treasury Dept. and IRA refease any of Trump's tax returns to the House Ways and Means
Committee in violation of existing tax law, which is very clear on this paint. if this is true and |
have good reason to believe it is, Mr. Barr violated the Commonwealth of Virginia attomey
bar ethics rules by advising others to break the law. Barr is a totai scumbag as more
detailed in my complaint. if Congress waort't impeach him than | feel | must make an attempt
to have his law license taken away by filing a written grievance with the Virginia Bar
Association. Assuming this won't take forever, it could effectively remove him from the AG
position since he could not serve in that position without a law license. But even if | can't get
his license taken away, at least there wili be a permanent grievance that's attached to his
law license and this could be made public at any time.

2. Have i contacted other government agencies or organizations to seek assistance?

NO. But 1 likely made some calls to various Democratic members on the Judiciary and
Oversight Committees and the Committees themselves. But these calls were made {o get
them to take action against Barr 1o remove him from his office. Not in regards to my
complaint to the DOJ.

3. How can Rep. Sloikin assist me?

1 would like her to do whatever followup she can in regards to my complaint with the DOJ-
OIG to find out these twe things:

a. Why did no one sign any of the two letters they sent back to me acknowledging receipt of
my complaint? Any why was this considered accepted practice?

b. What is the status of my complaint and when do they expect there will be a decision
made? And when there's a decision made will | be informed of i fully? If not, why noi?

¢. How do they justify someone who publicly perjured themselves twice before Congress
being allowed to remain as AG?

d. How do they justify the AG telling both the Treasury Secretary and the head of the IRS 1o
break the law by not complying with both a lawful and valid request for Trump’s tax retums
by the House Ways and Means Commitiee?
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&. How Qé'fhey justify not doing anything about an AG who refuses a valid subpoena io
appear before Congress to testify?

4. Please make any other Committee members and Chairs on the Judiciary, Banking and
Finance, Ways and Means, and Oversight or members of those Commitiees aware of my
efforts if you teel this might be helpful to them or others.
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April 5, 2019

Office of the Inspector Generatl
U.S. Department of Justice
Office of the Inspector General
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW,,
Suite 4706

Washington, D.C. 286530-0001

AMENDED COMPLAINT AGAINST ATTORNEY GENERAL WILLIAM BARR

Dear Sirs,

I found it extremely troubling that AG William P. Barr thought it prudent to attend a partisan, political,
photo op-lovefest with Individual-1 and other human props in the Oval Office on March 15, 2019
celebrating Individual-1's veto of bipartisan legislation passed overwhelmingly by both Houses of
Congress that overturned his declaration of a naticnal emergency in order to take monies previously
appropriated by Congress and for use by other agencies and Departments to fund a small border
wall...money that both Houses of Congress had already refused to grant to him for that purpose.

First, it was clear to aimost everyone that Individual-1's border wall was not a national emergency
because in prior statements and non actions by Individual-1, had it been a real national emergency, he
could have acted much sooner. Also had it been a real national emergency versus his fake campaign
one, he would have gotten support from Congress. In addition, building a border wall along the southern
border with Mexico would take many billions more dotlars then he requested and decades to complete
because of the need to seize lots of land under eminent domain. Individual-1's voters never were told
their land could be seized by the government for his wall and they would have to pay for his wail. So by
attending this meeting in the Oval Office, AG Barr was lending his credence and stamp of approval to a
massive fraud perpetrated on Individual-1's voters by Individual-1 during his 2016 campaign.

Secondly, many well-respected Constitutional legal scholars including Lawrence Tribe have already
weighed in on this issue to claim this particular declaration of a national emergency by Individual-1 is
unconstitutional. So it's clear this issue is not "solidly grounded in law" and already has created many
challenges to its constitutionality in the courts by at least 16 states and several other groups like Public
Citizen, The ACLU, and Citizens for Ethics and Responsibility in Government, who sued the DDJ.

Thirdly, since there were already many ongoing fegal challenges to Indivicual-1's declaration of a
national emergency in various Federal Courts that surely Mr. Barr would have been aware of because
they all proceeded his statement below, Mr. Barr acted recklessly and incompetently by making such an
absurdly false public statement ta prove his loyalty to Individual-1 as quoted below.

"Barr said the president’s emergency order was 'clearly authorized under the law’ and
'solidly grounded in law.'

Mr. Barr needs to be sanctioned or found in violation of Departmental ethics and/or DOJ policies and
practices or both. Also Mr. Barr should be advised to recuse himself from any ongoing and future
investigation of the Trump Administration, The Trump Organization, The Trump Foundation, The Trump
Inaugural Committee, The Trump campaign, Mr. Trump himself and any of his family members, and any
and all individuals associated with Mr. Trump, who are still under investigation or could be under
investigation by any Federal agency or by Special Counsel Robert Mueller's former staff or other
prosecutors now following up on his report. If Mr. Barr refuses to take DOJ advice to recuse himself, a
report of this must be immediately sent to Congress so they can decide what actions they must take in
response.

file:s / fUsers [(BY(B). (D)(7)(C) ydojletrer2 tami Page 1 of 5
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Also Mr. Barr should be recused from taking any actions or being involved with any decision-making in
the DOJ based on the Mueller report. He should be barred [no pun intended] from only editing or
summarizing or by any other means blocking the full Mueller report from members of Congress and the
public except where applicable such as: Preventing undo interference in any and all investigations of
Trump and his family that sprang from the Mueller investigations or other investigations, or that contain
highly classified information that should be redacted but not for the Gang of Eight, or salacious
information whose primary purpose would be to embarrass someone not a party to any of these
investigations, or for grand jury testimony where a court order is needed to have it released. In the case
of Grand Jury testimony where the Grand Jury has completed its term, its work is finished, and they
have been dismissed, the DOJ must seek an order from these courts asking for the Grand Jury
testimony to be turned over to Congress. Everything must be released including all the underiying
investigative reports and evidence and all the assessments and summaries by Mueller and his team. All
documents related to that report must be released. Everything related to why the Special Counsel
refused to indict or did indict must aiso be released. For anything not being released ample justification
should be put in writing and sent to House Committee chairs and they should be allowed to see all of
the redacted material in a secure location upon request and with just cause.

Mr. Barr should never have attended a meeting in the Oval Office like this particular one referenced
supra to support someone under several ongoing criminal and intelligence investigations by both state
and federal authorities and who also is an un-indicted co-conspirator in a criminal case uniess he was
wearing a wire in support of ongoing DOJ's investigations. But it's much worse. While Mr. Barr was
attending this Individual-1 jovefest in the Oval Office, he publicly said this about Individual-1's actions
in vetoing the legistation over his national emergency declaration:

"...the president's emergency order was 'clearly authorized under the law’ and 'solidly
grounded in law."”

Oh, Reallyt While the first part of his statement could be vague enough to mean the President has the
authority to declare a national emergency, the second part of his statement is blatantly false based on
the already large numbers of ongoing court challenges to the national emergency of which Barr had
prior notice. And even though a President can order a National Emergency he cannot do this for any
reason whatsoever nor for corrupt or strictly political purposes. Nor can he call a National Emergency
just to sidestep Congress because they refused to give him the money he wanted. So Mr. Barr was also
not correct either on the first part of his statement under the current set of facts. No matter how
broadly written the statute granting the President authority to declare a National Emergency, it was
never meant as a means to take away or erode the exclusive power of the purse of Congress under the
Constitution.

No one should tolerate the AG, the highest ranking federal law enforcement officer of the United States
biatantly lying to the American people in order to curry favor with a known criminal. I don't use the
term "criminal® lightly either in talking about Individual-1 because criminal fraud could have just as
easily been charged against Trump and Trump University instead of only allowing these fraud charges to
proceed and settle as class action lawsuits. And Individual-1 already is the un-indicted co-conspirator in
multiple felonies in the Southern District of New York to which his own personal attorney, Michael Cohen
plead guilty and will be going to prison.

More importantly before most of the lawsuits challenging Individual-1's national emergency are even
heard on this issue, the AG has already weighed in on how the courts should decide this issue. And
according to recent reports from prosecutors who were part of Mueller's team, Mr Barr gave a very
misleading sumrnary of their report. Mr. Barr has afigned himself already with Individuai-1 -- a known
criminal -- and against the Constitution and Congress in order to do Individual-1's bidding. He's
behaving like a lackey and a member of Individual-1's clown show. Thus he has irreparably
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compromised himself and is therefore not a fair and impartial arbiter of facts and law. He should have
stayed away from any staged partisan political photo cp and kept his big mouth shut and aflowed other
courts to decide the "national emergency declaration” issue based on facts and law. What next? Is he
going to appear at Individual-1's campaign rallies and urge his crowd to yell: "Lock them up!" In my
opinion his display of extreme and excessive partisanship while AG, should be automatically
disqualifying. If allowed to persist it will eventually infect the entire Justice Department.

Americans should not have known where Mr. Barr stood on the litigation over a declaration of a national
emergency while it was being litigated if at all. Nor should they have been lied ta by their own AG who
called it "solid law." Nothing he says or does anymore can undo the damage he has done to the Justice
Department and himself. He's become a national disgrace. Mr. Barr’s decision to pose with all the props
brought into the Oval Office will forever cast a dark shadow over any decisions he will have to make
over Special Counsel Mueller's report and any future or on-going investigations related to that report.
That's why he needs to recuse himself,...NOW!!!

Americans should not have an AG up to his neck in protecting Individual-1's scandals and criminality in
charge of all investigations emanating from the Mueller report going forward until Congress is satisfied
they have the full Mueller report. And Congress needs everything else they ask for to continue with their
own investigations for as long as it takes. And Congress needs the assurance that Mr. Barr will not
interfere or has not interfered to hinder or damage any ongoing investigations at the Federal level
regarding Individual-1 and his businesses, himseif, his family, campaign and inauguration or anything
else they are pursuing based on evidence a crime was committed.

Lots of Americans inciuding public officials have been questioning whether Mr. Barr could act
independently while running the DQ3, since we all know Individual-1 would only pick someone for that
position he thought he could control and do his bidding to block or hinder any investigations both
ongoing and future ones of himseif and his family. Why? Because Individual-1 forced Jeff Sessions out
of the AG position because he recused himself. And he fired the head of the FBI, James Comey because
Comey wouldn't do his bidding in protecting Michael Flynn. I was willing to give Mr. Barr the benefit of
the doubt initially despite having serious reservations based upon his past history and testimony before
the Senate and his obvious attempt to get the AG job by casting himself as an antagonist to the Special
Counsel's appointment in a letter he sent to the DOJ for the White House to.use for consideration of his
nomination as Attorney General, containing his stated belief that the President is above the law and
can't be charged with obstruction of justice. So I'm offering in my complaint additional recent evidence
that Mr. Barr shouldn't be involved with the Mueller report or any other potential federal investigations
of Individuai-1 and his accomplices in crime. Mr. Barr came out of "retirement" to protect individual-1
just like he protected President Gearge H.W. Bush and other Iran-cantra criminais by promoting early
pardons for many of them. In my view those pardons were an act of obstruction of justice by Mr. Barr,
even if it would be hard to prove criminal intent. Mr. Barr's not Individual-1's defense counsel. So he
shouldn't be allowed to behave like one while acting as Attorney General.

New addendum: I now wish to add one more item to my charges against Mr. Barr that wasn't known
at the time I wrote my original complaint: Mr. Barr's behavior with regards to writing a controversial
four-page opinion/summary of the Mueller report while deliberately being unwilling to disciose for almost
a week about how many pages were in the Mueller report although he never gave anyone a correct and
exact number, then weighing in with his fraudulent attempt to clear Individual-1 of obstruction of
Justice, which Mr. Mueller declined to do because he felt he couldn't do it, should also disqualify Mr. Barr
from hoiding the position of U.S. Attorney General. His premature first decisions on the Muelier report
were nothing more than a clear and blatant attempt to poison the well of American public opinion to
favor Individual-1 without providing any reasons or facts to support his summary and decision. Also as
we now know his summary grossly misrepresented the findings of the Mueller team. 1 would also add
these were very poor decisions by someone who should be trying very hard to convince everyone he's
not the President's lackey. Instead he did just the opposite and doubled down on proving he is that
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lackey. Who should trust Mr. Barr to be impartial? No one!

If you really care about protecting the institution of the Federal Judiciary system in this country, you
must do whatever it takes to at minimum remove Mr. Barr from his role over the investigation of
Individual-1 wherever it is taking place throughout the Federal court system and his handling of the
Mueller report.

At least AG Jeff Sessions had the good sense to recuse himseif from any ongoing investigations
regarding the Trump campaign, et. al. Mr. Barr seems to lack that good sense, which makes him much
more likely to act corruptly going forward.

I am requesting an open investigation into my charges and for a case or file number to be assigned to
my cempilaint for future reference.

Sincerely,

(D)) (BUTHC)

Ao G 3 Lﬂ/“n

B

House Judiciary Committe

, Senators Gary Peters and Debbie Stabenow, and Rep. Ellisa Slotkin

May 24, 2019

U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Inspector General

Investigative Division

1425 New York Avenue, N.W., Suite 7100
Washington, D.C. 20530

RE: WILLIAM P. BARR COMPLAINTS PREVIOUSLY FILED
Dear whoever,

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of May 13, 2019 enclosed herein. The same ietter was also
sent to me on April 18, 2019 regarding my criginal complaint. As you must know my amended
complaint was sent to you before everyone had knowiedge that Mr. Barr also committed perjury before
both the House and Senate in testimony he gave in answers to Congressman Christ of Florida, and Sen.
Van Hollen of Maryland regarding his foreknowledge of Robert Mueller's objections to Mr. Barr's
characterization of his finding. You can watch the videos of his testimony and judge for yourself whether
or not he committed perjury or if you prefer, lied to both chambers of Congress. Also not included in
either of my complaints was more recent knowledge that Mr. Barr has engaged in Obstruction of
Congress and Contempt of Congress likely in a conspiracy with the White House by refusing to testify
before the House Judiciary Committee under subpoena regarding his prior testimony to Congress. Also
he deliberately put out false and misfeading information and his own outlandish legaf theories and
conclusions about the Mueller report to everyone, conclusions that about S08 former federal prosecutors
and judges have aiready publicly disagreed with on the obstruction of justice portion. In other words my
original and amended complaints are already ancient history in describing Mr. Barr's unethical, unlawful,
possibly criminal, behavior.

YOU ARE HEREBY PUT ON NOTICE that someone must sign your letter to me enclosed and add some
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kind of office identification to it like a file number or complaint number and time and date stamp and
resend it back to me. None of your letters were signed by anyone and I consider that to be not only
abnormal but unprofessional. Without some reference number attached to my complaint there is no way
anyone including members of Congress can follow up on it. Nor can 1. Nor is an unsigned letter from
your office acknowledgement of anything. I will not allow my complaint to fall into an administrative
black hole. So please do what I ask and send the same back to me signed and time and date stamped
with a file number. And while you're at it, add my first paragraph in this letter to my amended
complaint. God only knows how many more amendments to my complaint will be required the way this
AG has been acting. It's already too late to salvage his already severely damaged reputation. If he can't
be recused from all investigations dealing with Trump and his family and associates, the DOJ will go
down with him. And Mr. Barr will go down too eventually as more Republican members of Congress
realize they are viclating their own oaths of office trying to protect him.

Sincerely,

b)(B); (B)(N)(C)
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COMMITTEES:

KIRSTEN GILLIBRAND
D SEAVICES
NEW YORK Emon% TPLII.:‘neuc WORKS
SENATOR SPECIAL ;omume ON AGING

" e Mnited States Senate

2022244481
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-3205

July 31, 2019

The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz
Inspector General

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave NW
Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Inspector General Horowitz,

On behalf of Eric Gamner’s family and the people of New York, I write to request that the
Office of the Inspector General conduct a review of Attorney General William Barr’s decision
not to prosecute anyone in connection with the death of Eric Gamner. Mr. Garner died in 2014
after being placed in an illegal chokehold during his amrest. Given.that Mr. Garner’s death, which
was ruled a homicide, was captured on video and the Civil Rights Division reportedly
recommending charges be filed, it is in the public’s interest to have an independent review of the
Gamer investigation and the ultimate decision not to file charges.

As you are aware, the investigation into Mr. Gamner’s death spanned five years, two
Administrations, four U.S. Attorneys General, and five U.S. Attorneys for the Eastern District of
New York. I am deeply troubled by the length of time it took the Department to come to a final
decision and am concerned by media reports that have outlined the internal disputes between the
Justice Department and Eastern District investigators and prosecutors involved in this case. It
was publicly reported that under former Attorney General Jeff Sessions, “(The) Civil rights
division prosecutors recommended to the deputy attorney general, Rod Rosenstein, that charges
be brought, but he declined to move forward.”” Moreover. accordmg to statements made by US
Attorney Richard P. Donohue on July 16, 2019, in announcing the Department’s decision,
Attomey General Barr “made the decision himself™ not to press charges against anyone,
suggesting a disregard for the recommendations of career federal civil rights prosecutors.?

When allegations of police misconduct and excessive use of force are reported, it is
imperative that the Justice Department uphold its duty to conduct oversight over local law
enforcement and ensure that communities of color are protected from racial profiling and
excessive use of force. Moreover, it is important that the public is able to have confidence in the

t Kaue Beaner, Em Ganm: Death Wil NarLcad ’o Fm':mf Cbmgc.r ﬁrN Y.PD. Oﬁm; IN.Y. Times (July 16, 2019)

2 Amhe:_]anueson a.nd Tasneem Nashrulls, The Pol.lce Ofﬁcer W'ho Kllled E:::c Gamer Wil.l Ofﬁcmlly Not Be Chargcd
With Any Cnmes, Buzzfeed News (July 16, 2019) s:/ e Iz foedne h : .
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Department leadership’s willingness to conduct unbiased investigations and engage in fair
prosecutorial decision-making based on the evidence in the case, even where—indeed, especially
where—the accused party is a member of law enforcement.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. I look forward to your reply.
Sificerely, . _
t . : a . ﬁ ;l ‘ :
Kirsten Gillibrand
United States Senator

DOJ-20-1871-A-000140



2' DEMOCRACY 21

October 1, 2019

Michael Horowitz

Inspector General

U.S. Department of Justice
Suite 4706

950 Pennsylvania Ave N.W.
Washington, DC 20530

Re: Democracy 21 complaint requesting Inspector General to investigate Attorney
General Barr’s activities relating to the Ukraine affair

Dear Inspector General Horowitz:

Attorney General William Barr is prominently named in the complaint filed by a whistleblower
alleging that President Trump, working with others, solicited and sought to pressure the
government of Ukraine into intervening in the 2020 presidential election by providing derogatory
information about former Vice President Joe Biden, a potential Democratic Party presidential
nominee in the 2020 election in which President Trump is running for reelection.

The second paragraph of the whistleblower complaint states that “the President of the United
States is using the power of his office to solicit interference from a foreign country in the 2020
U.S. election.” The complaint then says, “Attorney General Barr appears to be involved as well.”

The complaint describes a July 25, 2019 telephone call that President Trump had with Ukrainian
President Volodymyr Zelensky in which President Trump “sought to pressure the Ukrainian
leader to take actions to help the President’s 2020 reelection bid.” According to the complaint,
President Trump urged Zelensky to meet or speak with Attorney General Barr, whom the
President referred to multiple times during the call.

Thus, according to the whistleblower complaint, Attorney General Barr was named by President
Trump to serve as the president’s personal representative in his effort to solicit a foreign
government to intervene in the 2020 election.

The principal allegations in the complaint are confirmed by the memorandum released by the

White House on September 25, 2019 describing the contents of the July 25 phone call between
President Trump and President Zelensky.
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Both the whistleblower complaint and the White House report describing the Zelensky call
contain multiple references to statements by President Trump saying that he is involving
Attorney General Barr in his efforts to press a foreign country to investigate his political
opponent. For that reason, the allegations in the complaint directly implicate the institutional
integrity of the Justice Department and raise the question of whether the Attorney General,
named by the President as a participant in this matter, has failed to carry out the mission of the
Justice Department “to ensure fair and impartial administration of justice for all Americans.”

Accordingly, Democracy 21 calls on you to promptly conduct an investigation to determine what
role Attorney General William Barr played in President Trump’s efforts to pressure Ukraine to
interfere in the 2020 presidential election by gathering derogatory information on President
Trump’s potential opponent in that election.

This investigation also needs to determine if Attorney General Barr engaged in improper conduct
by failing to immediately and formally recuse himself from any role in the Department’s
subsequent actions and decisions on the whistleblower complaint as soon as Attorney General
Barr learned that he was named in the complaint.

Further, the investigation needs to determine whether Attorney General Barr played any role in
attempting to cover up the whistleblower complaint by participating in the discussions or
decisions by the Justice Department that initially prevented the complaint from being transmitted
to Congress, as the Inspector General of the Intelligence Community apparently believed was
required by law, or in determining that the complaint presented no violations of federal law that
warranted further investigation,

In particular, the investigation by your office should examine:

«  Whether and to what extent Attorney General Barr has discussed with President
Trump, his attorney Rudy Giuliani or with any other White House, Justice
Department or Trump campaign official the subject of encouraging, soliciting or
pressuring the government of Ukraine to investigate and provide derogatory
information about Vice President Biden or his family.

«  Whether Attorney General Barr has had any contact, in person, by telephone or by
other means, with any official or agent of the government of Ukraine about an
investigation of Vice President Biden or his family. '

»  Whether Attorney General Barr or the Justice Department has conducted or is
conducting any investigation of Vice President Biden or his family, and whether
Attorney General Barr has discussed with President Trump, with his attorney Rudy
Giuliani or with any other White House or Trump campaign official, or with any
officer or employee of the Justice Department, the subject of having the Justice
Department open and/or conduct an investigation of Vice President Biden or his
family,
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+  When and under what circumstances Attorney General Barr learned of the existence
of the whistleblower complaint about President Trump’s efforts to solicit Ukraine to
provide derogatory information about Vice President Biden or his family, and
whether Attorney General Barr should have formally recused himself from any
Departmental consideration of or decisions about the complaint upon learning that he
is named in the complaint.

+  Whether and to what extent Attorney General Barr or the office of the Attorney
General was involved in the Department’s discussions or decision-making process
regarding the whistleblower complaint, including whether the complaint should have
been transmitted to Congress by the Acting Director of National Intelligence.

»  Whether and to what extent Attorney General Barr or the office of the Attorney
General was involved in the Department’s discussions or decision-making process
regarding the issue of whether efforts by President Trump and others to solicit or
pressure the government of Ukraine to provide derogatory information about Vice
President Biden or his family constituted a violation of the federal campaign finance
laws.

The fact that the whistleblower complaint and the White House summary of the President’s call
to President Zelensky both state that the President identified Attorney General Barr as a
participant in what appears to be a gross abuse of power by the President makes this a matter of
urgent institutional importance for the Department of Justice.

A prompt investigation by your office to determine the facts in this matter and to determine
whether the Attoney General was involved in any improper conduct is essential in order for the
American people to have confidence in the Department of Justice and in Attorney General Barr’s
integrity and ability to credibly conduct the impartial administration of the law as the nation’s
chief law enforcement officer.

Additional Background and Issues

The statement in the whistleblower complaint that President Trump named Attorney General
Barr as a participant in his effort to solicit the government of Ukraine to provide derogatory
information about Vice President Biden is confirmed by the White House summary of the July
25 telephone call between President Trump and President Zelensky.

According to the official White House account, President Trump specifically mentioned
Attorney General Barr five times during that call (emphases added):

“1 would like to have the Attorney General call you or your people and I would like you
to get to the bottom of it.”

“I will ask him [Giuliani] to call you along with the Attorney General ”
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“There’s a lot of talk about Biden's son, that Biden stopped the prosecution and a lot of
people want to find out about that so whatever you can do with the Attorney General
would be great.”

“I will have Mr. Giuliani give you a call and I am also going to have Attorney General
Barr call and we will get to the bottom of it.”

“I will tell Rudy and Attorney General Barr to call. . ..”

These quotes—from the official White House memorandum on the July 25 call—by themselves
raise a host of questions that require investigation about the role that Attorney General Barr may
have played in President Trump’s efforts to use a foreign government to obtain derogatory
information about a political opponent. Your office should determine whether the President, the
White House or any agent of the President or White House at any time communicated to the
Attorney General any instruction or suggestion that the Attomey General call President Zelensky
or his “people” about investigating Vice President Biden.

If you determine that any such communication was made to the Attorney General, you should
then determine what instructions or suggestions were given and whether Attorney General Barr
took any actions in response to such instructions or suggestions. Beyond the question of whether
the Attorney General was asked or instructed to call any Ukrainian official or agent following the
July 25 call, your office should more broadly investigate whether the Attorney General has
participated in any discussions or taken any actions related to soliciting the government of
Ukraine to investigate Vice President Biden or to provide derogatory information about him,
either before or after the July 25 call.

The investigation also should determine whether the Attorney General has authorized or
participated in any investigation of Vice President Biden or his son, Hunter Biden; whether
President Trump or his agents requested or instructed the Attorney General or the Department to
undertake any such investigation as well as whether any such investigation either was conducted
or is currently being conducted, and if so, whether there are legitimate grounds for the
Department to investigate a leading potential opponent of President Trump in the 2020
presidential election.

Your investigation should also determine whether Attorney General Barr complied with Justice
Department recusal requirements by immediately and formally recusing himself from any
discussions and decisions regarding the whistleblower complaint. 28 C.F.R. § 45.2, see also 25
C.F.R. § 2635.502. Because the complaint states that Attorney General Barr “appears to be
involved™ in the allegations made in the complaint, the Attorney General’s participation in or
oversight of the Department’s handling of the complaint would, at a minimum, “create an
appearance of a conflict of interest likely to affect the public perception of the integrity of the
investigation or prosecution.” 28 C.F.R. § 45.2(b)}(2).

According to published reports, the whistleblower complaint was initially filed with Michael K.

Atkinson, the Inspector General of the Intelligence Community, on August 12, 2019. According
to a letter dated September 17, 2019 to the chairman and vice chairman of the House Permanent
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Select Committee on Intelligence, Mr. Atkinson determined that the complaint met the statutory
definition of expressing an “urgent concern” as set forth in 50 U.S.C. § 3033(k)(S)(G)(1). This
triggered Mr. Atkinson’s statutory obligation to forward the complaint to Acting DNI Joseph
Maguire, along with his “urgent concern” determination, which he did on August 26, 2019. This
transmittal in turn triggered the DNI’s obligation, within seven days, to forward the complaint to
the congressional intelligence committees along with any comments he considers appropnate. /d.
§ 3033¢k)(5)C).

The Acting DNI, however, did not forward the complaint to Congress, as required by statute.
Instead he sought guidance from the White House and the Department of Justice as to whether he
should do so. According to a report in The Washington Post:

Maguire said he first sought guidance from the White House Counsel’s Office and
next from the Office of Legal Counsel at the Justice Department. Officials raised
the possibility that the complaint could be covered by executive privilege, but no
one reached a definitive ruling on that, Maguire said.

In an opinion released on September 24, 2019 but initially made on September 3, 2019, the
Office of Legal Counsel (OLC) concluded that the whistleblower complaint did not meet the
statutory definition of an “urgent concern” and therefore that the Acting DNI did not have a
statutory obligation to transmit the complaint to the Congress. Instead, the OLC determined that
the complaint should be referred to the Department’s Criminal Division for review of whether
the actions described in the complaint constituted violations of the federal campaign finance
laws. The Department announced that the Criminal Division subsequently concluded that the
complaint did not present any violations of federal law that warranted further investigation.

According to a report in The Washington Post.

Senior Justice Department officials said the director of national intelligence
referred concerns about the [Zelensky] call to the Justice Department in late
August, after the intelligence community inspector general found that it was a
possible violation of campaign finance laws, Days later, the inspector general
referred the matter to the FBL.

Career prosecutors and officials in the Justice Department’s criminal division
reviewed the rough transcript, which they obtained voluntarily from the White
House, and determined the facts “could not make” the appropriate basis for an
investigation, a senior Justice Department official said Wednesday. The final
decision was made by Brian Benczkowski, who leads the Justice Department’s
criminal division. As part of their reasoning, Justice Department lawyers
determined that help with a government investigation could not be quantified as
*“a thing of value” under the law, officials said. . . .

Thus, by determining both that the law did not require the whistleblower complaint to be

forwarded to Congress and that the complaint did not present any potential violations of federal
law that warranted investigation, the Department of Justice took two separate actions that
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collectively had the result of shielding the complaint from public or congressional scrutiny and
which, if successful, would have ensured that there would not be a full investigation of the
allegations in the complaint. The fact that Congress subsequently learned of the complaint and
that congressional and public pressure led to its ultimate disclosure does not mitigate the impact
of the Department’s prior decisions to shield the complaint from public scrutiny and to quickly
terminate any investigation of the allegations made in the complaint.

While in the normal case there should be a presumption of regularity given to decisions made by
the Department, this is not a normal case. Here, as set forth multiple times in the White House
summary of the Zelensky call, President Trump names Attomey General Barr as a participant in
the activities that form the substance of the whistleblower complaint. The naming of the
Attorney General in the allegations of the complaint overcomes any presumption of regularity
for decisions about the complaint that were made by either the Attorney General or by his
subordinates in the Department. It requires that there be an investigation of those decisions,
especially where those decisions initially had the effect of blocking the transmittal of the
complaint to Congress by the Acting DNI, and then terminating any investigation into the
complaint by the Justice Department.

Accordingly, we believe it is essential that you investigate the process followed by the OLC in
issuing its ruling that the complaint did not constitute an “urgent matter” under the whistieblower
statute. We also urge you to investigate the process followed by the Criminal Division in
concluding that the complaint did not present any violation of federal law that required a full
investigation by the Department.

In both instances, you should determine whether Attorney General Barr, or any member of his
office, participated in discussions relating to the complaint or had any input into the decisions
reached by the Department about the complaint, and whether the Department’s decision-making
process was in any way tainted by the Attorney General’s self-interest in the matter.

According to a published report, “Department officials played down Barr’s role [in this matter],
saying that he was ‘generally knowledgeable’ of the discussions about the O.L.C. decision to
find the complaint not urgent, but was not involved in the Criminal Division’s decision to decline
to investigate the allegations.”

These characterizations by “Department officials” should not be accepted at face value and
should be subject to careful scrutiny, including whether under DOJ recusal requirements,
Attorney General Barr should not have been even “generally knowledgeable” about any Justice
Department discussions relating to the OLC decision. You should also determine what role, if
any, the President and the White House, or their agents, played in these Justice Department
decisions, given the fact that President Trump is the subject of the whistleblower complaint.

As noted earlier, a core mission of the Department of Justice is “to ensure fair and impartial
administration of justice for all Americans.” President Trump's repeated statements to a foreign
leader that he will have Attomey General Barr work directly with that leader to obtain
derogatory information about a U.S. presidential candidate implicates the Attorney General in a
gross abuse of power by the President. It also casts public doubt on the institutional integrity and
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fairness of the Department itself with regard to the Department’s decisions about the handling of
the whistleblower complaint, and decisions with regard to the criminal referral made to the
Justice Department in this matter.

Democracy 21 calls on you to promptly investigate the matters raised in our complaint and to
determine whether the Attorney General engaged in improper conduct in the actions he took (or
failed to take) regarding President Trump’s efforts to have a foreign country interfere in the 2020
presidential election for the President’s personal political benefit, at the expense of the integrity
of our elections and the national security of our country.

Sincerely,

P

Fred Wertheimer
President
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Mnited States Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20610

December 4, 2019

The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz
Inspector General

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenye, NW
Washington, D.C. 20530

Dear Inspector General Horowitz:

On November 25, 2019, The New York Times reported that the president’s personal attorney, Rudolph
Giuliani, and his associates engaged in a scheme whereby they offered to help Ukrainian oligarchs
favorably resolve pending federal investigations in exchange for the oligarchs’ assistance in digging
up dirt on the president’s political rivals.! In at least one case, Mr. Giuliani’s scheme reportedly
resulted in a meeting between Attorney General William Barr and attorneys representing a Ukrainian
energy tycoon facing bribery and racketeering charges.? Described as a “strategy clearly gimed at
leveraging information from politically powerful but legally vulnerable foreign citizens,” * such
overtures once again raise legitimate questions about whether and to what extent the attorney general
and Department of Justice allow political considerations to influence federal law enforcement actions,
including criminal investigations. We therefore request that the Office of the Inspector General
investigate the incidents described in this reporting to determine whether Justice Department
decisions were Influenced by political motives.

Following Volodymyr Zelensky’s upset win in the 2019 Ukrainian presidential election, Mr. Giuliani
atlegedly dispatched two associates—Lev Parnas and Igor Fruman, both of whom have since been
indicted on charges of illegally funneling foreign donations to political candidates—to meet Ilior
Kolomoisky, a Ukrainian banking and media tycoon.* Mr. Kolomoisky, known as a supporter of
President Zelensky, was reportedly under investigation by the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)
for money laundering®—a situation that Mr. Giuliani allegedly believed made him vulnerable to
pressure.® During the meeting, Mr. Parnas and Mr. Fruman requested that Mr. Kolomoisky arrange a
meeting between President Zelensky and Mr. Giuliani, who had already been working to drudge up
damaging information about President Trump’s political opponents.” After Mr. Kolomoisky rebuffed
the overture, Mr. Giuliani tweeted about an alleged FBI investigation into his business dealings® and
publicly urged President Zelensky to distance himself from Mr. Kolomoisky.

| Jo Becker, Walt Bogdanich, Maggie Haberman, and Ben Protess, Why Giuliani Singled Out 2 Ukrainiar Oligarchs to
Help Dig Up Dirt, N.Y. TIMES, Nov. 25, 2019, https://www.nyiimes.com/2019/1 1/25/us/giuliani-ukra) ine-oligarchs htm).
iid

3id

‘1d

% See Betsy Swan, Billionaire Ukrainian Oligarch Ihor Kolomoisky Under Investigation by FBI, DALY BEAST, Apr. 8,
2019, hitps:/www thedaitybeast. comsbilliongire-ukrainian-oligarch-ihor-ko isky-under-i gation-by-fbi.

¢ Supra note 1.
4.

% Rudy Giuliani (@RudyGiuliani), TWITTER, (May 8, 2019, 7:30a.m.),

hutps://twitter. com/rudveiuliani/status/ | 129756 189707984398 (“Billionaire Ukrainian Oligarch Thof Kolomoisky Under
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After failing to secure Mr. Kolomoisky’s assistance, Mr. Gnuham reportedly directed Mr, Parnas and
Mr. Fruman to meet with Dmitry Firtash,’ 2 Ukrainian energy magnate facing extradition to the
United States on charges of bribery and racketeering.'? In June 2019, the two men met with Mr.
Firtash in Vienna. At Mr. Giuliani’s direction, the men persuaded Mr. Firtash to retain Victoria
Toensing and Joseph diGenova as counsel to assist with his legal problems; both lawyers are
longtime associates of Mr. Giuliani and strong supporters of President Trump.!! According to Mr.
Firtash, the two men said, “We may help you, we are offering to you good lawyers in D.C. who
might represent you and deliver this message to the U.S. D.0.J.," referring to, and explo:tmg, Mr.
Firtash’s desire for American prosecutors to withdraw ewdence central to his prosecution for
bribery.'? Mr. Firtash was told that Ms. Toensing and Mr. diGenova were “in a position to correct the
record and call back [the] evidence.” 1*

During their meeting with Mr. Firtash, Mr. Giuliani’s associates also delivered a second message.
According to Mr. Pamnas, at Mr. Giuliani’s instruction, he “informed Mr. Firtash that Toensing and
diGenova were interested in collecting information on the Bidens.” ' Mr. Firtash hired Ms. Toensing
and Mr. diGenova, who in August 2019 met with Attomey General Barr at the Justice Department
and reportedly asked that he assist with Mr. Firtash’s request that evidence in his bribery prosecution
be withdrawn.!’> When asked about the attorney general’s meeting with Ms. Toensing and Mr.
diGenova, the Justice Department declined to comment.'6

Reports that Mr. Giuliani and his associates, two of whoin are currently in federal custody, not only
peddled leniency in federal criminal investigations in exchange for political dirt, but succeeded in
securing a meeting with the United States Attorney General, raise concems that the Justice
Department is susceptible to manipulation at the‘hands of the president and his personal lawyer.
However disturbing, such concerns are hardly surprising, given President Trump’s history of
pressuring the Justice Department to investigate his political opponents, 7 and the president’s desire
for Attorney General Barr to assist with potential Ukrainian investigations into his political rivals.'®

Investigation by FBI He has now returned to Ukraine from exile in Israel and the first thing he did is threaten American
citizens. This is real test for Presndent Wlll he be arrested?”); Rudy Giulmm {@RudyGiuliani), TWITTER, (May 18,2019,
7:50 a.m.), iwi d i/status/112976119 (“An American analyst describes Kolomolsky
as ‘super dangerous.’ The notorious ohgarch returned from a long ex:le end immediately threatened and defamed two
Americans, Lev Parnas and Igor Framan. They are my clients and 1 have advised them to press charges M,
? Supra note 1.
10 See David M. Herszenhom, As U.S. Presses for Ex!rad!rion of Ukrain!an Magnm‘e, Hrs Lauo:ers C:;v F oul. N Y TIMES,
Apr. 29, 2015, : L 3 g for aditic :
is-lawye

W Supranote 1.

17 Id

13 i

2} Iid

13 1

15 Id

'” Michael S Schmldt, Mueller Reporl Reveals Trump's Fixatfon on Targeting Hﬂiary Clmfon. N.Y. 'I‘IMES, Apr. 24,
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Partisan politics have no place in federal law enforcement decisions, especially criminal
investigations. The continued involvement of the Justice Department and the attorney general in
matters that stand to benefit the president pollt:cally undermines the longstanding independence of
the Department and the integrity of its investigations. We have repeatedly urged you to investigate
reports of politicization at the Justice Department. 19 In light of reports that Mr. Giuliani sought 1o
trade political dirt digging for assistance with blunting federal criminal investigations, we again
request that your office investigate the Justice Department’s involvement in politically motivated
investigations. We also request that you respond to this letter prior to your scheduled appearance
before the Senate Judiciary Committee on December 11, 2019,

Sincerely,

VAN i

KAMAILA D. HARRIS SHELDON WHITEHOUSE
United States Senator United States Senator

ﬂCHARD BLUMEN THAL

United States Senator

1 Sea Letter from Kamala D. Hams, u.s. Senator to M:chae! E. Horowrtz. lnspector General, U.S. Dep't of Justice (May
3, 2019), hutps:// 7 : arris?a20D0J% DL etier¥%20.pdf: Letter from Kamala
D. Harris, Sheldon Whntehouse, and Richard Blumenthal L. S. Senators, lso Mlchael E. Horowitz, Inspector General, U.S.
Dep‘t of Justlce (Nov 12, 20!9),
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