


U, S. Department of Justice

United States Attorney
Middle District of Alabama

"Memorandum

Subject Date

Emergency March 9, 2002

Increase for Public Corruption/Criminal
Fraud/ Money Laundering Litigation

To From
Steve Parent Leura Garrett Canary %
Deputy Director " United States Attorney

Resource Management and Planning Staff Middle District of Alabama

600 E. Street NW, Room 8000 Montgomery, Alabama 36104

Washington, DC 20530
(202) 616-6886
Fax (202) 616-6649

Reguest for an Emergency Increase for the Direct Money Budget

We respectfilly request an emergency increase of $295,000 ( Two hundred I]invsty-ﬁvg

thousand c.iollars) ff)r the I_)irect Money Budget for litigation, travel, equipment, and other
resources in a special offsite facility recently crested for a large public corruption case handled

by this office.

The Litigation Generally

Within the last year, this office has pursued a number of joint federal public coi‘rupﬁon
prosecutions with the State of Alabama Attorney General’s Office. The investigation giving
rise to this litigation began in 2001 when a Mobile Register reporter discovered and reported
that a series of false invoices had been submitted and paid during the course of a state project
to build two warehouses. (Articles attached), The warehouses were to be financed through the
Alabama Department of Economic and Community Affairs (ADECA). ADECA is a
legislatively created agency to primarily handle the receipt and distribution of milljons of
dollars of federal funds. The warehouse project was to total approximately $16 million
dollars, Following the newspaper report of false invoices, a state investigation began and a

number of financial records were either subpoenaed or disclosed.

The Internal Revenue Service also began participating in the investigation. Because
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ADECA involves the handling of such a large amount of federal money, the United Stateg
Attomey’s Office ajso became involved later in 2001, It was decided that the investigation

should be handled jointly by both federal and state prosecutors.

When the investigators traced the payments made pursuant to the false invoices on the
warehouse project, some payments were found to be going directly into the bank accounts of
high ranking government officials who in tumn wrote checks which were deposited into other
bank accounts of high ranking government officials. Further evidence suggests that high
ranking state government officials have received money and property in exchange for favored
treatment, Jucrative government contracts or special positions in numerous instances, Press
reports reflect numerous instances of no bid contracts where millions of dollars appear to have
been overpaid 1o persons close to the administration. (For copies of some of these articles see
the special features section of the Mobile Register at www.al.com , “Finding the Fat in State
Contracts”. Other articles involving the current administration are often reported in the
Birmingham News.) In another related public corruption action recently prosecuted by this
office (United States v. Bobo), the United States convicted a Tuscaloosa doctor who allegedly
was working with inside information from the governor's administration to obtain medicare
contracts which would have cost the government in excess of an additional $3 0,000,000 (ten
million dollars). At trial, the testimony revealed someone named “Nick” in the Governor's
office was providing confidential, non-public bid information regarding these medjcaid

contracts to the doctor who was bidding on the contracts. Investigators believe that the “Nick”

named in that case refers.to the former head of ADECA and former member of the Governor's

staff.

Since the inception of the warehouse investigation, two individuals have plead guilty,
another has been convicted, two are in the process of offering proffers, and a number of ,
individuals are cooperating in what has rapidly developed into a massive public corruption
investigation, More than eighty related interviews have been conducted to date. Several
additional indictments or plea agreements are expected in coming months, The IRS has ,
recently opened official grand jury investigations on at least two individuals and the IRS ig
evaluating or awaiting approval on more than ten others. The investigation team on these cases
includes seven FBI agents, three IRS agents, three state investigators, three state prosecutors
and four federal prosecutors. It is anticipated that the investigation team will grow if the
evidence continues to support the items being proffered by potential defendants. T is also
believed this investigation and any prosecutions arising from it will extend, at minimum, over

the next 24 months.

In tracing the aspects of this litigation, thousands of documents have been coilected
with more arriving daily. It is anticipated documentary material is either rapidly approaching

or has already exceeded well over a million pages.
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Because of the voluminous material, its sensitive nature, witnesses, and security
concerns, the FBI has seen fit to establish an 4,000 square foot off-site facility especially for
the joint investigation team at no cost to this office. The office is a large space for working,
filing, litigation preparation and a special witness interview room where individuals can be
interviewed in a more intimate sctting with only a few investigators while other team members
can observe through a glass mirror. (Some witnesses have been intimidated by the large
number of investigators involved and efforts are being made to make cooperating individuals
more comfortable so that the maximum amount of information may be gathered.) We need
some form of communication between the two rooms, such as through networked laptop
computers, so other members of the team can ask questions, or produce to the interviewer
certain evidence, without interrupting the flow of the interviews. The FBI is able to provide
seourity, one copier and a few furniture items, but not enough to support the entire team,

Witnesses, documents and potential defendants are not only within the state of Alabama
but are scattered across a number of states and potentially outside the United States, Thus,

travel expense is also a concern,

The Specific Request for Additional Funding

In order to effectively coordinate this litigation, prosecutors must begin scanning,
copying and digitizing the large volume of material immediately at the offsite where it can also
be available simultaneously to both investigators and prosecutors. Prosecutors need access to
the large volume of material for pending and anticipated cases. The federal court in the Middle
District has an extremely broad standing discovery order, which requires each Assistant United
States Attorney to provide copies of all items intended for use at trial and other information
which might relate to various defenses raised by opposing counsel. Based upon the large
number of documents, the number of potential defendants, and the high profile nature of the
case, it will be necessary to obtain the necessary equipment at the off site location to copy and
reproduce the information in a digital format is critical for the exchange of mandated discavery

information, litigation preparation and trial presentation.

Because of the large volume of material, staffing assistance is absolutely necessary.
The Middle District is already understaffed and unable to handle this type full-time project,
This case will require the services of at least two to three full-time support personnel.

In addition to the two lap top computers necessary to network the witness and
observation rooms, additional portable lap top computers for witness interviews, proffers, trial
and investigation, desktop computers equipped with CD burners (or some comparable meang
to store a large quantity of information and images) and litigation support software are a
necessity at the offsite Jocation. At least two laser jet printers will also be necessary, The
computers must be networked and intemet and Westlaw access will be critical, as these jtems
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‘have already proven a necessity at this early stage of the case. A large part of the computer
software can be obtained from already established DOJ licenses, however, it is necessary for
all involved to be equipped with Summation, an organizational software for large document
cases which communicates and is compatible with the software used by this U.S. Attorney’s
Office (such as Wordperfect, Microsoft Excel, Sanctions II and Powerpoint) as well as the
software used by the Alabama Attorney General’s office which has already digitized and input
a large amount of data in their computer systems. Summation is approximately $2900 per
licensed user. Naturally, we will attempt to minimize the number of licensed users but we
beljeve at Jeast 10 node system which can be internally networked at the off-site would
accommodate this goal. Also, a small digital projector would greatly assist when referring
witnesses to the large number of documentary evidence at the offsite, rather than searching
through millions of pages in the small witness room. Such a small projector, that could hook
up to a lap top computer in the off-site witness room is $6,500 and could also be used at tria}

and will adapt to the Sony Video Presentation Equipment already available.

A facsimile machine will also be required,

Although the largest portions of this case are still in the process of developing, it is
easily anticipated that the complicated money laundering, tax and securities issues will require
experts in these three fields. Further, it has been discovered that computer information is -
being deleted from the some state systems files. It may be necessary o have expert computer
technical assistance in restoring certain files from certain servers or computers. Litigation
expenses for experts (which may be used in multiple related cases) will requu'e this office to

provide transportation, lodging and expert witness fees.”

It is also anticipated there will be a greater expense associated with general trial
preparation such as exhibits and jury notebooks because of the complexity and overwhelming -

volume of documentary evidence. Additional expense may also be associated with security
concerns. Although the FBI is taking a large part of the burden in securmg the off-site facility,

the high profile nature of this litigation has already placed the staff, in addition to some
witnesses, on high alert. In the aforementioned prosecution of the Tuscaloosa physician,
prosecutors were threatened with reprisal, Witnesses and one prosecutor have experienced - -
incidents which have caused them to have security concerns about this case. Thus, enswring
secure communications among members of the investigation team and ensuring the security of
* key witnesses is a necessary priority. The computer systems requested above will require

secure software.

Finally, the money laundering, tax and securities issues also involve witnesses and
information which extend outside the State of Alabama, and it is anticipated additional money

will be necessary for travel expenses.
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In view of the substantia) expenses for this set of public corruption litigation, this office
will far exceed the allotted budget expenses for litigation and case preparation, For thege
reasons, this office requests an increase of $295,000 ( Two hundred ninety-five thousand
dollars) to meet the needs of this unusually large investigation and resulting prosecutions.

- Thank you in advance for considering this urgent request,

Enclosures.

NALCanarpetterstomain\Srequest wpd
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* : U.S. Depar‘nt of Justice -

R A United States Attorney
. Middle District of Alabama
334/223-7280
One Court Square, Suite 201 Clvil Fax: 334/223-7560
Post Office Box 197 Fin Lit Fax: 334/223-7418
Moaontgomery, Alabama 36101-0197 Criminal Fax: 334/223-7135
May 20, 2002

Yia Facsimile

202/ 616-6679

Mr. Mark Fleshman

Assistant Director, Office Automation

Department of Justice
Executive Office of United States Attorneys

Washington, D.C.
Re: Large Public Integrity Investigation in the Middlé District of Alabama

Dear Mr. Fleshman:

- o
You requested further detail and planning regarding the large public integrity
Investigation and our need for computer equipment at the off site facility. I apologize for the
delay in getting back to you, but we were out of the office in a management conference in South
Carolina and a number of other emergency issues needed to be addressed. For your convenience,

I have attached our ori iginal request letter.

Although this action is investigating the highest levels of state government, it is
anticipated, because of the overlapping nature of the issues that all defendants will notbe ~
indicted and tried at one time. (There may be ten to twenty defendants in the total litigation).
This is an action which is intended to progress in stages with each of the 18 team members_
needing much of the same information at the same time.

Because of the intense scrutiny and high proﬁie nature of these investigations, the F edera} R
Bureau of Investigation decided to move the headquarters of the investigation'to a 4000 square
foot off site facility located at one of our military bases in the area. We already have more than
50 bankers boxes worth of material and anticipate the document pages to be substantially in
~ excess of 1,000,000 (one million). In order to accommodate this large amount of matenal the

‘nvesti ganon and prosecutona] team has formed the following technology plan.

g At least two legal assistants will be responsible for scanning and orgariizing the material

into Summation, a legal software program for document intensive cases. This program was used
by the Department during the Microsoft litigation and is capable of linking documents to issues
and witnesses. Further, this information can be converted to the trial preparation software
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authorized by the Department, Sanetions Il and Powerpoint. Simply importing this information
will require at least two of the desktop units requested along with the scanner and scanning
software requested. We have already selected a Canron scarmer approved by the Department
along with Law scanning software which has also received Department approval. The scanner
has the ability to scan 96 pages per minute. Our office has already purchased and conducted
training on Summation so that team members are comfortable using it.

There are currently at least 18 other members of the litigation team, however it is
anticipated not everyone will be on the computers at the same time. Thus, in addition to the two
desktops used by the legal assistants, we have requested a minimum of eight other units at the
off-site (3 desktops and 5 laptops). The laptops will be available for used in the field as well as to
have them networked in a specially designed witness room. Because of the large number of
members on the team, the off-site is designing a witness room with a standard two way mirror
whereby a small number of interviewers may interview the witness while others may observe or
communicate questions through a networked system using the laptop computers. Because of the
large number of documents, the interviewer may ask questions and refer to documents with the
interviewee by using a small digital projector. This way documents are easily accessible, without
the necessity of fumbling through 50+ banker’s boxes of information. The lawyers and
investigators can communicate questions and additional exhibits without disturbing the line of
questioning of the interviewer. This same equipment will also be available for use in the

courtroom as well. - :

-

The legal assistants will also be responsible for assisting members of the team for trial. It
is anticipated that some members of the team will be indicting and litigating certain defendants at
different stages. This set of actions will not necessarily be tried all at once, but rather in phases.
The described set up, will give access to all team members, no matter what the stage of the
litigation of their particular defendant. Since half of the computers and the digital projector are
portable, these items are necessary for litigation purposes as well. ,

o

The other three desktops are necessary for the 18 lawyers and investigators to access

~ outside the witness room. They too will be able to input, link and study information. The

information may be reorganized through Summation depending upon which defendant may be at
issue. Already, one investigator is using the information and inputting accounts into spreadsheet

format for analysis.

‘The total of ten computers will be networked so that all 10 could be on at the same time,
each computer will need access to the Summation program as well as Westlaw and Intemet
access. The computers will obviously have to have a server with adequate memory to
accommodate the anticipated levels of information. The system will need to be set up and
maintained by a computer specialist approved by the department. The specialist will-be working
with the FBI 1o ensure the system is secure. FBI has placed the phone lines in the facility for
security reasons. lt is my understanding they would also need to be involved if cable wiring is
used for Westlaw and Internet access as well. We intend to work with the FBI and DOJ to ensure
the system is compliant with all security measures. 1t will not however be networked to the
system in the Middle District of Alabama office. . s e ‘ ‘
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Obviously, we would also need a copier and a fax machine.

I hope this information adequately addresses your concerns and should you have any
additional comments or questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

With warmest regards,

o

Julia Jordan Weller
Executive Assistant United States Attorney

Mr. Charles Niven, First Assistant United States Attorney

cc:
Ms. Linda Langford, Administrative Officer
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T U.S. Department of Justice - P

United States Attorney g
Middle District of Alabama

T 334/223-7280

One Court Square, Suite 201 Civil Fax: 334/223-7560
Post Office Box 197 Fin Lit Fax: 334/223-7418
Montgomery, Alabama 36101-0197 Criminal Fax: 334/223-7135

FAX Telephone: 202/616-6649 ;

FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION COVER PAGE

TO: John Thompson
' EQUSA RMP

FROM: SHERRI HAMILTON

ORGANIZATION: United States Attorney, Middle District of Alabama
One Court Square, Suite 201, Montgomery, AL 36104

Telephone: 334/223-7280 FAX: 334/223-7560

NO. OF PAGES: 11 (EXCLUDING THIS COVER Si‘IEET)
CONTENTS : 2002 REQUEST CONTRACT SUPPORT
NOTE: - If you do not receive the total number of pages

indicated, please call the sending individual
listed above. .

PRIVILEGED NOTICE

THE INFORMATION TRANSMITTED IN TKIS TELEFAX MAY CONTAIN LEGALLY PRIVILEGED
INFORMATION BELONGING TO THE SENDER. THIS TELEFAX TRANSMISSION OF PRIVILEGED
INFORMATION IS INTENDED TO BE USED ONLY BY THE PERSON. OR.AGENCY NOTED ABOVE,

IF YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY
DISCLOSURE, COPYING, DISTRIBUTION, OR THE TAKING OF ANY ACTION IN RELIANCE ON
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS TELEFAX IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS TELEFAX IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY THE. SENDER
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‘There are two pleas,

U.S. Department of Justice
Litigation Support Request Form
Executive Office for United States Attorneys
Office Automation Staff
P e e e R L —
DATE: ¢/11/09
Telephone: (202) 616-6969

Office Automation Staff

600 E Street, NW
Room 9100 FAX: (202) 616-6679

Washington, D.C. 20530

f}ﬁﬁn'Scott, Public Integrity Section, DOJ

1. Lead Trial Attorney?
(Montgomery - 334/223-7280) (DOJ—202/514—0885)

Phone Number:
FAX Number: Montgomery - 334/223-7617
2. Other Point(s) of Contact: Julia Jordan Weller, Exec, Asst. U. S. Attorney
thﬁ?ﬁmﬁéﬂQ: 334/223-7280
FAX Number(s): 334/223”7617
o Kirsh, .
3. CaseName: _U.S. v. Lanny Young; U.S. v, David Green; U.85. v. Curtis)

Case'Number: USAO 2001R00166.-

Case Type (check one):
CIVIL CRIMINAL XX SPECIAL
4. Client Agencies: Joint State/Federal Investigation

- Federal Bureau of Investigation, Internal Revenue Service; Alabama

Attorney General's Office.

- 5. "Case Schedule (Include discovery deadlines, trial date and any other pertinem dates. Indicate if

the dates provxded are known or estlmated )

' This is a series of actlons relatlng to a large on—going public

corruption investigation and may have between 10 and 20 defendants.‘

two more anticipated in the near future, three other‘
are making proffers and there has been one state trial, resultlng in a

The 1nvest1gat10n has lead to high levels of state

Other than pending grand jury subpeonas, no scheduling orders
but the case has developed into more than 50

conviction.
goﬁérnment.
have yet been entered,
boxes of material and evidence wh:ch is being currently evaluated and

analyzed by the lltlgatlon team Support is necessary for thls purpose
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6. Case Description (Provide a general factual background. Include number of defendants/pamcs

and dollar amount at stake as applicable.):

See attached confidential material.

7. Current Case Status:

See attached. Numerous subpoenas have been sent and continue to go out

Over 90 interviews have been conducted to date.

8. Security Issues (Describe any unique personnel or physical security requirements.):
The Federal Bureau of Investigation has secured a 4,000 sq. ft

offsite
at a local mllltary base.w

They have seen to it that the area meets

stringent security requ1reménts including alarms, security system and
the like.

9. Please indicate which of the following litigation support services are requested. Number the

- requested services in the order of importance (1 being the most important):

szte tma! suppo

2 Hardware/Soﬁware_

Pér"sonnglflnclude lei; gth of time nieeded and any specia :

Please estimate the number of requested personnel by category:
Paralegal yy Programmer __ Word Processor ___ Other:

NOTE: ALL OF THESE ARE OF CRITICAL IMPORTANCE \

v oa
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10.  Anticipated Adversary and Government Document Production (List producmg parties and
Jocations. Indicate, as a number pages, if Known, or as a T#mbePsf ddcuments, standard filing

cabinets or boxes, the anticipated document production for each location. Please note if any of
the documents are available in electronic format.):

ancial

.| Location(s)
R ‘meémoran

OVER 50 BANKEHRS BOXES OF FINAINCIAL INHORMATION, STATE DOCUMENTS,
INVOICES ARE HOUSED IN AN OFFSITE LOCATION. PRODUCTION WILL

VARY WITH EACH DEFERDENT.

11. What are the anticipated benefits of providing litigation support for this case?:
The United States Attorney's Office for the Middle District is already

substantially understaffed and does not have the resources to handle

litigation of this magnitude. Fulltime support is absclutely crltlcal to

scan, organize and input the well over 1,000,000++ pages of materlal
so that 1t 1s accessible, E ‘ ’
12. - What consequences can be annc:pated if support is not provided?: .
The likelihood that this office can adequately handle this litigation

I personally tried‘;o handlq_mhgh of this
putting in over 100 héurs of overtime a month.
résourcés from FBI, IRS and the State Attorney#®

is substantially reduced.
for several months while
We have tried to combine

BUDGET NOTE: Please bear in mind that as a general rule, the U.S. Attorneys’ Offices pay for
litigation support work done post—mdwtm ent. Prtor to mdlctm ent, the mvesttgataz:y agencies should

be asked to pay.

‘Admmxstratzve Officer’s Slgnamre L M ﬂ\éw MV/
| Date: (- ////&Z //

Please dxrect any questzons to the EOUSA L:txgaﬁon Support Umt on (202) 616- 6969

*Generals Offlce but still desperately need assistance. This request has

already received initial approval and the Department's Public Integrlty

~is also- participating. Substnatiai funds have already been 1nvested

in settlng up a manner 1n wh,lch to ‘handle this litigation. (See let»tnrs

at—»tached) To dlsallow such a critical element would also result in a
N-12
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; | LITIGATION ADVICE OF OBLSGRTION/CODE -SEET
= 7 Frscan yEar 2002

PLEASE COMPLETE ALL INFORMATION REQUESTED BEFORE SUBMISSTON®

YREGDOC: 2 02 DCN  2/0 /37
*DOC DATE N2
: 7/5//0&
ITEM - ' | '

| roo MONTGOMERY AL

*SECTION AC: Direcy/LECC 2E4002) OR DTF 2540070602

AF 2E400502 OR HCF 2D50032 OR 'ACE 2E409610  OR GOve 2E8002

REQUESTORS NAME

*co§PANY (VE#?OR) (757@Zé§22f%:xfé;g>¢c¢z2f3 R

. - 77 - -
"(CASE NO. THIS FIELD MUST BE COMPLETED)

| *PROJECT

*FILLER 2 (CASE NAME)

*INDEX 2 (DIVISION) |

GOVERNMENT FUNDS AVAILABLE

Mouwa‘r k _ ngi/égé?;,.V ~;‘
e #9970

s

L 4* . . i
) ®ui ' .W!”
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alep -
ol When filling out ini form, please use a typewriter.
3 u.s. Departmerit“bf Justice 1. Requisition Number 2. Document Contro] No.
v s . - DQU
Requisition for Equipment, 3 Fage No. 4 Dt p,c},;i, 0139
Supplies or Services T 1 of 1 Pages 07-31-2002
. 5. For information call (Name, lelephone code, and extension)
(See Instructions on Reverse) Linda Langford, AO - (334)223-7280
6. To: Procurement Services Stafl 7. From (Reguisitioning point—~Name and location)
U. 8. Attorney's Office, MDAL
Thru: Property Management .One Court Square, Suite 201
Facilities & Administrative Services Staff Montgomery, AL 36104
Gov Funds Available
8. Recommended Source(s): 9. Required delivery date
08-12-2002
10. Federal supply contract No. (7 f bxown)
12. Signature of approymg [
11, Appropriation/Cost Center/Object Class Code W%;Z /
’ 13. Titlejo, J‘rapprovm offi dd = /
2E4002, SOC: 2529, DCN: _lﬂl_ii_oz Linda L. Langford, 4 l istrat:ve Officer, MDAL
Unit
of Esumatcd Prop
Stock No. Description of Articles or Services Quantity | Issue Unit Price Amount Code
(14) 13 (g | 17 18 (19) (20)
Two contract employees, 11 mo 6,090.00 99,990.00
for approximately 40/hrs/wk each for 11 months ’
== B
21. Deliver to (Give complete shipping address, mcludmg ZIP code) »
U. 8. Atlorney's Office, MDAL o
TOTAL .
“ng Court Square, Suite 201 ¢ 99,890.00
nigomery, AL 36104
. ‘I; ~4. Remarks .
: = FORM OBD- 168
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STATEMENT OF WORK
Prepared by: U. S. Attorney’s Office, MDAL

Date: August 1, 2002 -

Case: U.S. v. Lanny Yound, et al.

LIONS Number: 2001R01166

Background of Case: Large on-going public corruption
investigation with anticipated 20 defendants. Hundreds of boxes
of materials and evidence anticipated, more than 75 boxes are
waiting. A number of grand jury subpoenas have been issued.

Legal Issues: Embezzlement; money laundering; theft of state and
federal funds; conspiracy; insider trading; securities fraud.

Contract Dates: 8/12/02 through July 12, 2003 (11 months)

Work Schedule: Monday - Friday
40 hours weekly

Security Requirements: Standard requirements for viewing grand
jury documents. . -

Scope of Work: Scanning documents w/OCR into Summation and
Sanctions II; entering data into various computer programs
including Microsoft Access and Excel (spreadsheets) and Quicken
or Quickbooks; and indexing documents and examining them for
legal issues. On-site trial preparation support to include but
not limited to typing; analysis of documents for evidence
relating to factual and legal issues; meeting and coordinating
evidence with federal agents; utilizing programs such as -
Powerpoint to design and present evidence and other exhibits; and
other general administrative type services.

Travel and Rental Car:uNone,requésted in light of obtaining a-
local contractor. ‘ :
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[ T i




o

- - P @ c
SEP-23-82_16:23 FROM:ASPEN SYSPEMS CORP 102226589847 : PAGE

Corporation | e &
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| FACSIMILE COVER SHEET

F3

Date: S@P% = 3 “?'905{
To: ' lf/t\c\,c‘ wqgrm(

Company: “USHS — HB Al
Fax No.: - 334 -2 I — 752D
Phone No.: 234 ~2ax ~ 7280

From: \H‘a[ Haco w\h e

Fax No.: (202) 659-9847

Phone No.: (301) 519.@’—}3 7

Number of Pages (mcludmg cover sheet): S

Message: 7&44 wie A ’F A \}G.L I (2 - .éq r*e( 5(\«16 a«o(

Mer w{ﬁ‘&e,{ —WCW PV"b/(’Cé' oD AMM@&
“@44. ol

This fax (including any attachments) is intended for the use of the individual or entity to

- which it is addressed. It may contain information that is privileged, confidential, or

otherwise protected by applicable law. If the reader of thisfax is not the intended recipient
or the emplayee or agent responsible for delivering the fax to the intended recipient, you are
hercby notified that any dissemination, distribution, copymg or use of this fax orits contents
is strictly prohibited. If you have received this fax in error, please notify the sender

immediately, and please destroy 2ll copies of this fax.

1126 16" Street, NW, Suite 500, Washington, DC 20036
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SEP-23-82 16:23 FROM:ASPEN SYSTEMS CORP © ID: 2025588847 . PAGE

Coar N e
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H - » - -

Vallie Darrick Byrdseng

\ Education: _ University of Maryland, College Park, Maryland

- o Double Degree, May 200} - Bachelor of Arts in Economics

W ‘ Bachelor of Arts in Government and Politics
GPA overall; 3.4; GPA in Economies: 3.8; GPA in Government: 3.9

. - - Semester hours in computer science and math courses: 34

-i . : Semester hours in accounting, business, and law courses: 33

' Brown University, Providence, Rhode Island, 1996 - 1997
] | _ B © Gompleted 24ssemester hours. GPA: 3.5

Eleanor Rooécvclt High School, Greenbelt, Maryland
i . - : - Graduated: June 1996 with Science and Technology Honors Program
‘ \ ‘ . ' Certificare. GPA: 3.7, Rank: top 10% '

et e

| COMPUTER SKILLS:

l - 12 years experience using computers. Experience with onfiné research. -

‘Languages: .. C/C++, Visual Basic, A
Netscaipts Navigiator; Internet Expilorer, infemet-elated applications. N
Some knowledga of MS Access, MS Visual C++, SAS, MS Visuat Basic. .~

} e e e .. Working knowledge of Sanction II;  docuthént management and display tool, o

) Systems: . Windows, Unix, MSDOS. PO JE R

e e e

D

et

l AR -~fWork§5nerfeﬁé:"-’ S , -, . v

. Aspen Systems Corporation B . R l}qpqmﬁﬂf'_S.Cﬁﬁﬂing\Processing,
! “. .. - ¢ Gaithersburg, Mavyland™ =~ e e
" Responsiviliies inciude pracessing dodiimeits for imaging, porforming document scanning,

assisting in the fraining of .new employees, providing. technical- support- and -other YT services;

pracessing data and images according to-client specifications, as well as producing digital media -

o .=+ .z, Sor delivery to clients. Involved.in-many stages of production at our facility. Work is done in 2
T © production environment stressing Speed and acourady . Requires:careful anention to derail, and the
LT T ability te meet production: deadlines while still maintaining quality. Also requires a background
check and civilian security elearance. - o N :
_‘ . .. Work occasionally involves traveling to client wotk sites 1o perform imaging and data management
services. Completed ‘work on three-cases for the US Atorey’s ‘Office in Providence, R
.. Worked directly with attorneys, senior paralegals, and- federal apents in organizing and creating
" digital versions of evidence. Responsibilities included: scanning evidence and digitizing andio and
. video recordings, processing dipital media to create excerpts and Synch video and audio with text
' : . transcripts, using Sanction I to-drganize case,

E  Software: . Word, WordPerfect, Excel, Lotus 123, Quattro Pro, various utilities. ~ . .

"' October 2001 - Current

masginy the case media database, performing . "

© 2rs
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technical support on case-related information systems, and responding to client requests as trials
commenced and requirements changed.

Cambridge Scientific Abstracts Internship - Editorial Assistant
Bethesda, Maryland = = May 1999 - October 1999

Worked on the Web Resources Database, which involved selecting and recording reputable sources
of computer science research and information on the internet, Required a grasp of current research
in computer science, the ability to work independently without close supervision, and cffective
online research skills.

U.S. Department of Defense Internship - Analytical Aide
Ft. Meade, Maryland 1996-1997

Participated in the Undergraduate Training Program during the summer of 1996 and while
studying computer science at Brown University. Received a conditional security clearance,

U.S. Department of Agriculture | Internship - Biological Aide -
Beltsville, Maryland - "Summers 1994, 1995, & 1996

Worked fuflgime cach summer as Research Apprentice at the Beltsville Agricultural Research
Center in the Insect Chemical Ecology Laboratory. In 1995 and 1996, assisted with research
involving synthetic chemistry. Learned how to use several different types of chemical analysis
equipment as well as lab procedures for preparing and purifying chemicals. Becare proficient in
the use of a gas chromatograph, mass spectrometer, distillation and reflux procedures, and research
procedures used by experimental scientists. Used complex analysis equipment as well as computer
graphing programs to organize the results.

HONORS/AWARDS:

Named to the Dean’s List in the College of Behavioral and Social Sciences st the University of
Maryland, College Park (UMCP) for the Fall 2000 and Spring 2001 semesters. ,

Selected to participate in the Undergraduate Training Program with the US. Department of

Defense.
Earned rank of Eagle Scout in 1995,

COMMUNITY/VOLUNTEER ACTIVITIES:

Adult Leader/Eagle Scout, Boy Scouts of America, Troop 9, Oaklands Presbyterian Church,
Laurel, MD. Have worked as an adult leader at the Boy Scout Camp Lenhok'sin Treil supervising
the scouts in their activities of hiking, backpacking, caving, rock climbing, and other physical
challenges. Have completed many hours of community service. My Eagle service project,

- sponsored by the MNCPPC and the Audubon Society, consisted of planning and organizing the

building of 25 nesting boxes for American Kestrels.
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ATTN: Pameln F. PiI2 Montgomery, AL 36104
ATTN:i Linda Langford
8, Spuresy #. Yor Ordering Iuforsation Call: (Nama, Telephone)
Aspen Systemy Corporstion HarryE.Tice  202-616-6608
2277 Research Boolevard ]
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
By (Bignatures) Title: Contracting/Ordering
Qfficar
- Yoo «DOJ«553

LB TPE

10/86




.

U. S. Deparument of Justice

United States Atrorney
Middle Disirict of Alabama

Memorandum
Subject s Date
One-Time Funding for Fiscal Year 2003 February 25, 2003
Request For Additional Funding $75,000.00
Aspen Systems Contract Support Expenses
US_v. LANNY YOUNG et.al.
‘ From

To

Lydia Ransome
Resource Management & Planning
DOJ, EOUSA, BICN Bldg.

600 E. Street, NW

Washington, DC 20530

Subject case closure was expected by the end of FY-
carried over into FY-03, with no close-out expected before
halfway through the litigation guided by DOJ Publ
funding for Aspen System Contract Support is mo
$30,000.00 remaining budget. Aspen is searching

Leura G. Canarp/&/ CL

United States Attorney
Middle District of Alabama
One Court Square, Suite 201
Montgomery, AL 36104

02. However, this requirement has

FY-03 ends. Thus, we are only

ic Integrity Section. To-date, the allocated

re than 75% expended, leaving only a

locally for contract suppért, which will take
lion pages of documents in this complex

approximately 2 months to complete. With over a mil , 2
ed specialized and sophisticated Access,

litigation, the current support has written and develop
Excel and Summation tables as well as a serjes of fili
discovery materials and receipt of subpoenaed materials.

evidentiary,

month overlap for training the local contractors. Therefore, to sust
~ remainder of the FY-03, is an estimated $75,000.00, -

We have looked internall
available budget but, concl
Time request without jeop
94% of our budget. Last year our offi
We currently are experiencing,
significant increase in Civil litig
being filled. We have attached
Grand Jury Indictment Chart.

ng and cataloging protocols for
We would need a |
ain these resources for the

y at current and anticipated requirements for the FY versus
uded there are no additional dollars available to source the One-

ardizing other FY03 critica
ce expended 100% of our budget-with fewer Attorney'’s.

as much as a 300% increase in our Criminal case load and a
gation. We do not project a payrol] surplus with all vacancies

I needs. Fiscal Year 2001, we utilized

a detailed breakdown of Aspen Contract Support EXpenseswandﬁ

Your consideration of our request is appreciated.

- Atchs,

OFFICIAL USE ONLY




/ ‘;_”’ . U. S. Department of Justice

United States Atrorney
Middle District of Alabama
Memorandum

Subject

Emergency Need for Additional One-Time
Funding for FY 2003

| | Date
July 28, 2003

I
J
e

Aspen Systems Gentract Support Expenses
in U.S. v. Lanny Young, et, al,

T ERR
ouis V. Branklin, Sr.

Lydia Ransome
United States Attorney (Case Specific)

Resource Management & Planning

DOJ, EOUSA, BICN Bidg. Middle District of Alabama

600 E. Street, NW One Court Square, Suite 201
' Montgomery, AL 36104

Washington, DC 20530

In February of this year we requested and were granted additional funding in the
amount of $75,000 to cover contract support funding in this case. Our calculations reflected
that said funds would carry us through the end of the fiscal year. We were advised on
July 22, 2003, by Harry E. Tice, Facilities Management and Support Services, EQUSA, that
our funding will only carry us through the first week of September, 2003. See, Atch. 1. We
do not receive bills for certifcation in a timely manner and therefor had no idea that funding

would be short until we received Mr. Tice’s Email.

’ This case is being jointly handled by this office and the DOJ Public Inteéri;y Section.
It was anticipated early this year that the case would be closed by the end of the fiscal year;

however the investigation continues to lead to other players. We have received 3 guilty pleas
level players. In fact, we have opened three new matters

thus far and each plea leads to higher
last week: one public corruption matter involving high levels of state government and two

corporate fraud matters.

As you are only too aware, we have no available funding in our district budget. I was

advised by my Administrative Officer Friday that costs for June 2003 are $17,070.32 (she

received via telephone call to Harry Tice - we have not recejved an invoice). We respectfuily
ort salary through the

request additional funding in the amount of $20,750.00 for contract supp
end of the fiscal year. Computations of needed funding are attached. See Atch. 2.

Atchs.

- OFFICIAL USE ONLY
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Request for Additional Funding Thru End of Fiscal Year 04
Aspen Contract Support Expenses

Original Funding for Task 92 - - - - - $99,990.00

FY 03 Funds Expended:

October (9/25/02 - 10/26/02) $18,038.85
November (10/27/02 - 11/30/02) $13,863.31
December (12/1/02 - 12/28/02) $11,583.60

January (12/29/02 - 1/25/03) $16,922.95
February (1/26/03 - 2/22/03) $14,439.07
March (2/23/03 - 3/29/03) $16,390.78
g Mod to Task Order 92 ---------- $75,000.00
April (3/30/03 - 4/26/03) $16,607.77
May (4/27/03 - 5/31/03) $18,324.82
June (6/1/03 - 6/28/03) $17,070.32
July (6/29/03 - 7/26/03) $12,347.63
Mod to Task Order 92 - - ~---~~-- $20,750.00
August- (7/27/03 - 8/30/03) $14,186.00 -
* September - no invoice todate : o
$13,500.00

(estimate)
Projected Funds at end-of September carrie

FY 04 - October 2003 - September 2004

FY 04 Funds Required:
12 months at approximately $13,500.00 = $162,000.00
- $162,000.00 less $12,464.24*=3149,535.76 o

" Funding for Contract Support Required for FY 04-----

d into next Fiscal Year - $12,464.24*

t

$149,500.00

 ATTACHMENT 1
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Reguest for Additional Funding Thru End of Fiscal Year (4
Aspen Contract Support Expenses

Original Funding for Task 92 - - - - - $99,990.00

FY 03 Funds Expended:
October (9/29/02 - 10/26/02) $1 8,038.8?

November (10/27/02 - 11/30/02) ~ $13,863.3],
December (12/1/02 - 12/28/02) $11,583.60

January (12/29/02 - 1/25/03) $16,922.95
February (1/26/03 - 2/22/03) $14,439.07
March (2/23/03 - 3/29/03) $16,390.78
Mod to Task Order 92 ------=---- ~ $75,000.00
April (3/30/03 - 4/26/03) $16,607.77
May (4/27/03 - 5/31/03) $18,324.82
June (6/1/03 - 6/28/03) $17,070.32
July (6/29/03 - 7/26/03) $12,347.63
Mod to Task Order 92 -------=-~ $20,750.00
August- no invoice todate :
(estimate) - $13,000.00
September - no invoice todate
(estimate) $13,000.00

 Projected Funds at end of September carried into next Fiscal Year - $14 150.00

FY 04 - October 2003 - September 2004

' FY 04 Funds Required:
12 months at approximately $13,000.00 = $156,000.00 . e
$156 000.00 less $14,150.00 (esnmatcd balance from FY O3)”$14I 849 10 _

Fundmg for Contr act Support Requn ed for FY 04

—-§141,850.00

N-24




U. S. Department of Justice

United States Azzome}
Middle District of Alabama

Memorandum

.
e

Subject

" One Time Funding Request

for Fiscal Year - 2004

Aspen Systems Contract Support Expenses

Date
October 23, 2003

in U. S. v. Lanny Young, et al.
To '

Lydia Ransome

Resource Management & Planning
DOIJ, EOUSA, BICN Bldg.

600 E. Street, NW

Washington, DC 20530

O
Louis V. Kranklin, Sr.

United States Attorney (Case Specific)
Middle District of Alabama

One Court Square, Suite 201
Montgomery, AL 36104

One Time Funding Request for Fiscal Year 2004 is requested in the above case at this
time. This is a continuing case which is being jointly handled by this office and the DOJ
Public Integrity Section. The ongoing investigation is anticipated to take the full year (2004).
We have received five guilty pleas thus far and we are in the process of traveling to New
York, Texas, and Minnesota, and have uncovered some significant overlaps with the Health
South Investigation. We have found that there has been Health South political funds

exchanged for political favors. We are uncovering sophisticated money laundermg, corporate

fraud, and public corruptzon in our investigations.

To date, the investigation involves approximately 60 Bankers’ Boxes of information
and more than 200 302's and interviews. The case involves the joint efforts of the State of
Alabama, the Department of Justice (Public Integrity Section), the Federal Bureau of
Investigation and the Internal Revenue Service. This action involves the highest levels of

public corruption in state government.

- The continued services of the two Aspen support staff, Vallie Birdsong and Lisa
Copeland are jndispensable, as they have written programs and organized and devised

- sophisticated management skills that are necessary to proceed with the investigation in this

case. The investigation would be impossible without these valued individuals.

 OFFICIAL USE ONLY
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Lydia Ransome ~* =~ T .

October 23, 2003
Page 2.

Also, we have been utilizing Summation software programs that require updating.
Costs to add this software to existing laptop systems is also included. Two additional software
programs are required, but will be submitted at a later date. We are investigating the least
expensive prices and the most efficient use of potential resources. An updated report will be

provided when these facts are finalized.

Because of the nature of the sophisticated money laundering and numerous out-of-state
witnesses, expenses for additional travel and the need for expert consultants is expected and

estimated costs are included.

Additionally, the copier we have been using is not dependable and keeps breaking with
no assurances that it will be repaired or replaced. Therefore, copier expenses are anticipated
as well. We have included the cost of a TV/VCR/DVD unit. Some of the parties involved in
this matter have made-and are making public statements which are broadcast by the local and
national media. We need to be able to record these statements via the VCR. These statements
may be needed for investigation, discovery and trial. The system will also provide us the

capability of viewing evidence on DVD.

~ A summary of the needed funding is attached. Your consideration of this request is

. appreciated.

Atchs, -
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SUMMARY OF REQUESTS FOR ADDITIONAL FUNDING

CONTRACT SUPPORT (Attachment'1)

SOFTWARE UPDATES, NEW SOFTWARE,
(Attachment 2)

- !
TRAVEL
LITIGATION  ~==
CONSULTING EXPERTS
EQUIPMENT
COPIER (Attachment 3)
TV/VCR/DVD COMBINATION (Attachment 4)

MISCELLANEOUS OFFICE SUPPLIES

TOTAL REQUESTED FUNDING:

$149,500.00

$11,134.00
$15,000.00
$20,000:00 e .
$30,000.00
$5,629.00
$357.14

 $3,000.00

$234,260.14

PR

. OFFICIALUSEONLY -
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Request for Additional Funding Thru End of Fiscal Year (4
Aspen Contract Support Expenses B

Original Funding for Task 92 - - - - - © $99,990.00
FY 03 Funds Expended: |
October (9/29/02 - 10/26/02) $18,038.85

November (10/27/02 - 11/30/02) ~ $13,863.31, o -
December (12/1/02 - 12/28/02) $11,583.60'

January (12/29/02 - 1/25/03) $16,922.95
February (1/26/03 - 2/22/03) $14,439.07
March (2/23/03 - 3/29/03) $16,390.78
Mod to Task Order 92 - == == === - - $75,000.00
April (3/30/03 - 4/26/03) $16,607.77 '
May (4/27/03 - 5/31/03) $18,324.82
June (6/1/03 - 6/28/03) $17,070.32
July (6/29/03 - 7/26/03) - $12,347.63
Mod to Task Order 92 ---------- $20,750.00

August- (7/27/03 - 8/30/03)  —+514,186.00

September - no invoice todate _
(estimate) $13,500.00
Projected Funds at end of September carried into next Fiscal Year - $12,464.24*

FY 04 - October 2003 - September 2004

FY 04 Funds Required;
12 months at approximately $13,500.00 = $162,000.00

$162,000.00 less $12,464.24*=8149,535.76 | . -
$149,500.00

Funding for Contract Support Réquired for FY 04

ATTACHMENT 1

N-28
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Software Updates

Attachmeﬁt 2 - SUMMATION SOFTWARE UPDATE AND PURCHASE

SUMMATION LEGAL TECHNOLOGIES, INC,

3n Network iBlaze Maintenance Renewal $1,034.00
Single User iBlaze Maintenance Renewal __$640.00

$1,674.00
4 Single User iBlaze license $8,000.00
4 One year Maintenance Agreemenfs  $1.460.00
‘ $9.460.00

TOTAL $11.134.00

. ATTACHMENT2




Invoice

Date: 22 September 2003
Purchase Order valid no longer than 15 days.

Territory Manager

Summation Legal Technologies, Inc.
550 California Street, 8™ Fl.'Sac Twr
San Francisco, CA 94104

US & Canada: 800-735-7866 Ext. 110
International: 001 415 442 0404 Ext. 110
Fax: 415-343-9163 or 415-442-0403

To:
Retta Goss

1 Court Square
Suite 201

U.S. Attorney’s of fice - AL

Montgomery, AL 36104

Ship to (if different address):

Phone: (334)223-7280

Email: 'r'eﬂc.goss@usdoj.gov

DATE PLACED BY DATE EXPECTED SHIP VIA TERMS ACCT. REP.
Sep. 22,03 f Retta Goss f ASAP f 1" Class Mail ‘ Net 30 Nicole Swank }
QTY. DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE TOTAL
1 3N Network iBlaze Maintenance Renewal 1,034.00 1,034.00
1 Single User iBlaze Maintenance Renewal 640.00 640.00
: 0.00
Maintenance Agreement expires September 30, 2004, 0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
- ~ 0.00
SUBTOTAL 1,674.00
SH{PPING & HANDLING 000}
- - " TOTAL DUE (US'§) 1,674.00 | g

NOTE: The term purchase refers to the purchase of a license pursuant io Summation Legal Technologies, Inc. Standard Licensing Agreement,

I {on behalf of my firm) agree to pay all Invoices according to Summation Legal Technologies, Inc.'s terms. A service charge of 1 1/2% per month will b
applied to past due balances. if { default on the payment of this purchase order, | agree lo pay all collection expenses incurred by Summation Legal

... Technologies, Inc., including reasonable attorneys fees.

REQUIRED:

Accounting Contact:

Tl Telephone:

s i Fax#:

- Authorized Signature

. *ﬁ,’%‘ ) o .

N-30
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Nicole Swank
4 | Territory Manager
{ 1 Summation Legal Tech":?ologies, Inc.
o UNMMATION 550 California Street, 8" Fl. Sac. Twr.
AR San Francisco, CA 84104
US & Canada: 800 735 7866 Ext. 110
Date Issued: 15 October 2003 International: 001 415 442 0404 Ext. 110
P ro p O S a l Expiration Date: 31 October 2003 Fax: 415 343 9163 or 415 442 0403
To: - ‘ Ship To (If different):
Retta Goss
, U.S. Attorney's office - AL
| 1 Court Square _
: Suite 201 ;
Montgomery, AL 36104 :
Phone: (334)223-7280 Email: relta.goss@usdoj.gov
QTY. Option 1 UNIT PRICE TOTAL
4 iBlaze single-user license (Reg. $2,495) 2,000.00 8,000.00
4 1One Year Maintenance Agreement (Reg. $429) 365.00 1,460,00
. " , ' SUBTOTAL (US$)|  9,460.00 | ¥
QTy. Option 2 UNIT PRICE TOTAL
i 1 Trade Up 3 node iBlaze to 4 node iBlaze network 1,130.00 1,130.00
1 One Year Maintenance Agreement . . 1,020.00 1,020.00 :
~ SUBTOTAL (US$) 2,150.00
QTyY. - Option 3 UNIT PRICE TOTAL .
1 Trade Up 3 node iBlaze f¢ 5 node iBlaze network 2,300.00 2,300.00
1 One Year Maintenance Agreemeént ~ 1,146 .00 1,146.00
i - SUBTOTAL (USS$) 3,446.00
Summation Legal Technologies, Inc. offers a 30-day money-back guarantee and 30 daps of technical support with purchase of
software, T ' ‘ R

+ Oprional Annual Maintenance contracts provide a full year of technical support, iii addition 1o version npdates sent automatically ™
upon release. ~ o : .. '
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Request for Copier for Off-Site Public Corruption Case

Attachment 3a - COPIER PURCHASE:

BOWING OFFICE SYSTEMS, INC. :
CANNON, IMAGERUNNER 2800G DIGITAL COPIER CONTRACT GS-25F-0023M

Purchase Price $8,448.00, Installation $150.00 -

Attachment 3b - COPIER RENTAL:

BOWING OFFICE SYSTEMS, INC.
SHARP AR-275 DIGITAL IMAGER,

Rental Price $299.00 month (1,500 copies per month and excess copies at .0155
each), No installation charges.

-Annual cost: $3,588.00
-Estimated 2,500 excess copies.

monthly at $38.75 mo.= $465.00 yr. + $465.00
Annual rental cost estimate: $4,053.00

Attachment 3¢ - COPIER RENTAL and LEASE TO OWN:

ROYAL OFFICE EQUIPMENT

KONICA MODEL 7022

Rental Price $325.00 month (5,000 coples per month and excess copxes at .014 ewch),
No installation charges, :
- Annual rental cost estimate: $3 900.00*
*inc¢Tudes labor, parts, drums,
Toner and developer

Purchase Plan- Lease to Own : $506.73 month
Annual lease to own cost: $5,629.00

v Note; Purchase Plan- Lease to Own is desired option. The annual rental
o - cost vs. lease to own is only $1, 729 less. This amount will be met with

only 5% months of rental payments.

 ATTACHMENT 3
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D;.,:*M—Q‘ 1§:12 < FROWBowing Office Systens

;FF[CE S YSTEMS, ]NC

234sgeiets

e Y088 P 002/004

F-528

A

\ d

il

TONER: $44.50

October 14, 2003

U.S. ATTORNEY

One Court Square
Suite 201
Montgomery, AL 36104
Attn: Retta Goss

PURCBASE - GS~25F-0023M

CANON :ImageRUNNER 2800G Digital Copier
* . putomatic Document Feeder .o S
Automatic Duplexing (Trayless) ’

*
* Finisher (Stapler)
* Cabinet

INSTALLATION: -$150.00

Thanks,; Retta. Please call me at 396-1911 if you have any
guestions. : - o ,

ﬁﬂigenfie{

BOWING OFFICE SY EMS, INC.

Yield: 15,000 copies @ 6%

P.O. Box 2!1025 - 892 Planwation Way * Montgomery, Alabama 36117
Telephone 334/396-1911 « Fax 334/396- 1916

$B,448..00

- ATTACHMENT 3A
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16:13 3343061816 7-098 F-525

P 003/004

GCT"-I =83 #ROP-Eow tng Office Systens

PrAE

The imageRUNNER 2200/2800/3300
provide all the necessary tools for quick
and intuitive operation of all device |
functicns—saving you valuable time to do

other tasks.

A Yruly Modular System

The ImageRUNNER 2200/2800/3300 deliver
new-generation, digital-multifunction capa-
billties designed to meet every application
need and budger of small- to medium-sized
enterprises. Each model oHers advanced digi-
tal copying festures as standard, including the
scanning of hard-copy originals Into anintemal
Mail Boa system. As a truly modular system,
each imageRUNNER 2200/2800/3300 can be
canfigured to address the Network Printing,
Super G3 Faxing, and Network Scanning
requirements of workgroups as needed.

i oy
W -

increased Productivily
Without Compromises
When short deadlines need 10 be mel, the
imageRUNNER 2200/2800/3300 are up to
the task. with Scon-Once-Print-Many technol-
ogy and enhanced multifunction capabilities,
the imageRUNNER 2200/2800/3300 acceler
ate topy, print, fax, or scan job completion,
while driving significant do:umenl-zhrough
put capabliities. sid

teson
Each ImageRUNNER z:no/z&oo/now )

livers many of the advanced features typft;
essociated with high-volume, high-plice
systems, such as Copy Reservation:
Build, Booklet Printing, and more. Easy-

use device drivers and utilities provide uﬁ%

and administrators with unmatched levels of
device status and job-management capabili-
tes in the industry. '

With Canon’s proprietary RAPID Fusing

System'”, the ImageRUNNER 2200/2800/3300
provide gulck, on-demand operation that vir-
tually elimlnates the long warm.up periods
typically associated with conventional
devices, and help reduce energy consump.
tion costs. A compact, “wingless” design
brings powerful features to your workgioup,
without compromising office space.

Superior Image Quality

Is Always Standard

No maner which product configuration you
choose, Canon's world-class leadership in
Image quality—capturing the highest levels
of detail In every document—Is standard
on every imageRUNNER 2200/2B00/3300.
Dellyering copy ouipu! nzoo %i;o  pireso:

st

fgmots x™

s
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.- Altheir core, the imageRUNNER 2200/2800/3300
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Raise Your Productivity

Dupicring Aulomatic Decument Faeder

To Hew Standerds

originals. The DADF leverages Trayless
Dupleaing of the device, and works with a
newly designed scanning unit for fast first
copy output times. }

Set New Experctations For
Office Productivity

provide unique functionality and information-
management via an Internal 5.3GB lmage The imageRUNNER 2200/280013300 ship
Server and 128MB of RAM. _&amples of these with 2 standard paper capacity of 1,050
leatures Include the following: sheets, and offer the flexibility to support
up 10 4,550 sheets. With support for
feeding non-standard paper sizes and

Scan-Once-Print-Many - Fully leverages the
inherent digital features of the device, and -Cink e
reduces scanner wear by making copies om  WeiBhiS, transparencies, and envelopes, the
images stored in memaory. imageRUNNER 2200/2800/3300 can address

: the volume requirements of virtually any

Concurrency — Elevates overall multitasking slze workgroup.

capabilities by synchronizing scanner, image .
The imageRUNNER 2200/2800/3300 offer

processor, and engine operalion. As an ! AR
example, users can store up to five copy jobs the mos! advanced finishing features cf any
product in their class.

in memory while current copy or pnmyobs are
being processed. An optional internally mounted finishing unit
makes the imageRUNNER 2200/2800/3300

Confidentlal Mail Boxes - Up to 100 mail : 33
ideally sulted for environments with timjted

boxes can accept scanned and printed data, ) ! :

permitting users to easily comblne paper.  SP3ce, and for small office enviconments

and electronic-based information. that require professional- lookmg. finished
documents.

Advanced Input, Throughput, , v )
And Output Features For more advanced document-finishing
While most multifunction devices are needs, choose the optional Saddle Finisher,
: which offers stapled output, Including multi-

content just to deliver the basics, the
imageRUNNER 2200/2800/3300 offer the position stapling, folded saddl '
booklets, and support for two- o three- hole-

most extensive levels of input, throughput, n

and output capabilities in thelr class. punched output. An innes tray system works
: with the Saddle Finisher 1o neatly separate

copy, print, 2nd fax output farfast distribution.

For maximum input productivity, an optional
so-sheet capacity Duplexing Automatic
Document Feeder (DADF) makes qulick work
of handling multipage and different-size

[ 29y
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BAaWiNG OFFIceE SYSTEMS, INC.

4

P.O. Box 211025 » 892 Plantation Way * Montgomery, Alabams 36117 '
Telephone 334/396-1911 « Fax 334/396-1916

October 15, 2003

U.S. ATTORNEY .
One Court Sguare '

Suite 201 ,

Montgomery, AL 36104

Attn: Retta Goss

‘RENTAL ) $289,00 per month
. " I i PR e . tT, I '

'KSHARP ‘AR 275 ‘pigital’ Inager
* 27 CPM
* Reversing Automatic Document Feeder
* pytomatic Duplexing {(Trayless)
*. Finisher (Stapler)
* Two 500 Sheet Paper Drawers
* 100 Sheet Bypass -
* Zoom Reduction & Enlargement
* Dpeluxe Cabinet

Covers full service to include all labor, parts, travel and

all consumable supplies_except paper and staples. It covers
1,500 copies per month; all excess copies cost $0. 0155 each.

INSTALLATION: NO CHARGE

Thank you for considering BOWING OFFICE SYSTEMS, INC. If you
have any questions or concerns, please call me at 396-1911.

Bob Wlngen ;

BOWING DEPICE. TEMS; INC. e

ATTACHMENT 3B




(CT-15-08  10:42  FROM-Bowing,Office Systems ., 3343861815 €RTw - pem2 po003/00d F-sd)

THE SHARP AR-275 IMAGER™ DELIVERS
ADVANCED FEATURES FOR INCREASED PRODUCTIVITY

By % . 1 RIGHLIGHTS:
;?A@' Designed for busy workgroups and office enterprises, the AR-275 Imager offers the « 27 ppm Copy/Print Speed

KARSS : . .
e s of todav’s d ding business * 2,100 Sheets Total Oniine Paper Copacity
Ry advanced digital technology needed to meet the challanges ay's demanding - Stondor Duplening

enviranment This multi-faceted performer delivers an impressive anvsy of standard = True 1200 dpi Resotution

:":?‘;;iﬁn
ZRG } « Standord 16 MB Copier Hemery
A6 foatures with the ahility to add multifunctional capabilities as your business grows. {Expandoble to 272 4B)
PR » Optional Scanping, Faring and
With innovative modular options, you can transform the AR-275 Imager into Network Printing
] = Opbonal Finishei/Sorter with Offset Stocking
a networkable document management system with network printing, scanrming, santse-., and Stapler
» Optionol Job Separator Tray
mail, fax, and finishing capabilities. With all these versatile features, proven. - s Qptional Bor Coda Font kit
e Lere L e b « Scon Onék. Print Many Techsdlogy -
performance, and Sharp’s award-winning reliability, the AR-275 Imager dehyers—tf_xgi n de fmt flany Tehodlogy
N . . ,~lt,»:. . :"“- N d.SY-;;ntitak th,‘l«.': v‘:“:b:l, i :eed N : w» 3 FEATURES:
G Hoh; b} nee e flexibility you'll n OMOTTOW.
SEERE funciienaliyyour business peeds ot e Tpayy Y ii | > Te Stondord 500-Sheet Paper Cassettes

» 100-Sheet Bypass Tray
= 30-Sheet Optionol RSPF (or SPF}
© 25-400% Zoom Ronge (1% increments)
« Meximum Monthly Velume:
50,090 copies/prints -
e (antinuous Copy: 999 Moximum
- . ® 20 Account Numbers
Easy-to-Use LCD Controf Pone!
256 level Grayscale

.

OPTIONAL CONTRDLLER FEATURES:

» 32 ME Printer Memory,
Expandable to 288 Mg

= PCL5e/PLLE POL Support (Standerd)

« PostScript Level 3 Emuletion (Optional)
Supports Mogintosh® 8.51 or [oter

* Stondard Windows? 95/98/ME, Windows®
2000, Windows® NT, Unix$ Cifent Support

PTIONAL FAX FEATURES:
e less thon 3 second Trensmission Time*
33.6 Modem Speed
s JBIG Compressian
= 50 Rapid and 300 Speed Dial Keys
» Duplex Scanning for Fosy Faxing of
" Two-Sided Documents (R-SPF Required) R
e 2 MB Fax Memory Standord {Upgrodable "

Mony office workgroups would choose 10 16 MB with Cgtions)

the Sharp AR-275 Imoger for its copier
FTRE performance olone. When you consider
; that it can also hendle all the neowork
printing, nepaark scanning ond finish-
ing neads of a busy workgrsup et the
seme fime, the Shavp AR275 Imager
is the tleor choice

OPTIONAL SCAN FEATURES:

* 600 dpi Network Scorning

a Seon W E-mail Technology
(Vi Shomdesk™ Ukbty)
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GENERAL SPECIFICAYIDNS Optiphal Output: Anisher/Sorter (AR-FNS)
Typex Consale Fusing System: Keat Rollers
Copy System: 4Beam Laser Electronic Developer System:  Magnetic Brush Uevelopment’
originals Sheets, Bound Document. Photographs Exposure System: Homg Dptical Source, Siit Exposure (Suhcnary Piaten)
e e : with Automatic Exposure function
Original Sixe: Max 11" 2 177 Tmse - F— )
i toa RS

Copy Sizes Kax 11*x 177 Min. 5572 B.5" Lt i - n::‘l e A E

" Required PowerSupply: 120Valts, 60Xz = L .
Caprng Spnd 27 ppen (B.5" 2 11° at 100% racio at 6001 3200 ) ! b e

- 13,5 ppm (8.6%x 12" 3t 200% fatlo at 1200 x 1200 dpi) fower Consumption:  Maximum 2.5 kw ¥ ) -
Cnr&ayﬁa&s Copy: Max. 959 Dimensions: 24.5"x23"x25.5 fwx dxh) o
Lopy fatie: 25%-400% in 1% Increments Vicdght Approx; §2.2 bs. '
s ‘Fixed Presets 25%, 50%, 64%, 77'%, 95%, 100%, -
A 400%,

121%, 129%, 141%, 200%, 400%. 800% OPTIONAL IMBEDDED CONTROLLER
Printing Resolution: 1200 x 1200 dpi (Super Phata Mode) SPECIFICATIONS .
Gradation: 256 Levels FDL Suppost: P:Lse/mo (Snndard

- Emulated PostScript 3 (Optionay)
Duplexing: Stancard (Trayless) -
foos = ‘ “Hemofempee 32 M8 Standard; 288 MB Max.
- “Arst Copy Time: Approx, 4.8 Seconds
Warm-Up Tim Approw 40 Seconts (o 200 M
. I
T ne PRI, © Cient Operating Windows® §5/98/2000/ME, Windows® NT 4.0, Netware®,

Nemory Size: 32 MB Bxpandable o 288 M8 System Support: HMartintosh® 05 8.51 or Later (with Optional PS3 Xit)
Original Feed System:  Optional 30-sheet Reversing Single Pas Feeder (R-CPF) PrateenlSupport  TCP/IP, IPX/SPX, EtherTalk, NelBEUY, Peer-to-Peer

Optionl Stngle Pass Feader ($P4)

" 1/0 Interface: Paratiel, 10/3C0 BaseTX
Memary Lapacity: | 2530 Letter-size Pages {muximum) -
- Design and specifications are subject to change without notice.

Compression Method:  JBIG Sharp is 2 registered trademark of Sharp Cooration.

Two 50D-sheet Adlrumblz Paper Lassertes (Standard) Afl vrademarks and registered trademarks are of their respective holders,

£-03 10:42

t

FROM-Bowing Offica Systams .

, 3343861818

AR-275 IMAGER SCANNING OVERVIEW

Scan to Desktop PC

Send a file directly to your desktop PC (TIFF/PDF)
* OCR

= {aunch application

¢ Save in specified directoty

AR-275 IMAGER SPECIFICATIONS

Scan to E-mail

Send sconned imoges directly to any e-mail address
s TIFF or PDF

= Eagy to use

» (ost effective vs. overnight mail

Scan to FIP File Server

For specialized applications

e Simply enter IP address of the FIP site, i.e. passing
files to a EDMS located directly on a server

P 004/004  F-541

7-102

mvwnwv-’uasln-ubmw-ﬁmﬁmh
pots voen

wm«gnwx st o' FTP e :

Copy Paper-Feed: -

SHAIRPF

From SHARP MINDS

100-sheet Bypass Tray (standard)

" Pptional 30-sheet RSPF {or SPF)

T 500-shest Paw Cassettes (Optional)

SHARP

CeoME EHaRP PRODPURSTSE"

NoTrwoar Drriek Bvarises Dnoue

MAHWAH, NJ 07430-2713%

*with [TU-T No.1 chant swndarg resaiution, SUPER G3 made.
33,600 bps, JBIG compressicn

ELECTRUONICS CORPORA'NDN

SHARP PLAZA kt &
REGAE o L
YA has pekeratacg B R G
podul foe B Ui So”
sl rs v wreeyy wTicng

1-B00-BE-SHARP |
AWWWLEHARE-UEA.COM




Royai Office Equxpment

Office Am‘omanon Speciali SIs Smce 1 971

October 15, 2003

US Attomeys ;
Attn: Rhetta i
Fax Numbp:r: 2235'7‘5_6;0

Dear, Rhetta:

i

Per your request, listed below is rental, purchase and sale pricing for the Konica Mode! 7022
Digital Copier:

Konica Model 7022/RADI/Base/2 Paper I'rays Digital Copier
W/Automatic Duplex Unit/Muiti-Sheet By Pass/Stapling Finisher

Yearly Rental Plan:~ $ 325.00 Per Month - Includes 5,000 copies per month
: - Excess copy charge $0.014 each
- Includes labor, parts, drums, toner & developer

- Billed monthly

rchase Plan: $ 5,629.00*

12 Menth Lease-To-Own Plan: $ 506.73 Per Month®_

90 Day Seles Wamanty » ;
SUPPLIES: Toner: § 66.08 Each Yields 30,000 copies
Developer:  $ 134.32 Each Yiclds 200,000 copies

A brochure will be faxed for your convenience. I you have any questxons please contact me.
We would appreciate the opportunity to place the Konica Model 7022 Digital Copier in your

offices,

Sincerely,

Debbie Bush

/db
7 ATTACHMENT 3C
1558 Lake Street » M(m!;,nmuy Alubam 36106+ Phone (33d) 20d.24
WWW Tyt ol bieeeguipment.oom
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Setting a New Standard

Introducing the 7022 Workgroup Document System,
the latest 1n a series built for the smaller office with
bigger print ideas This affordable, 22 page-per-minute
digital MFP is setting a new standard in 4-in-1 multi-
functional product technology designed for

workgroup environments. Fully networkable, the 7022

prints at 600 x 600 dpi with “Scan Once, Print

Many" technology. its intuitive, user-friendly and inter-

active‘ touch screen provides easy access to all
advanced features including scan-to-email, scan-w; ,

hard drive and scan-to-F1P fun&tionahty Its strength is

its versatlity The 7022's optional IP-422 print con- -

troller with standard neMork Interface card, all new o

optional PéstScript’ﬁ’B kit and enhanced fK-102 Super | z
G3 Fax Kit with standard J8IG compression allows o
- users to conhigure the muitifunctional capabilities to ‘ '
meet their needs. The Konica 7022, sets a new stan- .

dard for Workgroup Document Systems,

L Opzmﬂai 1P-422 Prmt Controller w;tb
1§ gStandard Network Inten‘ace Card

» Optional Dual Fax Lme‘ '

' T > Up to 2,500-Sheet Pa e’C» ity
Standard 65 MS.E,rjnj*Cdntroﬂer‘ Memory S p». ‘ eper Lapacly S

30 5 ;
. B Stamp, Watermark, R ‘
be ’Opjfona 2.08 Hard Drive . B i 5 (ogy Job p;r:moyy e Copy b and
Hi Reqbired’ for Scanning) * R 0 R -
[ ,
|
]

e 3mmg OubE PYE péeixvd INBMAING3 301440 WADHGL T 2080 €0, P ON 3714 'N-40
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!

©  optiona prmt {gntraller hard
 print cofitéol

2 e Koplca' 702
: stanga&fgr é
,«*Sysiems, .

a»tﬁ?k 90 C};

b Médﬂa"r.D‘cs ign:gs q
his'gru!y;nUI lfunch na y 'h gn dtg }
\growasyo (pln ne

“ede, piint controllers and fax kit allow for easy
iomlzahon lo meet current and future’ needs. ;
'-4-“,‘0‘(7 ‘Jl;‘;gi ‘}hf:!:_.

> Enhanted. Functionallty' SCETIEE
 The Konica 7022 has the capability of both scan~ .
to-emall, scan-io-hard drive and scan-to- FTP as -
.Standard equipment with the 1p-422 print con-:
“troller. The hew FK-102 Fax Kit delivers more wzth
-~ an added benefit of  total of 40 one: lou:h keys,
standard IBIG compressmn for added speed and a
duai!sneopuun* LA L

-IJ;‘
....,f,’-'li.vi f

'a«

RN
» Naw PostScript3® Printing: ' .

There is the optlon to add 3 Ps- 343 PostScrtp?"B
prnt ke to the Konica 7022. Unlike the prewous
genetation 7020-7030 series, this all new :

FostScript kit Boes not, require the- addlt;on o(g €

""" d‘nve or the op!lona

iéf’memor)? upgrade ifg k] ﬁ.aik.i_i é-{!

‘;""» 4;‘.
"13»-1:! K
‘Y

i ~*F¢jx§it i ,‘ {
3
> 1P-422 Prlnt ComroNer. e
The optiogjal Ifg~422 print comr(i!}er {s:a
U

- PCLse] pCi6 I tcon ré}!telr%};a!

" interface (artf 35 Shdard equipe . ${30dard B4 |
MB of memo:y wwth an addmona 84 T (b1 15 7
available. vy .. TR R SR

u-.umndf}b mz-}“ "’“’3:3;54{ CRER SR

KONICA BURBINESS T!CHNOLOE&EB

KATAYAN

Con 9uutlnn

T8 5*1 n‘LH @mm"ﬂx L SRl T

FSpaed ¥ P T T B

‘7 ?2<gm‘, 2.

Warm Up Yime / Flrst Copy Out Time

30 Seconds of Less /4.8 Seconds

Resclution

Standard Memary / Maximum Mamony

Reduction / Enlerpqm.nt

500:600@' —
I me /288 MB
3 25% 400%

e R CHp——

e e e a———

[ U SN,

|_Contlnvous o pying

{_Original Papar Size - Minimum / Maximum

-999
55':85 Tl

Average Monthly Duty Cycle / Maximum

4 000 30 "000 Pages / 100,000 Pages

PM Cycle

————. s a e e

Paper Randﬂng
hdésdinp,

. ‘Qﬁpld&?“” ey ; 1y

100 000 Fages -

172 5500 jbeets AUniveLsl ME RS ¢ S0 Sheelsy s

‘ P__pofSlz.e Minimum / Msxumum

T

ed memary, laige Capacity drawer basgs ocdment 1

Sundunﬁ 1 Tuy {¥$-107)

- Paper Weights - Minimum / Maximum 16+ 32 lbs P -
Drawuahse Dpticns -

~DB-210 ° ‘ 2 uo Sheets (Universal) o

DA = -.fx {500 Sheets (8.57x 117) .-
.4 Paper Capacity - Maximum 7,550 Sheels i " =]

RtomaticDuplex = | "Standaid- Stackless - it
Flnishn Options heels ,
1,100 Sheels | -
|__Total Finlsher Capacity ]00021 536 = 1700 Shesis

3 Tny OP(mn {FT-107)

100 5 100 » 600 = 800 Sheets

4 Tny Oplwn {FT 107) ]

! Opnonai IP 422 PCL Print Controller wl nandatd
Network C-ard, Scan-to-email, Scan-{o-FTP,
Scan-lo-Hard Drive, :

22 paggsﬂ mmuic

.t .:. - Yt":f f L
N e f PR TS ) .
_Speed L
Resolution o
Memoy ~— T
Network Card

Print Drivars
Dpﬂans

“Windows 95, 95, "ME, NT 40, 2000, #F

T RN ARBAFICAONS 12

500 1 600_dpi _ ..
“d g / 126 M DIMM .

707100 8asel

T 7068 HDD (HD 17] Adobe PS 3 Klt T (PS-34. 3

| 092PE ¥9Z PEL: XIS

mm@a

www.konltabl.com

AEIBAN T AR R iiimes tashim lening b

N3 ,Jdms 331;%:.{3 AU

Typo - 336&b}i§£?9;,c22M R
Compatibilliy U Group 3 wit ————
‘(amprg_s_x.wn L o “TMH, MR, MMR, JBIG —— L
Memory - Standard . | M8/ 16 l\gﬁ__ v n e N
_One-Touth / GroupJ Yotal Keys. T 40/40/200 —
Options ? L T Intermet Fox (IF- .702]*, Dual Line {FL- 102 *
Machine Waight 1161 Ibs. ——
Drum/Developer Vields | | 700,000 / 200,000 Impressions
[_TonarYisld f 30,000 impressions ; -
Electrical Requirements " 10V 80Hz _—
Dimensions ' i ‘233 Wiy23 23 Dx2814" ¥
AT AR 3 LRI ind (A S i shgr AL s 29 aderninhs ¢ mQistend (tadernaiks ol dutr IRiUIes (umpane E@

daohy el T

NG,

L Epee]

‘ cr «m‘ggm o\z 3’114 N-41
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‘Request for TV/VCR/DVD for Off-Site
Public Corruption Case

Attachment 4 - TV/VCR/DVD PURCHASE:

BOISE OFFICE SOLUTIONS
PANASONIC 20" TELEVISION, DVD/VCR

Purchase Price $357.14

ATTACHMENT 4 __

CON-42




1 YEAR WARRANTY

i A, B, and C below feature a
cture tube).

'ARTS (2 years for parts on pi

asonic
RIPLE PLAY™ TV/DVD/VCR COMBOSm

.in DVD/Video CD/CD player and 4-head Hi-Fi VCR
line digital comb filter

~ naBlack™ picture tube and 2-
' ptical outputs for dts® and Dolby Digital® Decoders

TS Broadcast stereo/SAP reception; simulated
srround Sound. FM radio with auto-scan
(P3/CD/CD-R/CD-RW/ DVD-R playback ,
 lultiple DVD viewing options

juminated universal remote

ler No. Description = List Price
PV-DM2792....27" TV/DVDIVCR...... $829.95 EA
.. 49995 EA

. pPV-DM2092....20" TY/DVD/VCR....

-nu-‘.-u.uuu<uunncvn'ncnuuuau..uuuu'.

. uunu.unu---.uu~uuuuouunoo

yraarersenensvenens sunvassraveneee

§- jabie ASSETTE/AM-FM RADIO MINI SYSTEM
bgdl 12 wwatts of total system power (6 watts x 2) with
i geerful Bass Reflex speaker system B
1K playback and top-loading CD player with
ffle / program/ repeat
i deck with CD Syncro recording
gl vualizer sound modes
¥al AM/FM station presets. Daily/sleep timer
Amander® remote control and headphone jack
Description List Price’

Mini System....oceeoree $199.95 EA

Looking for office products that are

P L I R R AL A

M7PV-C1342 ..13" Mono TV/VCR...c.ceev

essrssasssEneatay

PTTPTITR LTI LL L Ll ke

P T T T2 RS LSt h A

Panasonic

[@ TV/4-HEAD VCR COMBOS

Includes FM radio with Auto-Scan

¢ TV: front A/V and earphone jacks, all channel auto
set, commercial skip, index search

o Alarm clock: TV/Video/FM on timer, sleep timer, alarm

+ Auto clock set with 24-hour backup

o M7PV-C2062 has 20" stereo TV, mono VCR, and
Universal Light Tower® illuminated remote.

Order No. Description

M7PV-C2062 ..20" Stereo TV/Mono VCR..$349.95 EA
329,95 EA

List Price

STEREO TV-RECEIVERS

Features advanced picture tube with digital comb filter

and high-quality stereo for outstanding sound and picture

« 27" TV has Surround Sound (5 watts/channel), color
temperature control, horizontal edge correction.

e 20" TV has FM radio with 9 presets, MTS stereo.

e Variable and fixed audio output, S-Video input

Order No. Description ' List Price

M7CT-27DIZD. 27" Stereo TV oocuvrcvaraees $429.95 EA

M7CT-20012D..20" Stereo TV w/FM Radio.. 279.95 EA

PP T ITYY I A LS e

. asssussvarsasescans

wessserrednssssroonbeses

erscare

D]

ergonomically correct! Call BOISE® - e

[ S e

T

s

- o come
e e
d - i AT SR TT M T g e et T d

ool




'U.S. Department Qf Justice

United States Attorney
Middle District of Alabama

334/223-7280

One Court Square, Suite 201 Civil Fax: 334/223-7560
Post Office Box 197 Fin Lit Fax: 334/223-7418
Montgomery, Alabama 36101-0197 Criminal Fax: 334/223-7135

FAX Telephone: 91202616-6649

FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION COVER PAGE

TO: Lydia J. Ransome
EQUSA

FROM: SHERRI C. HAMILTON

ORGANIZATION: United States Attorney, Middle District of Alabama
One Court Square, Suite 201, Montgomery, AL 36104
Telephone: 334/223-7280 FAX: 334/223-7560

NO. OF PAGES: 19 (EXCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET)

CONTENTS: 1X FUNDING REQUEST FOR FY-04 ASPEN SYSTEM: CONTRACT
SUPPORT EXPENSES U.S. V. LANNY YOUNG ET. AL,

NOTE: If you do not receive the total number of pages
indicated, please call the sending individual
listed above. : :

PRIVILEGED NOTICE

THE INFORMATION TRANSMITTED IN THIS TELEFAX MAY CONTAI»N{ LEGALLY PRIVILEGED
INFORMATION BELONGING TO THE SENDER. THIS TELEFAX TRANSMISSION OF PRIVILEGED
INFORMATION IS INTENDED TO BE USED ONLY BY THE PERSON OR AGENCY NOTED ABOVE.

IF YOU ARE NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY
DISCLOSURE, COPYING, DISTRIBUTION, OR THE TAKING OF ANY ACTION IN RELIANCE ON-
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS TELEFAX IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED.

IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS TELEFAX IN ERRCR, PLEASE NOTIFY THE SENDER

N L




TAX Telephone; 91202616-6649 '

FACETMILE TRANSUISSION COVER_PAGE

TO: Lydia J. Ransome
EQUSA

FROM: SHERRI C. HAMILTON

ORGANIZATION: United S8tates Attorney, Middle Digtrict of Alabama
one Court Square, Suite 201, Hontgomery, AL 36104
Telephone: 334/223-7280 FR®: 334/223-7560

NO. OF PRGES: 18 (EXCLUDING THIB COVER SHEET) .

CONTENTS : 1X FUNDING REQUEST FOR FY-04 ASPEN SYSTEM CONTRACT
SUPPORT EXPENSES U.S. V. LANNY YOUNG ET. AL.

NQTE: 1f you do not receive the total number of pages
indicated, please call the sending individual

listed above.

FRIVILEGED NOTICE

THE INFORKATION TRANSHITTED I THIS TELEFAX MAY CONTAIN LEGALLY FRIVILEGED
INFORMATION BELONGING TO THE SENDER. THIS TELEFAX TRANSMISSION OF PRIVILEGED
INFORMATION IE INTENDED TC BE USED ONLY BY THE PEASON OR BGENCY NOTED ABOVE.,

IF YOU ARE NOT THE IRTENDZD RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY
DIBCLOSURE, COPYING, DISTRIBUTION, OR THE TAKING OF ANY ACTION IN RELIAMCE ON
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS TELEFARX I8 BTRICTILY PROHIBITED.

IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS TELEFAX IN ERROR, PLERSE NOTIFY THE BENDER

50 8| 02 [.62.8 |52:6 ‘2z]  ToMaON | 679997520216
810N yInsay|ebey| awyl | 14018 apoy JBOUNN BUOUJ/XE 4
G216 S00Z 42 330 1°d
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U.S. Department of Justice

= United States Aftorney
Middle District of Alabamu

3342237280 e

One Court Square, Suite 201 Civil Fax: 334/223-7560

Post Office Box 197 Fin Lit Fax: 334/223-7418
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U. S. Department of Justice

United States AlIorney .. oo .
Middle District of Alabama

Memorandum
Subject Date
Emergency One Time Funding Request September 28, 2004
Aspen Systems Contract Support Expenses in
U.S. v. Young, et al

To . From
Louis V. Franklin, 6@

Mary Ellen Wagner
Resource Management & Planning Acting United States Attorney (case specific)
Middle District of Alabama

DOIJ, EQUSA, BICN Building
One Court Square, Suite 201

600 E. Street, NW
Washington, DC 20530 Montgomery, AL 36104

The Middle District of Alabama (MDAL), by way of this memorandum, is requesting a One Time
Emergency Funding Request for Fiscal Year 2005 for the above-referenced case. In2001, MDAL
initiated an investigation into public corruption at the highest level of state government. Thereafter,
MDAL combined resources with the Public Integrity Section of the DOJ, the Alabama Attorney
General’s Office, the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and the Internal Revenue Service. To date,
the investigation has resulted in the guilty plea (pursuant to a cooperation agreement) of a
confidential assistant to a former govemor of the State of Alabama, a prominent unregistered
lobbyist, and a private contractor. The sentencing hearings for these individuals are pending as they
continue to cooperate with the ongoing investigation. We anticipate that the investigation and

prosecution will take another fiscal year, 2005.

As recently as August 2004, the lead AUSAs responsible for prosecuting this case went {o
Washington, DC, and met with Noel Hillman, Chief of the Public Integrity Section, and other senior
attorneys in his office. The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the status of the investigation, the
previously submitted proposed indictment and prosecutive memorandum of the former governor of
Alabama and former CEO of Health South Corporation, a multi-million dollar corporation; as well
as whether the investigation should be declared completed and not worthy of presentment to a grand
jury. The Public Integrity Section does not want to close the investigation because they believe the
evidence gathered thus far, while worthy of prosecution, is incomplete. They opined that the

investigation should focus on pursuing a RICO/conspiracy charge against the former governorand

others, rather than substantive charges of Hobbs Act, bribery, extortion and moncy laundering.
Obviously, this approach cures any potential statute of limitations concerns that were present under
the approach which focused on the substantive (non-R1CO) approach. This different approach has

caused MDAL to adjust its focus. In order to re-vamp the case to comply with the opinion of the

Public Integrity Section, additional time and resources are needed. It is important 1o note that the

~ original lead AUSA resigned in late April 2004 and the trial‘ attorney for Public Integrity also

_ OFFICIAL USE ONLY
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stopped working on the case in May 2004. Two AUSAs from this office have been assigned o work
on this case on a full time basis. At this point MDAL believes it will be January 05 before we can
present a proposed indictment to Public Integritylfor approval. Further complicating and delaying
the investigation and potential prosecutions in thiJ district are the tangential ties between an ongoing
prosecution of the herein named targets in the Northern District of Alabama. Specifically, the former
governor and former CEO of Health South have been indicted in the Northern District of Alabama
in separate indictments and are scheduled to go (o trial in October 2004 and January 2005. While
not directly related, cooperating defendants in MDAL's case are expecled to testify in the pending
trials in the Northemn District of Alabama. Theij testimony in Northern District of Alabama will

impact MDAL’s case.

In May 2004, MDAL sought and obtained permission from Bruce G. Ohr, Chief of the Organized
Crime and Racketeering Section, to request that a special grand jury be convened to investigate the
_ aforementioned public corruption case. The special grand jury convened in June and has heard the
testimony of approximately 70 witnesses and reviewed numerous subpoenaed documents. Public
Integrity has requested that in re-vamping our prosecutive memorandum MDAL should summarize.

the testimony of each witness who appeared before the special grand jury.

To date, MDAL, with the assistance of the other named agencies and Aspen’s contract support staff,
has amassed an enormous amount of evidence. Although the attorneys handling this investigation
and prosecution have changed, the Aspen contract support staff has remained the same. Therefore,
‘the Aspen support staff, namely Vallie Birdsong, is crucial to the investigative/prosecution team
because of his knowledge of the case from the beginning until the present time. Additionally, Mr.
Birdsong was and continues to be responsible for creating and organizing the investigative data into
computer files. To date, Mr. Birdsong has created over 80,000 computer files and he is the only
member of the investigative/prosecution team who knows the location and contents of these files.
It would not be prudent to try and replace Mr. Birdsong with someone who would have to spend an
unthinkable amount of time becoming acquainted with the existing computer files and the programs
created by Mr. Birdsong to access them. In Jight of Mr. Birdsong’s experience with and knowledge
of the instant case, MDAL believes it cannot go forward without the assistance of Mr. Birdsong.

MDAL is a small office. The criminal division has eleven AUSAs, a division chief, four support
staff (legal assistants and/or paralegal assistant) and one paralegal specialist. Each support staffis
responsible for three AUSAs and other collateral duties associated with the day-to-day operations
of the office. Although we have assigned one support staff person to work on the investigation part-
time, we do not have the resources to devote a8 support person to work on this case full time, i.e.,
learn the contents of the computer files and how to access the same. "
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INITIAL REQUEST OF MONIES RECEIVED BY ALS:

FY 2002

Travel | ’ o $S,OOO
Litigation $50,000
Supplies $10,000
Furniture/Equipment $88,400

ASPEN Contract (ALS) $99,990

End of fiscal year 2002 we retumned $45,000.

FY 2003

ASPEN Contract (ALS) $53,160.00
Modification 2 $75,000.00
Modification 3 $20,768.00
FY 2004

ASPEN Contract (ALS) $149,499

Funding Provided by RMP

FY 2005

[N

ASPEN Contract (ALS) $91,000

L e

FY 2006

ASPEN Contract ~ $30,000
(Received 2 month payroll)

- Litigation Regquest -$30,000
(Received for a large discovery request)

TOTAL $660,817.00

NS0




REQUEST FOR MODIFICATION OF EXISTING AUTOMATED LITIGATION TASK

ORDER FOR U. S. V. YOUNG, MIDDLE DISTRICT OF ALABAMA:

THE ATTACHED MEMO OUTLINES THE JU STIFICATION FOR-‘THE REQUEST

FOR ADDITIONAL FUNDING THRU END OF FISCAL YEAR 2006:

FUNDS REQUESTED:
CONTRACT PERSONNEL
12 MONTHS AT $14,000.00 PER MONTH

TRAVEL FUNDS TO INTEIHA’IEW
WITNESS ‘;

LITIGATION EXPENSES

(THIS CASE WILL HAVE VERY LARGE

COPYING JOBS FOR DISCOVERY, OVER
155,000 DOCUMENTS INVOLVED)

MISC. SUPPLIES (TONERS, PAPER, FOLDERS
CDs, TAPES, ETC.) 4

UPDATE FOR SOFTWARE DISCUSSED IN MEMO

HAS NOT BEEN UPDATED, SINCE 2002,
$1,400.00 X 3 YEARS TO BRING CURRENT

-

TOTAL REQUEST FOR FY 2006:

 $26,000.00

FY 05 BALANCE AS OF JANUARY, 2005
$ 91.000.00

FY 05 ONE TIME MONIES GRANTED:

FY 05 FUNDS EXPENDED:

October, 2004 $25,252.62

~ November, 2004 11,392.73
December, 2004 .13,002.49
January, 2005 11,229.47
February, 2005 9,573.21
March, 2005 - - 12,805.96
April, 2005 -+ 14,179.8]
May, 2005 11,083.21
June, 2005 ©11,584.93

“July, 2005 13,615.66 ,
August, 2005 ‘ No invoice to date

September, 2005 No invoice to date

7
0.

$16%,000.00
138,000

$ 10,000.00 .

$ 10,000.00

$ 5,000.00

$ 4,200.00

$197,200.00

$133,720.00

)
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FY 2006 REQUEST CONT: Page 2

FY 05 FUNDS EXPENDED FROM OUR DISTRICT’S FUND, TRAVEL, LITIGATION: .

AND PAYROLL:
Case related travel to Washington, DC, $6,514.00 |
meetings with DOJ Public Integrity Section
Litigation Expenses for this case: $3,609.00
TOTAL MONIES EXPENDED THRU AUGUST, 2005 $143,843.00
: (-$26,843.00)
FY 05 EXPENSES OUTSTANDING:
Contract expenses:
August, 2005 (approx. $13,000.00) $13,000.00
September, 2005 (approx. $13,000.00) $13,000.00
Litigation Expenses:
August grand jury (approx. $6,000.00) ~ $6,000.00
September grand jury (approx. $2,000) - §2,000.00
Travel Expenses: :
Case related trip to Washington, DC $ 2,000.00
(Acting U. S. Attorney and AUSA)

Fotal monies outstanding: ($36,000.00).

FY 2005 over and above the original one time increase:

D‘istn"ct funds used in
562, 843.00




REQUEST FOR MODJE};CATL@N OF EXISTING AUTOMATED LITIGATION TASK
ORDER FOR U. S. V. YOUNG, MIDDLE DISTRICT OF ALABAMA:

THE ATTACHED MEMO_OUTLINES THE JUSTIFICATION FOR THE REQUEST
FQR ADDITIQNAL FUNDING THRU END OF FISCAL YEAR 2006:

"~ FUNDS REQUESTED: | _ -
CONTRACT PERSONNEL
12 MONTHS AT $14,000.00 PER MONTH $138,000.00
TRAVEL FUNDS TO INTERVIEW $ 10,000.00
WITNESS
LITIGATION EXPENSES $20,000.00
(THIS CASE WILL HAVE VERY LARGE .

COPYING JOBS FOR DISCOVERY, OVER
155,000 DOCUMENTS INVOLVED)

MISC. SUPPLIES (TONERS, PAPER, FOLDERS $ 10,000.00
CDs, TAPES, ETC.)

UPDATE FOR SOFTWARE DISCUSSED IN MEMO
HAS NOT BEEN UPDATED, SINCE 2002,

$1,400.00 X 3 YEARS TO BRING CURRENT $  4,200.00
LITIGATIVE CONSULTANTS | S 20,000.00
GRAPHICS (NEEDED FOR TRIAL) | $sd,ooo.oo
OVER-TIME MONIES o ~ $5,000.00

DAILY TRANSCRIPTS " T $150,000.00
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Goss, Retta
From: Canary, Leura ,
Sent: Tuesday, Janwuary 25,2005 405 PM
To: Bevels, Lisa -
Cc: Goss, Retta; Franklin, Louis
Subject: One time litigation funding request

Lisa, Pursuant to our conversation earlier today, I have attached a memorandum to you from Louis Franklin, Criminal
Chief for the MDAL and acting U.S. Attorney in the public corruption case for which we require special funding. It explains.
our request for $91,000 (§13,000 X seven months) ta fund the most important investigation pending in this office. We are
very mindful of the critical financial situation of EOUSA and would not request this money unless it was absolutely
necessary. Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. Thank you for your hard work on our behalf, especially
under the current budget difficulties. If I may ever be of assistance to you, please call me. Leura Canary USA MDAL

additionfunds0S.wp
d




U. S. Departnent of Justice ;
United States Artorney . .
Middle District of Alabama

Memorandum

Subject Date

Emergency One Time Funding Request January 25, 2005
Aspen Systems Contract Support Expenses
.inU. S.v. Young, et al

To , From
Louis V. Franklin, Sr.
Acting United States Attorney (case specific)

Resource Management & Planning - Middle District of Alabama

DOJ, EOUSA, BICN Building One Court Square, Suite 201
600 E. Street, NW Montgomery, AL 36104

Washington, DC 20530

Lisa Bevels
Chief Financial Officer

The Middle District of Alabama by way of this memorandum is requesting a one-time
emergency funding for the above-styled case and ongoing investigation, which has reached a
critical stage. As you may remember, a request for $256,000 was submitted in October 2004
to fund this investigation through the end of fiscal year 2005. Your office gave us funding on
October 21, 2004 in the amount of $53,200, with instructions to renew our request at a later
date. The amount requested now, $91,000, is the minimum amount required to fund this
investigation for the remaining seven months of fiscal year 2005. Our district is unable to
fund this amount because the entire district litigation budget for FY 2005 is $80,000.

This money is critical to the success of this very important public corruption investigation in
that it is necessary to fund the payroll and travel expenses for Vallie Birdsong, a subcontractor

‘with Aspen Support personnel. EOUSA/Facilities Management manages the Aspen Support

personnel contract. They estimate that we will run out of monies in late February, 2005. In
order to fund Mr. Birdsong’s payroll and travel expenses through the end of this fiscal year,
we are requesting $91,000. Mr. Birdsong’s payroll and expenses average around $13,000 per~

month.

Mr. Birdsong is a very skilled professional whose services are greatly in demand. We have
been told by EOUSA/Facilities Management and Aspen that if we lose funding for Mr.
Birdsong at any time, he will be immediately placed on another project for Aspen. Mr.
Birdsong’s expertise in support of this case is critical to the continued investigation and

‘potential indictment, trial preparation and trial of this case. The case involves alleged public
“corruption of the former highest officials in Alabama and has already resulted in the guilty

pleas of a former confidential assistant to the governor and others.-The AUSAs who-are
working this case have expressed grave concern about their ability to adequately prepare
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_ without having Mr. Birdsong available to manage and retrieve information from the extensive
" database of files and documnents thas he has created. He is the only member of the
investigative and prosecution team who has been involved since the beginning of this case. He
alone possesses the knowledge of the information gathered from the inception of the :
investigation to the current time. He has created and maintained a very large and complex -
database which has over 80,000 computer files and i3 the only member of the team who knows

- the location and content of the files.

If the additional funds requested are not approved, this very high-profile Public
Corruption/RICO case will not be able to be brought to a successful completion. This is a
critically important case to the people in this district and state, It’s failure will send the
message that those in high office in the state of Alabama will not be held accountable or

prosecuted for their crimes against the public,

-~
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Goss, Retta C. (USAALNM)
From: Hamilton, Sherri-C. (USAALM)
Sent: . Thursday, September 15, 2005 8:28 AM
"~ To: Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)
Subject: FW: ALS Project Lanny Young

We need to get the figures on what Vallie will cost to fund from our district.

From: Thompson, John {USAEQ)

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2005 10:20 PM

Teo: Hamilton, Sherri C. (USAALM)

Cc: Goss, Retta C. (USAALM); Russell, Teresa (USAEQ)

Subject: RE: ALS Project Lanny Young

Sherri, V

I've reviewed your district’s FY 2006 one-time increase request for a funding enhancement for litigation
expenses related to the U.S. v. Lanny Young case. I've discussed your request with Lisa Bevels, but
unfortunately at this time we can not approve any requests for FY 2006 funding prior to receiving our
appropriation. However, Lisa has asked that I hold your request for consideration when we receive our FY
2006 funding . Also, as we discussed previously, the ALS pot of money has been exhausted in FY 2005
and it is unlikely that it will be replenished in FY 2006, As with the $91K provided for this FY for the Lanny
Young case, if your one-time increase request is approved, it will be provided via DIRECT LIT funds.

I want to assure you that Lisa is very aware of your district's request and your district's contribution to
EQUSA. As'soon as funding is available, your district's request will be revisited immediately, Please give
me a call if you have any additional questions and/or concerns. Thanks, John

From: Hamillton, Sheiri C. (USAALM)

Sent: Tuesday, September 06, 2005 5:35 PM

To: Thompson, John (USAEQ)

Cc: Goss, Retta C. (USAALM) ; R
Subject: : ALS Project Lanny Young ‘ :

John,

-Oh August 25, 2005, | FedEx you our One Time Funding Fiequest for Aspen Systems Contract Support Expenses
in U.8. v. Young, et al., for fiscal year 2006. Can you give me a date on when we can expect notification of approval?
Tawana Fobbs, has requested an OBD-186 to continue this project. Please contact me or Retta Goss with your
concerns,

Thank You.




- -~
Goss, Retta C. (USAALN) - , —
From: : Canary, Leura G. (USAALM)

Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2005 10:04 AM
To: Hamilten, Sherri C. (USAALM)

Ce: ’ Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)

Subject: . RE! ALS Project Lanny Young

Sherri, We have to keep paying Valli, so we may want ot let them know that it is critical to the succe.és of this project to
keep this contract employee on board. If we let him go, even for a short period, the contractor has let us know that he will

be immediately assigned elsewhere and we won't be able to get him back on the project. In the meanwhile, we won't fill
the GS 12 open slot so that we will have some excess payrottmoneyto help fund this. Thank, Leura :

From: Hamilton, Sherri C. (USAALM)
_Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2005 8:27 AM

To: Canary, Leura G. (USAALM); Franklin, Louis V. (USAALM)
Ce: -+ Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)

Subject: FW: ALS Project Lanny Young

FYi

Reference the e-mail notification below, we will not get funding at this time. Our request will be revisited as soon as
funding is available. ,

From: Thompson, John (USAEO)

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2005 10:20 PM

To: Hamilton, Sherri C. {(USAALM)

o(] Goss, Retta C. (USAALM); Russell, Teresa (USAEO)
Subject: RE: ALS Project Lanny Young ’
Sherri,

I've reviewed your district's FY 2006 one-time Increase request for a funding enhancement for litigation
expenses related to the U.S. v. Lanny Young case. I've discussed your request with Lisa Bevels, but
unfortunately at this time we can not approve any requests for FY 2006 funding prior to receiving our
appropriation. However, Lisa has asked that I hold your request for consideration when we receive our FY
2006 funding . Also, as we discussed previously, the ALS pot of money has been exhausted in FY 2005
and it is unlikely that it will be replenished in FY 2006. As with the $91K provided for this FY for the Lanny

"~ Young case, if yolr one-time inc[e‘a‘serrggg‘est is approved, it will be provided via DIRECT LIT funds.

I want to assure you that Lisa is very aware of your district's request and your district's contribution to
EQUSA. As soon as funding Is available, your district's request will be revisited immediately. Please give
me a call if you have any addiﬂona] questions and/or concerns. ‘Thanks, John :

From: * Hamilton, Sherri C. (USAALM)

Sent: Tuesday, September 06, 2005 5:35 PM o
To: . Thompson, John (USAEQ) R
Cc: Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)

Subject: ) ALS Project Lanny Young

John,

On August 25, 2005,.1 FedEx you our One Time Funding Request for Aspen Systems Contract Support Expenses

inUS. v. Young, et al, for fiscal year 2006. Can you give me a date on when we can expect notification of approval?

Tawana Fobbs, has reguested an OBD-186 to continue this project. Please contact me or Retta Goss with your
ncerns. ‘

Thank You.




.- Goss,RettaC. (USAALM) = — -

From: - Fobbs, Tawana (USAEO)

Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2005 11:37 AM
To: Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)

Subject: FW: ALS Account

Tawana Fobbs

COTR, Auntomated Litigation Support

FASS/FOUSA , -
202-307-1448 (Voice/

202-616-6651 (Fax)

From: Delgado, Rachel (USAEQ)

Sent: Waednesday, October 26, 2005 8:12 AM

To: Fobbs, Tawana (USAEQ)

Cc: Martin, Debbie (USAEQ)

Subject: RE: ALS Account

Tawana - There is no funding remaining in the ALS account 0E6404. As for one-times being approved, | am
not sure if we will be able to approve any one-times at this point since we are still tir@er a CR and do not have

our appropriation yet.

Thanks,
-.Rachsel
" From: Fobbs, Tawana (USAEQ)
Sent: Tuesday, October 25, 2005 5:11 PM.
To: Delgado, Rachel (USAEQ)
Subject: - ALS Accournt
Rachel,

Will funds be available in the ALS account after November 18, 20057 Also, is RMP approving any one-times for large high

profile cases? Retta Goss has recently put in a one-time for the Lanny Young project in Middle Alabama. Do you think

this will be approved? Presently, we are working on a month-to-month basis. The contractor in place has been there for

years, so he is the most knowledgable regarding this project?

‘Thank you for you attention to this matter.

Tawana JFobbs ‘
COTR, Automated Litigation Support
FASS/FOUSA

202-307-1448 (Voice)

202-616-6657 (Fax)
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Goss, RZtta C. (USALM)
R

e

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Canary, Leura G. (USAALM)

Wednesday, October 26, 2005 12:54 PM

Bevels, Lisa (USAEOQ) :

Goss, Retta C. (USAALM); Hamilton, Sherri C. (USAALM)
Supplemental Allocation .

Lisa, This is to confirm that you are making an ailocation to the MDAL of $30,000 to cover the salary and expenses of
the contract employee who is critical to the prosecution of United States vs. Lanny Young, et al. As we discussed, there is
no other funding available and we expect his salary and expenses to cost $13,000 to $1 5,000 per month. As we also
discussed, this allocation will pay his costs for November and December, 2005. This case is a very important and high-
profile public corruption case. We expect these costs to continue through the entire 2006 fiscal year and perhaps beyond.

Thank you again for your assistance. | truly appreciate your hard work and dedication to U.S. Attorney's Offices during
this very difficult budget time.

Leura Canary
MDAL
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‘Goss, Retta C. (USA®LM) ™~ __ e
From: Bevels, Lisa (USAEQ)

Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2005 1:11 PM

To: Canary, Leura G. (USAALM)

Cc: Russell, Teresa (USAEQ); Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)
Subject: , RE: Supptemental Allocation

Teresa Russell of my staff is contacting Retta and will move this into your DBM as a one time for litigation. Please have
Retta call me back when the money runs out.-

From: Canary, Leura G. {(USAALM)

Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2005 1:54 PM

To: Bevels, Lisa (USAEQ)

Cc: Goss, Retta C. (USAALMY); Hamilton, Sherri C. (USAALM)
Subject: Supplemental Allocation

Lisa, This is to confirm that you are making an allocation to the MDAL of $30,000 to cover the salary and expenses of

the contract employee who is critical to the prosecution of United States vs. Lanny Young, et al. As we discussed, there is
no other funding available and we expect his salary and expenses to cost $13,000 to $15,000 per month. As we also
discussed, this allocation will pay his costs for November and December, 2005. This case is a very important and high-
profile public corruption case. We expect these costs to continue through the entire 2006 fiscal year and perhaps beyond.

Thank you again for your assistance. | truly appreciate your hard work and dedication to U.S. Attorney's Offices during
this very difficult budget time. :

Leura Canary
MDAL
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Goss, Retta C. (USAALM) )
From: Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)
Sent: - Tuesday, November 01, 2005 1:32 PM
To: Fobbs, Tawana (USAEQ)
Cc: : Hamiiton, Sherri C. (USAALM)
Subject: , Task Order 92 change

Tawana,

Acting U. S. Attorney Louis Franklin in charge of this case has requested that | change the Task Order #92 name from U.
S. v. Lanny Young to U. S. v. Siegleman et. al.

If there is a problem doing this, please let me know. From this date forward on correspondence, OBD-186 etc. | will be
using the U. S. v. Siegleman et. al.

e

Thanks and hope you are having a good week. Retta

Retta Goss o
Administrative:Q Press Officer
Middle District of Alabama
334-223-7280

334-223-7560 FAX
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Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)
From: Hamilton, Sherri C. (USAALM)
Sent: Tuesday, November 01, 2005 4:39 PM
To: Franklin, Louis V. (USAALM); Canary, Leura G. (USAALM); Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)
Subject: Additional Funds Approved in U.S. v. Siegleman (Discovery Request) 30K
FYl,

SA informing us that our request for a One-Time was

| just recelved a telephone call from John Thompson, EOU
request ASAP.

approved in the above reference case. EQUSA would like us to re-submit our original

- N-63




Hamilton, Sherri C. (USAALM)

P

To: Russell, Teresa (USAEQ)
Subject: HEALTHSOUTH Case MDAL (U.S. V. Siegleman et. al.)

Teresa,

Acting U.S. Attorney Franklin forwarded a copy of the e-mail you sent him regarding the approval of $30K. He
briefed us Monday on his conversation with Debbie Martin. He obtained approval for $30K to cover the discovery request
and was told that it would not come out of our district litigation funds. Obviously from reading your emall, it appears that

you are advancing $30K from our direct allocation.

We will be briefing U. S. Attorney Leura Canary on this matter this afternoon. We would like to discuss this with
you as soon as possible.

Sherri C. Hamilton, Budget Officer
U.S. Attorney's Office

. Middle District of Alabama

Telephone: 334/223-7280
Fax: 334/223-7560
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United States Atrorney
Middle District of Alabama

Memoranduin

<z B B -
- o U. 8. Department of Justice )
’ 9‘”’:’{(
&
Rt

Date

Subject
'I November 7, 2005

From .
| Louis V. Franklin, Sr@ o

Acting United States Attorney (case specific)
Middle District of Alabama

One Court Square, Suite 201

“Montgomery, AL 36104

Emergency One Time Funding Request
Aspen Systems Contract Support Expenses in
U.S. v. Don Siegelman, et al |

To

Lisa Bevels
Resource Management & Planning

DOQIJ, EOUSA, BICN Building
600 E. Street, NW
Woashington, DC 20530

On August 25,2005, 1sent an “Emergency One Time Funding Request. . .” for the above-referenced

case. It is my understanding that due to the Continuing Resolution, no decision has been made on
this request. Notwithstanding the Continuing Resolution, the status of the case has changed and I
am in desperate need of immediate funding. Specifically, on October 26, 2005, the special grand
jury in this district returned a thirty-count superseding indictment against Don Siegelman, Former
Govemor State of Alabama; Paul Hamrick, Former Chief 61 Staffand Gary Roberts, Former Director
of the Departiment of Transportation during the Siegelman Administration. Also charged in the
indictment is Richard Scrushy, Former CEO of HealthSouth Corporation. The superseding
indictment charges RICO, RICO conspiracy, honest services mail and wire fraud, bribery and
obstruction of justice. Defendant Siegelman is a candidate for governor; therefore, it is anticipated
that he will request an early trial date, despite the voluminous document intense nature of the L

evidence in this case. Therefore time is of the essence.

The defendants appeared for their initial appearance and arraignment on October 27 and 28, 2005,

during which the Court efitered an Order requiring the United States to provide discovery to the
defendants on or before November 10, 2005. There are approximately 250,000 documents that must
be scanned and copied in order to comply with the Court’s Order. On October 28, 2005, your office
approved $30,000 to complete this discovery request. Additionally, Leura Canary, U. S. Attomey
for this district, requested and received fundin g to extend the employment for two months for Vallie

Birdsong, contract employee with Aspen.

Attachment 1 is a line item detail of initial funding requirements that are imperative to successfully
prosecute this high-profile case.

We respectfully request your prompt response to this request.

~ OFFICIAL USE ONLY
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- ATTACHMENT 1:

MODIFICATION OF EXISTING AUTOMATED LITIGATION TASK ORDER #92 AND

BUDGET REQUIREMENTS FOR U. S. V. SIEGLEMAN

ALABAMA:

DETAIL LINE ITEMS FOR BUDGET APPROVAL:

FUNDS REQUESTED:

ASPEN CONTRACT PERSONNEL
10 MONTHS AT $14,000.00 PER MONTH

TRAVEL FUNDS TO INTERVIEW
WITNESS

LITIGATION EXPENSES

MISC. SUPPLIES (TONERS, PAPER, FOLDERS

CDs, TAPES, ETC. Removable hard drives for scanning

purposes)

UPDATE FOR SOFTWARE DISCUSSED IN MEMO

HAS NOT BEEN UPDATED, SINCE 2002,
$1,500.00 X 3 YEARS TO BRING CURRENT
#RCRITICAL NEED***

LITIGATIVE CONSULTANTS
GRAPHICS (NEEDED FOR TRIAL)

OVER-TIME MONEES

DAILY TRANSCRIPTS

EQUIPMENT (2 high-speed scanners approx. $9,OOVO.OO)

Most documents are being required to be scanned in order
_to provide CDs for defense attorneys and our AUSAs for

preparation for trial.

TOTAL INITIAL REQUEST:

(=]

yMIDDLE DISTRICT OF

$ 140,000.00

$ 10,000.00

$ 30,000.00

$ 15,000.00

$ 4,500.00

40,000.00

©~3

50,000.00

&

8,000.00
$ 150,000.00

18,000.00

©

$ 465,500.00

S NBE
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Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)

Franklin, Louis V. (USAALM)

Tuesday, November 29, 2005 4:56 PM

Bevels, Lisa (USAEQ)

Goss, Retta C. (USAALM); Hamilton, Sherrj C. (USAALM)
U.S. v. Don Slegeiman, et al

On October 26, 2005 a special grand jury sitting for the Middle District of Alabama (Montgomery) returned a thirty-count
superseding indictment against Don Siegeiman, Former Governor for the State of Alabama; Paul Hamrick, Former Chief
of Staff and Gary Roberts, Former Director of the Department of Transportation during the Siegelman administration. Also
charged in the superseding indigtment is Richard M. Scrushy, Former CEO of HealthSouth Corporation, who was
acquitted of a massive corporaté fraud scheme in the Northern District of Alabama (Birmingham) earlier this year.

The superseding indictment charges RICO, RICO conspiracy, honest services mail and wire fraud, bribery and obstruction
of justice. These charges arise out of the conversion of the highest levels of state government into-a corrupt enterprise
which its members (Governor, Chief of Staff, Director of Transportation, and others) and associates (Scrushy and others)
used to engage in the aforementioned pattern of criminal conduct. Scrushy and Siegelman are charged with two counts of
bribery involving $500,000 in campaign contributions made by Scrushy to Siegelman in exchange for Siegelman's
appointment of Scrushy to the Certificate of Need Review Board. Siegelman is also charged along with Hamrick in the
RICO, RICO conspiracy and seven counts of honest services wire and mail fraud, involving official action taken with the
following state agencies; the Department of Revenue and the Department of Economic and Community Affairs.
Siegeiman and Roberts are charged with 16 counts of wire and mail fraud in connection with official actions taken with
respect to the Alabama Department of Transportation. Slegelman and Hamyrick are charged with one count each of
obstruction of justice relating to thelr attempts to cover-up their illegal conduct. Finally, Siegelman is also charged with
extortion in connection with his demand for a $250,00 campaign contribution from a local businessman who was doing
work for the state. :

Discovery has been a masslive undertaking, involving more than 1 million documents. To date, we have spent in excess of
530,000 and anticipate spending more. Although no trial date has been set, the judge has Ordered all counsel of record to
file notices of conflict for February, March, April and May of 2006. Siegelman is an active candidate for governor;
therefore, we anticipate a request for an sarly trial date.
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Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)

From: Kline, Mary Ellen (USAEQ)

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2006 3:39 PM

To: Goss, Retta C. (USAALM); Hamilton, Sherri C. (USAALM)
Ce: Bevels, Lisa (USAEO); Thompson, John (USAEO); Russell, Teresa (USAEQ)
"Subject: RE: Just received a call from Louis Franklin

Retta and Sherri,
Per our call, you.are authorized a one-time of $175K. This is for your Aspen contractor

($104) and for graphics and other litigation expenses ($71). As you need additional
monies, please advise and we will work with you. Thanks! ME
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Goss, Refta C, (USAALM) - -

From: Fobbs, Tawana (USAEQ)

Sent: Friday, July 28, 2006 8:38 AM

To: Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)

Subject: RE: US v Siegelman Task Order 242

Good Moming Retta,

"That's no problem. | will forward your e-mail to Aspen to make sure they are aware of the situation.
Thank You

Tawana _Fobbs

Support Services Specialist
FASS/FOUSA
202-307-1448 (Voice)
202-616-6651 (Fax)

From: Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)

Sent: Thursday, July 27, 2006 6:41 PM
To: Fobbs, Tawana (USAEO)

Subject; RE: US v Slegelman Task Order 242

Good afternoon and Good Tomorrow Morning,

I know you are going to want to strangle me. | was just called by the Acting U.S. Attorney on the case below and they
have requested to keep Mr. Byrdsong approximately three more weeks per his request. He is in the process of organizing
and ensuring that all the necessary information and documentation is in the computer database and files are in order for

the sentencing and appeal process.

| know per our last email and the Modification No. 4 that you faxed me shows the Period of Performance is good till-
9/30/2006 and you stated in the email that we still have funds. g .

Since | have not sent the confirming email that all services have been rendered, because as of this last phone-call, alf
services have ad%been rendered, we are requesting that Mr. Byrdsong continue to work under this Task Order untif
’ August 18th, 20086.

Again, | am sorry for the trouble and we do appreciate all of your assistance with this.

Retta Goss

Administrative Officer/Press Officer
Middle District of Alabama
334-223-7280

334-223-7560 FAX

"~ From: ~ Fobbs, Tawana (USAEO)
Sent: Tuesday, July 25, 2006 1:52 PM
To: Goss, Retta C, (USAALM)
- Subject: - RE: US v Siegelman:

Yes, | will need an e-mail from you confirming all services have been rendered. The vendor will also send an e—man
confirming all services have been rendered and all invoices have been received.

Thanks
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Tawana _JFobbs

Support Services Specialist
FASS/FOUSA
202-307-1448 (Voice)

202-616-6651 (Fax)

From: 7Y Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)

Sent: Tuesday, July 25, 2006 2:27 PM
To: _ Fobbs, Tawana (USAEO)
Subject: RE: US v Siegelman

.

Good morning Tawana,
Sorry, | was at home working and should have waited till | got back to office. It was in my in box.

| have met with the Acting U. S. Attorney on this case and he tells me that they will no longer require the services on this
contract for Vallie Byrdsong as of July 31, 20086.

| have only received invoices up to May 2008. | show a balance as of then of $35,488.36. We still need to pay June and
July invoices. ’ '

Do | need to prepare something to send in order fo close this contract once the July payment has been processed?
Let me know, thanks again for all your help. [t is a pleasure working with you.

Retta Goss

Administrative Officer/Press Officer
Middie District of Alabama
334-223-7280 ,

334-223-7560 FAX

From: Fobbs, Tawana (USAEQ)

Sent: Tuesday, July 25, 2006 8:44 AM
To: . Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)
Subject: RE; US v Siegelman

Gpod Morning Retta, .

| already faxed a copy of modification #4. Did you receive it?
Thanks

Tawana jobbs ‘
Support Services Specialist
FASS/FOUSA
202-307-1448 (Voice)
202-616-66571 (Fax) -

From: i Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)
Sent: Sunday, July 23, 2006 6:45 PM
To: Fobbs, Tawana (USAEQ)
Subject: © “REIUS v Siegelman =

Tawana,

mv

o T
O e
s
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~!was on vacat‘ign last week when I got this. | tried to reply on Blackberry but not sure. i it went through. | will double

check my f#e”Gh Monday, but can you go ahead and fax me a copy of the Modification #4.

Thanks again for your help.

Retta Goss
Administrative Officer/CO
USAO MD AL

(334) 223-7280 .
334-223-7560 FAX

From:. Fobbs, Tawana (USAEO) ;
Sent: Wednesday, July 19, 2006 8:11 AM

To: Goss, Retta C. (USAALM)

Subject: US v Siegelman

Hello Retta,

After reviewing the file for US v Siegelman, Modification #4 extended the period of ;;erformance to 9/30/06 and you still
have funding. Therefore, we do not need to prepare a modification to extend the period of performance. | can fax you a
copy of the modification if you do not have one,

Thank \;ou

Tawana Fobbs

Support Services Specialist
FASS/FOUSA
202-307-1448 (Voice)
202-616-66517 (Fax)
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goo1
©.8. Department of Tastice -
Executive Office for United States Aftorneys
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01/24/07 _ WED 14:47 FAX
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e »*
| RTMENTOF J UST!GE 1. Y REG DOC | 2. Delivery/Purchase Order Ne.
) 8 02 77805 1770 242 Mod. #7
REQUISITION/ORDER 3. Date Approved by COTR 4. Dellvery/Purchase Order Dite
o 411212007 -1y-07
SUPPLIES OR SERVICES
RETEr TR SRS 16 P T I 1 TR A SUBRRRAS mawb&m&‘%‘@ 2} £ Requisitlon No.
.ausmssscz.m st mm:nsq@l_wmmxéd £ .
6. To: JMDfPSS Pameia Pilz 2. Erom: (Nema, Locaduﬂ] ATTN Reftia Goss
1331 Pennsyivania Avenus, Nw Usao - MD of Alabama
Sults 1000 One Court Square, Sulte 201
Washington, DC 20530 Montgomery, AL 38104
8. Source: . For Ordering Information Call: (Nams, Telephona)
Aspen Systems Corporation Tawdna Fobbs 202-618- 8425
2277 Research Boulevard 16. Reqalred Delivery Dte:
Rockville, MD 20850 11, Place ol(ns ectian and Acseptance: pastinaton
ATTN: Joyce Lambert T rom point; Dastnaten o
12. Contract No. B - 13" Eignaturs of Approving Officer: Dats:
02-C-0438 SEE ATTACHED OBD-188
14, Cost Canier Code u.mémppmxm officer;
0E4002 77608 OBJ: 2529 Administrative Officer o
CLIN No. Doscription of Supplies ar Sarvices Leassd Quantty Untt unlt Amount s0C
(1) . (in in {49) o Price (22} Code
oY lesue (24) (23
{18) (20)
| The purpose of this modification Isto
close out this task ordes (TO 242).
All services have been rendered and )
" g VUSRS
all Involces have been raceived.
o
|
- = L;. "”.‘ .
=
- U AL
(¥ ] :'> r
B =<
bt of
I o
‘;‘) 4
£S
FT3 Belrer o [ComAiot SHIPFIG addross, Thciuding Zip 60de) 25, TOTAL ° $ 0.00
See block 7
28. Hall Involce Yo! :
S stoat NW, Room 2400, Weshinglon, o1 2 nvleaRi.
23, The ebove Rams arehers
UNITED STATES OF m NANE: Pamela Pilz
8Y (Signature} -
Mﬂ_ 2 . Tia. Conlracting/Ordesing Officer ) FORM-DOJSEA

teft i
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01724/ OPLMES 1. 47 FaX

RS

- MODIFICATION SHEET
US v SIEGELMAN |
TO 242 - MD ALABAMA
| MOD. # AMOUNT TOTAL
| $53,160.00
o1 91,000.00 144,160.00
02 0.00 | 144,160.00
|03 3,000.00 147,160.00
04 30,000.00 177,160.00
05 3,700.00 180,860.00°
06 84,000.00 264,860.00 -
1 07 - Disbursements 264,860.00. 0.00
TOTAL $0.00

e

"
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INITIAL REQUEST OF MONIES RECEIVED BY ALS: At
FY 2002

Travel $8,000

Litigation $50,000

Supplies $10,000

Fumiture/Equipment $88,400

ASPEN Contract (ALS) $99,990

End of fiscal year 2002 we returned $45,000.

FY 2003

ASPEN Contract (ALS) =~ $53,160.00

Modification 2 $75,000.00

Modification 3 $20,768.00 o
FY 2004

ASPEN Contract (ALS)  $149,499

Funding Provided by RMP

FY 2005

ASPEN Contract (ALS)  $91,000 :

FY 2006

ASPEN Contract - $30,000
(Received 2 month payroll)

Litigation Request $30,000

(Received for a large discovery request)

TOTAL : $660,817.00
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U. S. Department of Justice

United States Attorney
Middle District of Alabama

Memorandum
Subject ‘  Date
Meeting on May 24, 2004 June 14, 2004
To . From
R. Randolph Neeley ' ‘ Patricia A. Snyder
Assistant United States Attorney Civil Chief MDAL
Civil Division MDAL

I am writing to confirm the discussions which took place at our meeting on Monday, May
24,2004, at 4:00 p.m. Present at the meeting were you, me and Louis V. Franklin. The purpose
of the meeting was to notify you that management is concerned about recent acts and omissions
with respect to your work, which are outlined in greater detail below. You were advised that
management is considering disciplinary action, which may be effected within the next two'to three
weeks. Asnoted during the meeting, we are considering whether a discipline is necessary because
these acts and omissions occurred in the wake of a verbal reprimand in February 2004 for agreeing
to pay an expert witness retained by the plaintiff in a high-dollar FTCA case (Metivier, et al. v.
United States) without proper authorization and in violation of DOJ expert retention policies and

procedures.

The incident that has brought the situation to a head and precipitated consideration of
disciplinary action is the April 30, 2004, dismissal of the case of United States v. Darryl Crenshaw,
et al., Civil Action No. 03-B-1062-N, and your failure to report this dismissal to your supervisor.
This case was filéd by you on behalf of the United States to recover approximately $45,000.00
incurred by the United States for medical treatment rendered due to a third party’s negligence.
Despite two show cause orders and a phone call from the Court, no response to a motion to
dismiss was filed on behalf of the United States. Accordingly, on April 30, 2004, more than four

months after the first show cause order was entered, the Court entered an Order and Final

Judgment dismissing the case for want of prosecution. You have filed a motion to alter or amend
the judgment, which remains pending, V

We recognize that the Civil Division has been short-handed for several months and that you

have been busy. We also recognize that mistakes can happen. In this case, however, the mistake
was compounded by your failure to report the matter to your supervisor. Instead of learning of
the dismissal from you when you learned of it, or soon thereafter, the dismissal came to
management’s attention several weeks later through discussions with the judiciary. AsIattempted
to make clear at the May 24 meeting, disciplinary action is being considered primarily for your
failure to report the adverse action in your case to your supervisor. Action may also be appropriate
because the oversight falls on the heels of several incidents suggesting that you may not be

'OFFICIAL USE ONLY

0-01



i S

devoting adequate attention to your cases and/or showing due regard for the Court’s deadlines.
We touched on these during the May 24 meeting:

1.

On about March 25, 2004, in William T. Collum v. Anthony J. Principi, you left for

a vacation at the beach leaving an incomplete summary judgment motion and
memorandum brief on the desk of the ACE paralegal with a written note insfructing
her to research certain issues and add cases and arguments based upon her research.
The brief was due prior to your return and, consequently, you left instructions to
file it in your absence. You did not discuss this with the paralegal or me prior to
leaving for your vacation, but instead simply deposited the unfinished brief and the
note on the paralegal’s desk to be discovered the next day, the day before your
dispositive motion was due. Upon review, the work product contained numerous
typographical and grammatical errors, suggesting that the product was both
unfinished and unreviewed. The paralegal had insufficient knowledge of the
underlying facts of the case to complete the research or the legal arguments. She
and 1 could only proof the brief, correct the obvious errors and file it in its
unfinished state. I was hopeful that the matter could be cleaned up through a strong
reply brief, but as you know, you were unable to complete the reply brief by its due
date. You filed a last minute motion for extension shortly before 5:00 on the due
date of the brief. Judge Fuller denied the extension, precluding the filing of areply.

On about April 9, 2004, in the case of Michael Youngblood v. Johin E. Potter, you
missed the deadline for filing a pre-trial brief and your last minute motion for
extension, filed at approximately 11:00 p.m., was denied. When this issue was
brought to my attention, I advised you to file a motion for reconsideration and
attach the pre-trial brief you had prepared. Several days later, you still had not
done so despite my instructions. When queried, you indicated that you and counsel
for the postal service had decided it was not necessary. Upon further urging by me,
you ultimately filed the motion for reconsideration with the attached pre-trial brief.
Fortunately, the motion was denied as moot because you obtained a defendant’s
verdict in the case.

In the case of Annis B. Hinton v. United States, which is a case assigned to me, you
settled the cost portion of the case without my prior approval, either as counsel on

the case or as your Civil Chief. In our May 24 meeting, you stated that we had

discussed settling this aspect of the case and that I had authorized you to do so.
Although I recall a general discussion with you about a policy under my
predecessor to settle cost bills upon a waiver of the right of appeal, I do not recall
authorizing you to take such action in Hinfon and certainly did not receive or
approve a settlement memorandum to that effect. In any case, the firstnotice tome
that you had settled that aspect of the case came several months later when I

received a copy of a motion to withdraw the cost bill which you filed while I was
out of the office on May 20, 2004, You e-filed the motion unger my name without
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first discussing thie pleading with me or obtaining my approval and authorization
to file 2 motion on my behalf, Ilearned of the motion after-the-fact when the legal
assistant placed a copy with my mail on Monday, May 24. -1 am extremely
concerned about any pleading being filed under my name without my prior
knowledge, authorization and approval. o
4, There have been numerous instances where you have failed to notify me inadvance
concerning your intention to take annual leave. On several occasions, you have
called the legal assistants and advised that you will be in “around 10 or 11.” On~
some of those occasions, you have not appeared all day or have appeared late in the
afternoon. The leave is taken without advance approval, without coordination with
- the division, and without having completed tasks we have discussed which are
necessary for the upcoming evaluation. Asyou know, Ihave been out of the office
a fair amount the last few weeks as a result of a hectic deposition schedule in
Metivier. Since we are the only two [awyers in the division, it is essential that we
coordinate our absences and try not to leave the division unmanned.! On Friday,
May 21, 2004, you advised me that you were intending to take leave during the
week of May 24, 2004, in order to paint your house. I advised you that no
voluntary leave was being approved until tasks necessary for the June 7 evaluation
have been completed. We have been regularly discussing (and I have emailed you
concerning) your need to complete settlement memos in several cases. Indeed, we
have discussed a deadline of Tuesday, May 25, for completion of this task, and as
of May 24, I had not received the first settlement memo. OnMonday, May 24, you
called and advised one of the legal assistants that you were taking care of some
things around your house and that you would be in later in the afternoon. On that
particular day, you had a Rule 26(f) report due in one case and jury instructions and
voir dire due in a case scheduled to go to trial in two weeks. When you learned of
the May 24 deadlines, you did come to the office, though at first you were dressed
in shorts and a T-shirt. At that time, we discussed our conversation of May 21
concerning voluntary leave, and you indicated that you had misunderstoad. You
‘have been at work regularly since that time.

The foregoing summarizes the matters discussed on May 24, Should your recollection of
our discussions differ from the matters set forth herein, please advise me in writing within three
(3) business days from the date of this memorandum. We are continuing our investigation of the
matters outlined above so that we may determine what action, if any, should be taken.

! This was not discussed in the meeting on May 24, but in order to confirm that my
criticisms regarding your recent leave taking methods were fair, ] reviewed your leave records after
the meeting. I learned that you have taken 56 hours of annual leave between May 2 and May 29 in
the haphazard method outlined above (i.e., calling in the day of the anticipated leave, not accurately
estimating yotit arrival time, possibly showing up, possibly not, etc.).

- OFFICIAL USE ONLY

0-03




R - (R

Unfortunately, we are also involved in preparing for the upcoming evaluation and completing the
performance report which is due before then. As a result, the conclusion of this matter may be
delayed for two to three weeks. We apologize for the delay and will attempt to conclude this
matter as quickly as possible. You will be kept abreast of any developments as they occur.

ce:  Leural. Canary
United States Attorney

- Louis V. Franklin, Sr.
Criminal Chief

Stephen M. Doyle
Chief, Civil Division

Retta Goss
Acting Administrative Officer
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U.S. Department of Justice

United States Atlorney
Middle District of Alabama

Telephone: 334/223.7280

One Court Square, Suite 201 - Fax:334/223-7560
Post Office Box 197 Fin Lit Fax: 334/223-7201
Montgomery, Alabams 36101-0197 Civll Fax 334/223-7418

Criminal Fax: 334/223.7135

August 19, 2004

H. Marshall Jarrett, Counsel

Office of Professional Responsibility
United States Department of Justice
20 Massachusetts Avenue, Room 5100
Washington, DC 20530 s

RE: . Assistant United States Attomey R, Randolph Nccley
Middle District of Alabama =

Dear M. Jarrett:

Section 1-4.100(A) of the United States Attorneys’ Manual provides that “[e]vidence and
non-frivolous allegations of serious misconduct by Department attorneys that relate to the
exercise of their authority to investigate, litigate, or provide legal advice shall be reported to
OPR”. Upon EOUSA’s recommendation, I am writing to provide information regarding
Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA) R. Randolph Neeley of the United States Attomey’s
Office, Middle District of Alabama (USAO/MDAL), that may rise to the level of cvzdence or
non-frivolous allegations of serious misconduct.

A, On April 20, 2004, in the case of United States v. Darryl Crenshaw, et al,,
Case No. 03-CV-1062-F, the Court entered an Order dismissing the case for want of
prosecution. This case involved a claim by the United States to recover approxxmately
$45,000.00 incurred by the United States for medical treatment rendered as a
consequence of a third party’s negligence. Mr. Neeley filed the case on behalf of the
United States in October 2003. One of the defendants filed a motion to dismiss. Despite
two show cause orders, one in December 2003 and one in April 2004, no response to the
motion to dismiss was filed on behalf of the United States and, consequently, the case
was dismissed for lack of prosecution. Mr. Neeley did not report the dismissal to the civil

chief.

My investigation discloses that the first show cause order was properly calendared
and simply overlooked by Mr, Neeley. Asto the second show cause order, my
investigation indicates that both the legal assistant, Ms. Glenna Ryals, and Mr. Neeley
received notice of the show cause order by e-filing. Under the procedures then in place in
the Civil Division, Ms. Ryals was required to calendar the response deadline, but failed to
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H. Marshall Jarrett, Counsej
August 19, 2004
Page2

do so, causing the deadline not to appear on the Civil Division calendar. As a result, no
response to the show cause-order was filed by Mr. Neeley on behalf of the government
and, on April 30, 2004, the Court dismissed for want of prosecution. Mr. Neeley learned
== - of the dismissal and thereafter filed a motion for relief from the judgment, which was
subsequently denied. In its order denying the motion for relief, the Court stated, “[wlhile
the reasons urged by the plaintiff for its failure to comply with the Court’s Orders are
regretful, this Court finds that they exceed the realm of excusable neglect and
inadvertence.” Mr. Neeley did not inform the civil chief of the dismissal. Instead of
learning of the dismissal from Mr. Neeley, our office learned-offt several weeks later
through discussions with the judiciary. Copies of the Court’s Orders in this matter are

attached.

B. On about April 9, 2004, in the case of Michael Youngblood v. John E.
Potter, Case No. 2:02-CV-01298-WHA-SRW, Mr, Neeley missed the deadline for filing
a pre-trial brief and instead filed a last minute motion for extension at approximately
11:00 p.m. The motion was denied. '

C. In the case of Annis B. Hinton v. United Siates, Case No. 02-W-1132-S, a
civil case assigned to me, Mr. Neeley settled the cost portion of the case without my prior
approval, either as counsel on the case or as civil chief. The first notice to me that he had
settled that aspect of the case came several months later when I received a copy of a
motion to withdraw the cost bill which Mr. Neeley had filed while I was out of the office
on May 20, 2004. He e-filed the motion under my name without first discussing the
pleading with me or obtaining my approval and authorization to file it. Tlearned of the
motion after-the-fact when the legal assistant placed a copy with my mail on Monday,
May 24.-1 haye since learned that Mr. Neeley agreed to waive the cost bill after the
appeal time had expired upon a call from the plaintiff’s counsel. ‘

Although certainly these matters are serious, I believe it is also important that I apprise
you of certain mitigating factors ongoing at this time. Just prior to these events, in February
2004, we lost one of the AUSAs in the Civil Division to lung cancer. She was diagnosed only
shortly before her death. Mr. Neeley and this AUSA were extremely close personal friends. In
addition to the emotional distress which accompanied the loss of this very dear person, her death
left our Civil Division severely understaffed. To worsen matters, this office’s civil chief retired
as of January 1, 2004, and this person was also a dear friend of Mr, Neeley’s. Our general civil
defensive unit consisted of only three AUSAs, including the civil chief. Although I was quickly
promoted to civil chief to assist Mr. Neeley in handling the civil case load, we were still down
one AUSA. In addition to these overwhelming losses, Mr, Neeley- was also struggling during this
time with personal issues. He and his wife were divorcing, and he was selling a house, buying
another house-and moving. He is the custodial parent for his two children. Despite these
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H. Marshall Jarrett, Counsel
August 19, 2004
Page 3

hardships, Mr. Neeley tried the Youngblood case referred to in paragraph B above in late April
2004 and, afier a week-long trial, successfully secured a defense verdict for the Umted States.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. IfI can be of ﬁnh%agmstmce please do not
hesitate to contact me at (334) 223-7280.

Very Truly Yours,

: )

atricia A. S yder
First Assistant United States Attorney

Enclosures

cc: - Joshua Eaton
General Counsel
Executive Office for the United States Attorneys

The Honorable Leura G. Canary

United States Attorney
Middle District of Alabama
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U.8. Department of Justice

Office of Professional Responsibility

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Room 3266
Washlaglon, D.C. 20530

00T 12 20

Leura Garrett Canary

United States Attorney
Middle District of Alabama
One Court Square, Suite 201
Montgotery, Alabama 36104

Re: AUSA R. Randolph Neeley

Dear Ms. Canary:

By letter dated August 19, 2004, Fitst Assistant U.S. Attorney (FAUSA) Patricia A, Snyder
informed this Office of three cases in which the conduct of Assistant U.S. Attorney (AUSA) R.
Randolph Neeley raised serious concerns, In United States v. Crenshaw, Case No. 03-CV-1062-F
(M.D. Ala.), the court dismissed the case for want of prosecution when AUSA Neeley allegedly did
not respond to the defendant’s motion to disruiss despite two orders to show cause, and then did not
report the dismissal to your Office’s Civil Chief. In Youngblood v. Potter, Case No. 2:02-CV-
01298-WHA-SRW (M.D. Ala,), AUSA Neeley allegedly missed the deadline for filing a pre-trial
brief, and his last-minute motion for an extension of time was denied. Finally, in Hintonv. United
States, Case No. 02-W-1132-S (M.D. Ala.), AUSA Neeley allegedly settled a portion of the case
without the permission of the AUSA in charge of the case after filing papers under her name and
waiving costs after the time for appeal had expired. '

We have initiated an investigation into these matters, To assist Us in our investigation,
please ask AUSA Neeley to prepare a written response to the allegations of misconduct. Please note
that AUSA Neeley’s written response should be his personal account of the conduct giving rise to
the allegations, and that the response should not be edited or revised by any USAO employee, In
preparing his response, AUSA Neeley should provide us with the documents from each case that
he thinks would aid our review. AUSA Neeley may contact other personnel if necessary to obtain
documents, but he should refrain from discussing the matter with other potential witnesses. In his
response, AUSA Neeley should identify any witnesses who would be able to provide relevant

information, but he should not contact them for the purpose of obtaininga written or oral statement.

AUSA Neeley should provide us with information regarding his professional background
and experience, including his length of service and positions held with the Department. In addition,
to assist us in determining which ethical rules apply in light of the enactment of 28 U.S.C. § 530B
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(the “Citizens Protection Act of 1998”), he should identify each state in which he is licensed to
practice law and his category of membership (e.g., active, inactive, associate, or some other
membership category).

We would also like to know whether there has been any media coverage of any of the above-
referenced cases in which the alleged misconduct occurred. Ifso, we ask that you provide us copies

of any artictes and/or any=videotapes and/or transeripts of any broadcasts mentioning or discussing -

the matter.

For your information and to assist AUSA Neeley in preparing his response, I am enclosing
a document describing the policies and procedures this Office follows in handling allegations of
misconduct and judicial findings made against Department attorneys.

AUSA Neeley should send his response directly to this Office within three weeks of the date
- of this letter. He may, but is not required to, provide you with a courtesy copy of his response. In
addition, we welcome any additional information or comments you may wish to provide within that

time frame.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. If you or AUSA Neeley has any questions,
please contact me or Assistant Counsel Frederick C. Leiner on (202) 514-3365.

ASinccrely, : -

A Wb/

H. Marshall Jarrett
Counsel

Enclosure
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Office of Professional Responsibility
Policies and Procedures

L History of the Office of Professional Responsibility

The Department of Justice Office of Professional Responsibility (OPR) was created in 1975
as one response to the revelations of ethical abuses and misconduct by Department of Justice
officials in the Watergate scandal. Pursuant to 28 CF.R. § 0.392, OPR reports directly to the
Attomey General and Deputy Attomey General, The Office is headed by a Counsel and Deputy
. Counsel, and is staffed by Associate Counsel and Assistant-Counsel. :

2. Role of OPR

OPR has jurisdiction to investigate allegations of misconduct by Department of Justice
attomeys, investigators and law enforcement personnel that relate to the exercise of an attorney’s
authority to investigate, litigate- or provide legal advice.! Other allegations of misconduct by
. Department attorneys that do not fall within the jurisdiction of OPR are investigated by the Office

of the Inspector General (OIG). OIG is required to notify OPR of the existence and results of any

OIG investigation that reflects upon the professional ethics, competence or integrity of a Department
attorney. In such cases, OPR is directed to take appropriate action. -

In addition to reporting its findings and conclusions in individual investigations, OPR is-also
charged with providing advice to the Attorney General and Deputy Attorney General concerning
the need for changes in policies and procedures which become evident during the course of OPR’s

investigations.

3. Allegations that Must be Reported to OPR

K Chapter 1-4.100 of the United States Attomeys' Manual (USAM), entitied "Allegations of
‘Misconduct by Department of Justice Employees - Reporting Misconduct Allegations," provides

that:

e All Department employees must report to their United States Attorney, Assistant Attorney
General, or other appropriate supervisor any evidence or non-frivolous allegation of misconduct,
An employee who wishes to report directly to OPR or OIG may do so.

'For clarity, we have described OPR’s policies and procedures as they apply to Department
attorneys. The same policies and procedures generally apply to investigators and law enforcement

personnel. ~
Office of Professional Responsibility
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L The supervisor must evaluate whether the misconduct at issue is serious. If'so, the supervisor
must report it to OPR or OIG, as appropriate. If the supervisor is uncertain, he or she may contact
OPR or OIG to determine what action to take. If the supervisor was involved in the alleged
misconduct, she or he must bring it to the attention of a higher ranking official.

® Any statement by a judge or magistrate indicating a belief that a Department attorney has
engaged in misconduct, or taking under submission a claim of misconduct, must be reported to a
supervisor. The supervisor must report to OPR immediately any evidence or non-frivolous
allegation of serious misconduct. ) B

® Judicial findings of attorney misconduct and judicial requests for an inquiry into possible
misconduct must immediately be reported to OPR and the attorney's supervisor, regardless of

“whether the matter is regarded as frivolous or nou-serious. Judicial findings of misconduct are,

except in extraordinary cases, expeditiously investigated by OPR, without awaiting further judicial
or appellate proceedings.

4. Receipt and Initial Review of Allegations of Misconduct

OPR receives allegations against Department attorneys from a variety of sources, including

self-referrals and referrals of complaints by officials in U.S. Attorneys' offices and litigating
divisions, private attorneys, defendants and civil litigants, other federal agencies, state or local

government officials, judicial and congressional referrals, and media reports. OPR also conducts

periodic searches of legal databases to identify opinions containing judicial findings of misconduct.

Information provided to OPR may be confidential. In approi')riatc cases, OPR will disclose
that information only to the extent necessary in order to resolve the allegation.

~ Upon receipt, OPR reviews each allegation and determines whether further investigation is
warranted. The determination whether to conduct an inquiry and/or full investigation in a specific
case is a matter of investigative judgment. Many factors are weighed, including the nature of the
allegation, its apparent credibility, its specificity, its susceptibility to verification, and the source of
theallegation. OPR ordinarily compietes investigations relating to the actions of attorneys who have
resigned or retired in order to better assess the litigation impact of the alleged miseonduct and to
‘permit the Attorney General and Deputy Attorney General to judge the need for changes in
Department policies or practices. .

" A decision to conduct an inquiry or full investigation in a matter does not give rise to a
presumption of professional misconduct nor does it shift the burden of proof to the person being

investigated,
5. Judicial Findings of Misconduct and Allegations in the Course of Litigation

Judicial findings of misconduct are, except in extraordinary cases, expeditiously investigated
by OPR regardless of any planned appeal. Depending on the circumstances, magistrate judges'

recommendations may result in an inquiry prior to review by the District Court. Oral statements by

- judges are notusually considered "findings" resulting inan automatic OPR investigation, but should

2
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be reported to the U.S. Attorney or appropriate supervisor for a determination of whether an OPR
referral is required.

If an allegation of misconduct made during the course of litigation is not summarily denied
or overruled by the court, it must be brought to the supervisor's attention. If the supervisor
determines that the allegation is non-frivolous and would constitute serious misconduct if true; it
must be reported to OPR. :

6. The Investigative Process in a Typical Matter

OPR's investigations involve a wide range of allegz{tions, and the investigative methods used
vary accordingly. The vast majority of complaints received by OPR each year are reviewed a

determined not to warrant investigation because, for example, the complaintis frivolous on ts face,

it is vague and unsupported by any evidence, or itis not within OPR’s jurisdiction. If OPR closes
a matter without investigation this fact is recorded in OPR’s files, and the attorney alleged to have
engaged in misconduct receives no notice of the complaint.

In some cases, OPR determines that further information is needed to resolve the matter. The
 first step is usually to request a written response from the attorney involved in the allegation.
Requests for responses to allegations should be answered promptly and thoroughly. Supporting
documentation and any other relevant material should be included with the response, and other
individuals with relevant information should be identified. However, in order to avoid any
appearance of attempting to coordinate accounts, the attorney involved should not interview other
witnesses or ask them to prepare written statements. If an attorney’s trial schedule or other
professional commitments preclude aresponse within the period requested, an extension of time may

be arranged by contacting OPR.

In requesting a written response, OPR asks the attorney involved to provide pertinent

information regarding his or her professional background and experience including his length of

service and positions held with the Department. In order-to determine what state bar rules may
apply to the matter, OPR also asks the attorney involved to list each jurisdiction in which he or she
maintains bar membership, regardless of his cafegory of membership (e.g., active, inactive,
associate, or some other membership category). In addition, OPR asks if the allegation has been
reported in the public media; and if so, that copies of any such stories or broadcasts be provided to

'OPR. This information is necessary in order to determine, when the matter is concluded, whether
preparation of a public summary is appropriate (see 12, below).

In the case of a self-referral or referral by a supervisor, it is not necessary to await OPR's
request before sending explanatory material. A written response to an allegation may be sent in
anticipation of OPR's request -- either at the time the allegation is reported to OPR, or as soon
thereafter as it can be prepared. This is particularly helpful in cases involving judicial findings
where OPR must conduct expedited investigations. :

In cases that cannot be resolved based on the written response and relevant documents, OPR
conducts a full on-site investigation. Case files, investigative files, or other relevant documents may
be reviewed. Interviews of witnesses with information relevant to the matter are conducted.

3
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Interviews are ordinarily conducted by two OPR attomeys. The complainantis usually interviewed
first. Witnesses identified by the complainant and by OPR may be interviewed next. Anemployee
being interviewed may take notes but may not tape record the interview. If OPR determines that it
~ would be in the interest of the investigation, a witness interview may be recorded or transcribed by

a court reporter. In that event, a copy of the recording or transcript is ordinarily not made available
to'the witness. :

All Department employees have an obligation to cooperat'e with OPR investigations, and to

give information that is complete and candid. Employees who refuse to cooperate with OPR -

investigations may be subject to formal discipline, including removal.

7. Interview of the Person Alleged to have Committed Misconduct

" In cases in which OPR determines that on-site interviews are necessary, OPR ordinarily
interviews the attorney alleged to have engaged in misconduct at or near the end ofits investigation,
when the allegations have been fully developed. Most investigations are administrative in nature;

in the instances in which the allegations involve criminal conduct, the attorney is so advised. In

such cases, the subjects are not required to participate in an investigation unless they are informed

. that their statements will not be used to incriminate them in any criminal proceeding.

An attomney alleged to have engaged in misconduct is interviewed alone unless counsel is
permitted to attend (see below). At OPR’s discretion in the interest of the investigation, the subject
may be sworn pursuant to 5 U.S.C. § 303. The interview is ordinarily transcribed by a court
reporter. At the conclusion of the interview, the attorney will be given an opportunity, subject to
a confidentiality agreement, to review the transcript and to provide a supplemental written response
and additional documents relevant to the investigation. The confidentiality agreement requires

return of the transcript and any copies together with any supplemental materials and the agreement -

- will become an attachment to the transcript.

In the interview, the attorney alleged to have committed misconduct will be asked to address
each of the outstanding issues and allegations. He or she may suggest witnesses to be interviewed,
but such interviews are discretionary with OPR. Ordinarily, OPR does not disclose who has already
been interviewed or wham it plans to interview. . o T '

8. Assistanc‘evof Counsel

Ifthe matter involves alleged illegality, the attorney alleged to have committed misconduct
is entitled to have counsel present to assist him or her. In the majority of investigations, however,
~ the allegations are administrative in nature, and employees are not.eatitled to counsel as amatter of

Jaw. However, counsel may be permitted if OPR is satisfied that counsel will not interfere with or
“delay the interview. Counsel must be actually retained by the employee as his or her legal
representative, not attending informally or as an observer. Coworkers are niot permitted to attend

as observers. .

=
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9. Post-investigation Procedures

At the conclusion of the investigation, OPR makes findings of fact and reaches conclusions
' as to whether professional misconduct has occurred. OPR may find professional misconduct in two
types of circumstances: (1) where an attorney intentionally violated an obligation. or standard
imposed by law, applicable rule of professional conduct, or Department regulation or policy, or (2)
where an attorney acted in reckless disregard of his or her obligation to comply with that obligation
or standard. OPR may also find that the attorney used poor judgment or made a mistake; such
findings do not constitute findings of professional miscorduct.

If OPR determines that no misconduct or poor judgment occurred, the attorney who was
investigated, the complainant, and other appropriate parties are notified of that resu it.

If OPR determines that professional misconduct or poor judgment occurred, it prepares a
report containing its findings and conclusions, and provides that report to the Deputy Attorney
General as well as the appropriate Assistant Attorney General, the Director of EOUSA, or other
appropriate component head. In addition, if OPR finds professional misconduct, it will also
recommend an appropriate range of disciplinary actions for consideration by the attorney's
supervisors (see further discussion below). In cases of poor judgment, the attorney’s supervisors
may consider training, reassignment,.or disciplinary action. :

OPR may include in its report information relating to management and policy issues noted
in the course of the investi gation for consideration by Department officials.
10.  Formal Disciplinary Action Based on OPR Findings

While OPR recommends an appropriate 1ange of discipline in cases of professional
" misconduct, the decision whether to propose discipline and the nature of the action to be taken rests

with the attorney's supervisors. Disciplinary actions against DOJ attorneys are govemned bythe DOJ

Humean Resources Order, chapter 1200, and include written reprimand, suspension, demotion, ot
removal. If a proposed disciplinary action is based on material included in an OPR report, that
material must be disclosed to the attorney. Otherwise, the attorney involved in the allegation does
not have a right to review the entire OPR report, which often contains confidential information

regarding other employess or findings regarding management issues noted during the investigation. |

11.  Referral of Findings of Professional Misconduct to Bar Disciplinary Authorities |

In cases in which it finds professional misconduct (either intentional misconduct or conduct

‘in reckless disregard of an applicable standard or obligation), OPR ordinarily advises bar -

disciplinary authorities in the jurisdiction where the attorney is licensed of its finding. Such a
referral is not made if the matter involves purely federal or Department concermns and no bar
disciplinary rule appears to be implicated.

o
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12, Public Disclosure of OPR Findings : .

OPR's findings in certain cases may be publically disclosed. The Department will disclose
the final disposition, after all available administrative reviews have been completed, of any matter
in'the following categories:

a. A finding of intentional or knowing professional misconduct in the course of litigation
or investigation where the Attorney General or Deputy Attorney General finds that the public
interest in disclosure outweighs the privacy interest of the attorney and any law enforcement

~ inferests; .

b. Any case involying an allegation of serious professional misconduct where there has been
a demonstration of public interest, including referrals by a court or bar association, where the
Attorney General or Deputy Attorney General finds that the public interest in disclosure outweighs
" - the privacy interest of the attorney and any law enforcement interests; '

¢ Any case in which the attorney requests disclosure, where law enforcement interests are
not compromised by the disclosure.

~ If amatter appears to meet these criteria, OPR prepares a summary of the matter including
the attorney's name, sufficient facts to explain the context of the allegation, and the final disposition.
This summary is submitted to the Department's Office of Information and Privacy ("OIP"), which
determines whether the Privacy Act permits disclosure of the included information and whether
revisions should be made to the summary prior to disclosure. If OIP advises that the statement is
appropriate for disclosure, the summary is sent to the attorney and the appropriate supervisory -
official, and both are given the opportunity to make written comments and objections to the
proposed disclosure on grounds of privacy or law enforcement concerns. Any such objections are

reviewed by OIP.

OPR forwards the proposed summary to the Deputy Attorney General with its
recommendation regarding release and attaches all comments that were received. The final decision
as to whether to release a summary is made by the Attorney General. If the Attorney General
decides that disclosure is appropriate, the summary is forwarded to the Office of Public Affairs for

release.

13.  OPRReview of Proposals to Refer Non-DOJ Attorneys to Bar Disciplinary Authorities

Prior to reporting to the bar any alleged unethical conduct by an attorney not employed by
the Department of Justice, a DOJ attorney must discuss the matter with the U.S. Attorney or other
component head, who in turn should consult with OPR about the matter. In appropriate cases, it
may be desirable for such a complaint to be referred to the bar by OPR rather than by an attorney

in the component in which the dispute arose.
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Snyder, Patricia -
From: Eaton, Josh
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2004 5:24 PM
To: Snyder, Patricia
Subject: RE: Proposed Written Reprimand
Patricia,

You may certainly discipline Rand for conduct that OPR refuses to investigate or investigates and finds no professional
responsibility related misconduct. However, as you note below you will have to wait until OPR makes its decision. This
type of disposition would be appropriate if the issue related to something that turned out to not be a professional
responsibility violation, yet was still inappropriate conduct deserving of discipiine.

That being said, you should not mention the issues referred to OPR in the current reprimand in any way. Doing so will
likely bar you from taking discipline action on the conduct in the future (as it will be very difficult, if not impossible, to
distinguish in the reprimand between those issues for which you are reprimanding him, and those issues you are holding
off on untii OPR completes its investigation).

Hopefully, | have not further confused this issue. Certainly, fet me know if | have or if you have any additional questions of
concerns.

Josh
—--Original Message--——
From: Snyder, Patrida
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2004 3:46 PM
To: Eaton, Josh

Subject: RE: Proposed Written Reprimand

Ms. Canary had a question about this draft reprimand. If OPR dogs nrot discipline on something we send up to them,
but we think that it warrants discipline, can we later revise the written reprimand to address that conduct as well?
Could we, for instance, state in the written reprimand that we are also concerned about his other acts or omissions,
but we have referred those matters to OPR and will address them, if need be, upon conclusion of the OPR

investigation? :

-~—0riginal Message—
From: Eaton, Josh
Sent:  Wednesday, July 21, 2004 7:53 AM
To: Snyder, Patrida
Subjects RE: Proposed Written Reprimand

Patricia,

| wrote this rough draft reprimand for Rand. Basically 1 just wanted to give you an idea of what these usually look
like. But as you will see in one or two areas | took some liberties with the facts. So, certainly, make modifications
as you find necessary, or trash it and draft a new one if you would like. Either way, let me know if you want to

discuss further,

_ Josh
<< File: Rand Reprimand.wpd >>

-—-Original Message——

From: Snyder, Patricia

Sent Friday, July 16, 2004 5:50 PM
Yo: Eaton, Josh

Subject: _ RE: Proposed Written Reprimand

<< File: OPR referral.wpd >>

Proposed OPR referral, for your review/suggestions. The USA is reviewing it as well, for her input. Thank you

I




for all of your assistance.

-—_0riginal Message—

From: Eaton, Josh

Sent: Friday, July 16, 2004 2:27 PM
To: Snyder, Patricla

Subject: RE: Proposed Written Reprimand

<< File: Draﬁ OPR referfal.wpd >> Patricia, for the referral.

~--—0riginal Message—--
From: Snyder, Patricia
Sent: - Thursday, July 15, 2004 10:34 AM
To: Eaton, Josh
Subject: RE: Propased Written Reprimand

| tried you back, but we keep missing each other. Would you like to emaii them to me?

-——-QOriginal Message—

From: Eaton, Josh

Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2004 6:13 AM
To: Snyder, Patricia

Subjeck: RE: Propased Written Reprimand
Patricia,

1 am sorry | was unable to get back to you yesterday. Please call me at your convenience-and we
can talk about my suggestions. :

Josh
—Origirial Message-—- -
From: Snyder, Patricia
Sent: Tuesday, July 13, 2004 1:48 PM
To: : Eaton, Josh
Subject Proposed Written Reprimand

| am attaching my recommendation that R. Randolph Neeley receive a written reprimand for
the events we previously discussed. Please let me know your thoughts: Do you believe a

‘written reprimand Is appropriate for the incidents listed? Any thoughts/advice as to how we
proceed from here? Thanks in advance for your assistance.

Password: disciplinary

<< Fiie: Recommendation.wpd >> -
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Moore, Berzi;a

From: Snyder, Patricla_ ® e - . -
Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2005 10:48 AM

To: Moore, Bertha; Crooks, Janle ... = ===

Subject: FW: trip to Montgomery

| am forwarding this to you for scheduling purposes, but please keep this information in confidence. Our interviews will
take place in the civil conference room, which has been reserved for these days.

--—-Original Message---—

From: Leiner, Frederick C

Sent: Thursday, Aprit 28, 2005 10:35 AM

To: Snyder, Patricla B - -
Ce: Griffin, Lisa

Subject: trip to Montgomery

Patricia: . e

I received your phone message from last night confirming that you have been able to arrange the interviews on May 4 and
5. Along the lines of our discusslon, | hope that Interviews with you, Steve Doyle, and Annie Williams will be on the

afternoon of the 4th, and Rand Neeley's will be on the morning of the 5th.

For internal purposes here at OPR, and so that | can arrange for the court reporter, would you please let me know the
times you scheduled for each interview, and where Neeley's interview will be. Thanks.

Fred Leiner
direct dial; 202-514-8607
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Professional Responsibility

Washington, D.C. 20530
gEP 80 2005

Leura Garrett Canary

United States Attorney
Middle District of Alabama
One Court Square, Suite 201
Montgomery, Alabama 36104

Re: AUSA R. Randolph Neeley

Dear Ms. Canary:

We have concluded our investigation of the conduct of Assistant U.S. Attorney R, Randolph -

Neeley in three cases your office referred to OPR. We concluded that in United States v. Crenshaw,
AUSA Neeley made a mistake in not recognizing that the court’s December 5, 2003 show cause
ordet was unanswered when he reviewed the file in March 2004, and that he made a mistake in
failing to inform his supervisor in April 2004 that the court had entered judgment against the
govetnment. In Younghlood v. Potter, we concluded that he did not commit professional misconduct
or exercise poor judgment, Finally, in United States v, Hinton, we concluded thathe made a mistake
by filing a motion to withdraw the bill of costs under his supervisor’s name without specifically
informing her of his intention to do so, Our investigation of these matters is now closed.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. If you have any questions, please contact the
Bxecutive Office for the U.S. Attorneys.

Sincerely,
‘/d MM/AW i

N H. Marshall Jarrett
Counsel

cc: Michael A. Battle
Director, EOUSA

Secott Schools
General Counsel, BOUSA
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United States Attorney’s Office
District of Arizona

Memorandum

To: OSC File o -
From: Ronald R. Gallegos -
Subject: Memorandum of Interview

Date: September 4, 2008

Below is a summary of an interview conducted on August 26, 2008, of Frederick C. Leiner,
Assistant Counsel, and William J. Birney, Associate Counsel, who are with the Office of Professional
Rcspons1b1hty (OPR). Also present was James C. Duncan, Associate Counsel with OPR.

1 explained to Mr. Leiner and Mr. Bimey that I was working on an investigation related to a
referral from the Office of Special Counsel (OSC). The investigation relates to alleged misconduct by
management officials of the U.S. Attorney’s Office in the Middle District of Alabama (MDAL). I was
informed that they had seen the OSC referral letter and were aware that one of the allegations involved
an OPR investigation 1nvolv1ng AUSA Randolph Neeley

Mr. Leiner stated that he was the lead 1nvest1gator and wrote the report in the Neeley
investigation. Mr. Birney was his supervisor. Prior to the interview, Mr. Leiner had obtained and
reviewed the OPR investigative file. The file did not contain any helpful notes, and he does not
specifically recall, how he determined who OPR would interview. However, Mr. Leiner’s practice,
which he believes was followed in this case, was to derive the witnesses to be interviewed from the
information and documents provided by the district. Mr. Leiner stated that OPR alone determines who
to interview. Any suggestion that officials of the MDAL “vetoed any witness from being interviewed
is preposterous.” Once it was determined who OPR would interview, management in the MDAL was
informed and asked to arrange them. Mr. Leiner believes all the witnesses he wanted to interview were
in fact interviewed. OPR wanted to conduct were done. There was no lack of cooperation by the
MDAL. In fact, Mr. Leiner had the impression that management officials of the MDAL felt that
AUSA Neeley should be strongly disciplined. Although the contact person atthe MDAL was FAUSA
Watson, he felt that FAUSA Watson was working hand-in-hand with USA Canary on the matter and

that she supported FAUSA Watson regarding the investigation. It is not true that management was

trying to protect AUSA Neeley

Mr. Birney stated that the incident regarding the arrest of AUSA Neeley was not material to the
investigation and is outside the jurisdiction of OPR.. The same is true regarding the “lunging” incident.
It would have had no bearing on the investigation and again, would not fall within OPR’s jurisdiction
to investigate. However, if OPR learns of conduct such as the alleged “lunging” in the midst of an
investigation, it would have the discretion to investigate the conduct as a separate investigation on

- behalf of and under an agreement with the Department of Justice, Office of Inspector General. It is
similar to pendent jurisdiction of a court. The arrest and “lunging” incidents, however, were not
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material to the investigation, and the OPR irwestigati’on of AUS»A Neeley was not obstructed in any

way, shape or form.

Mr. Leiner stated that he agreed completely with Mr. Leiner’s statement that the arrest and
“lunging” incidents were not material to the investigation and are outside the scope of OPR’s

jurisdiction.’
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