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1111 A: Iwould say that’sapproximate,12]

yes.
113] Q: I'm not going to hold you to it, (14]
I'm just —

115 A: Right.

116] Q: General.Isthere any passagein (17]
any of those articles that when you read
it, (18] you said to yourself, “Boy, this
information [19] may have come fromthe
disclosures I made to (20) Senator Das-
chle and Leahy”?

1211 A: Not from any I said, and none [22)
concerning Mr. Hatfill; but I did read
some
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(11things in print that Ithought had come
from [2) or been given to the press from
the meeting 3) that the Director and
myself, and Dr. Dwight (4] Adams, from
the laboratory, had with the two (5
senators.

161 Q: Is this a separate meeting,or the (7]
meeting that we are talking about, the
time 18] you made the disclosures to the
senators, or [9] it is —

r101 A: I think —

1) @Q: I'mnot trying to confuse you.I (12
just don’t know how many meetings we
have 113] here. Is there —

1147 A: Right. There was an article in, I [15]
believe it’s called Science magazine —

r16) Q: Yes.

1171 A: That contained information [18]
about — it contained allegations about
the [19] evidence —

1201 Q: Let me stop you there because I
121] think we are getting close to law [22]
enforcement, and I don’t want to hear
this.
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113 I don’t mean to be rude.I just —
121 A: No, no, I understand.

31 Q: I am trying to keep this record (4]
very pure.

1s)Iunderstand that there’s been some [6]
articles published about speculations
about a (7] scientific investigation going
on here.

i8] A: Right,

191 Q: Okay. And Gary Motsumoto’s arti-
cle (101 in Science magazine is one of
them?

111 A: Correct.

1121 Q: And Scott Shane has written (13]
articles that may have speculated about
[14] things; correct?

1151 A: Right.

116) Q: So — I’'mjust going to back up.(17]
There was a meeting where you and the
ns) Director were present where you
disclosed to [19] Senators Leahy and
Daschle and staffers there (20] the status

VV
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of your view of Dr. Hatfill, what [21] his

status in the investigation was?
1221 A: Correct.
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111 Q: Just as to that disclosure to those (2
senators, did you see any article either
that 31 you read in preparation in ad-
vance of (4] deposition orany time during
your tenure (5] where you said to your-
self, “Boy, that (s} disclosure that I said to
the senators and (71 the staff has now
been repeated or fronted (8] one of these
articles”?

91 A: 1 don’t recall ever reading (10
anythinglike thatthat whenIreadit,If11)
thought, “That’s attributable to the meet-
ing 12) that we had.”

(13] Q: Fair enough.Andyou wouldrecall
(14] it because there is at least one
meeting with [15] Dwight Adams,whoisa
lab person; correct?

16] A: Correct.

(171 Q: Mayhave provided information or
(18] disclosures about what it is the FBI
might or 119) might not be doing about
the — forensically (20} about this case?

1211 A: Correct.

1221 Q: And that you saw an article and
you
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(1] said to yourself, “That could have —
that (2] could have arisen out of that —
those 3] disclosures”?
4] A: That’s correct.
151 Q: But those disclosures were not (6]
directed about Dr. Hatfill himself?
71 A: That’s correct.
81 Q: That was about what is or may not
91 be happening in the forensic?
0] A: Correct.
1] (Deposition Exhibit No. 17 was (12)
marked for identification.)
1131 BY MR. CONNOLLY:
(141 Q: Okay. Fair enough. I just wanted
115] to get that clear.
61 I am going to show you, if you 117]
don’tmind,ExhibitNo.17,andask youto
(18] read that.
(191 This isa list of news [20] organizations.
Ithink there’s 15 news [21] organizations
on here. In sum and substance, [22] they
comprise the 40 or so articles that I
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(1 think you read in advance of this
deposition.
121 My question for you is: Reviewing 3]
the 15 news organizations here,and take
as (4] much time as you need, would you
tell me (5) whether you had any com-
munication with any (6] person from any
of these news organizations (7] about the
anthrax investigation?

2 F i
[%;’]%’Thc \%gs%igg?ongl’ost is the only

one [91 I see that I can recall having
contact with a [10] reporter for — out of
these 15.

111 Q: Okay.So you have no recollection
112} of speaking to any reporter, stringer,
(13] employee or someone associated
with any of [14] the other 15 — anyofthe
other 14 news [15] organizations other
than the Washington Post?

116) A: That’s correct.

1171 Q: Okay.Do youknow anyone else at
18] the FBI who had — who com-
municated with any (19 ofthese 15 news
organizations about the [20) FBI’santhrax
investigation?

211 A: Well, I believe that Debra [22
Weierman, the media coordinator, bec-
ause she
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(1] typically received inquiries, all in-
coming (2] inquiries from the press orthe
media may (3] have had an inquiry from
these other — these [4] other institutions.

151 Q: Let me ask you this a different (6
way: Other than Ms. Weierman or Mr.
Kortan (7] or others whose job respon-
sibility at the FBI [g] is to — is out of the
field office or Public 191 Affairs Office
whose obligation is to (10) communicate
with news organizations, do you [11]
know anyone else within the FBIwho [12]
communicated with any of these news
[13) organizations?

1141 A: Yes. The assistant director in (15]
charge, Mike Mason; and his pre-
decessor, the [16] assistant director in
charge of the (177 Washington Field
Office,Van Harp.I do know (18] that both
of them have had contact with the [19]
Washington Post.

{200 Q: Okay. Any other news organiza-
tions (21] you are aware of for either
Mason or Harp?

1221 A: None that I'm aware of.
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1) Q: How about Director Mueller?

121 A: I'm notaware of any press contacts
131 that Director Mueller has.

4] Q: Iam going to now — well, let me (5]
ask you this: Let's go back to your
contacts 6] with the Washington Post.
{77 How many would you say you 8]
personally have had since October
2002, press (91 contacts with the Wash-
ington Post?

1101 A: Since that time,I have received (11
approximately 50 inquiries from the
Post, (12] different reporters at the Post.
(131 Q: Would that include Allan Lengel?
[14] A: Yes.

11s; Q: Guy Gugliotta?

116] A: Yes.
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1171 Q: Marilyn Thompson?

118] A: Yes.

(19] Q: Carol Leonnig?

(201 A: I don'’t recall talking with her.

1211 Q: Yourecallanyotherreportersyou
1221 might have spoken with?
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111 A: Gary Motsumoto,and I don’tknow
if (2] Gary works for the Post, but he has
written [3) articles for the Post.

41 Q: Now,Iwantto be fair here because
(5] reporters move organizations and so
forth. (¢ When I'm asking you a question
about the (71 Washington Post, what I'm
asking you isthat (8] youknewthey were
Washington reporters, [9] Washington
Post reporters at the time you (10} spoke
to them, they now may have been —

1) A: Yes.
112) Q: Gone somewhere else?
1131 A: Yes, that's correct.

114] Q: All right. I don’t want to trip [15)
you up with somebody now who has
moved 116) somewhere else, okay?

n7; A: All right.

118) Q: So you remember Motsumoto,but
(191 don’t remember exactly the organ-
ization he (201 was with at the time you
spoke to him?

121 A: That'’s correct.

1221 Q: Okay. Lengel?
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111 A: Lengel was with the Post, and (2]
identified himself as being with the Post.

31 Q: Gugliotta?

14} A: Gugliotta also I knew to be with [5]
the Washington Post.

61 Q: Ms. Thompson?

(71 A: Again, I'm not sure if she’s [s]
employedbythe Post orif she just writes
9] articles on a freelance basis.

(10} Q: Fair enough.

)
117 A: But I know her articles have been
1121 published in the Post.

131 Q: Can you think of any other 114
reporters?

11s] A: There have been others, but I (1]
don’t — I just don't remember their
name or (17] their affiliation.

1181 Q: Just to kind of narrow, close this
1191 loop. Do you think, then, that the
press 20] contacts you had since October
of 2002 1211 regarding the anthrax in-
vestigation have been (221 exclusively
with reporters associated with
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11 the Washington Post, excluding Gary
21 Motsumoto, who we — we don't

recollection, that is the case.

61 Q: And is there a reason that you (7]
would speak to the Post reporters and
not (8] anyone else?

191 A: Well, those are the ones that I [10)
remember getting inquiries from. As I
say, I (1) remember getting inquiries on
the telephone [12) from others as well.
113) And to provide some context here,
(14) what happened when Itook overthe
case in (15] October of 2002, the Director
was having a [16) meeting with the press
on an unrelated issue. (17] And in the
course of taking questions at the (18] end
ofhis briefing,someone asked himabout
[19] the anthrax investigation.

120} And he gave them my name, said he
1211 had just put me in charge of this case.
That (221 generated a flurry of incoming
calls from the
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(1} press to me asking about the in-
vestigation.
121 But it was simply an initial (3} flurry,
and I just don’t remember all of 4] those
calls, but there were many.

151 Q: And were they kind of — those (6]
flurry of calls, were they kind of isolated
(71 to the first week or so after the
Director (8] made those comments?

191 A: Correct.

110] Q: And then they — they just —

(11) A: Then they tapered off very rap-
idly.

1121 Q: And it was only the Washington
Post (13} intrepid reporters who kept
ringing you up?

1141 A: That’s cotrrect.

115] MR. CONNOLLY: All right. I'm [16] go-
ing to give you what has been marked as

1171 (Deposition Exhibit No. 24 was {18]
marked for identification.)

19 BY MR. CONNOLLY:

120 Q: And given what you've just told
me, [21] just testified to,this question may
be 22 pretty easier.
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111 I'd ask you to take a look at all (2] the
names of journalists here, and there’s 3]
37,and ask you ifyou have a recollection
of 141 speaking to any of these reporters
about the [5] anthrax investigation.

61 A: Allan Lengel, number 29, called me
171 about the case. I met in person with
Marilyn [8) Thompson, number 31;and I
met in person with 9] Guy Gugliotta,
number 34,

110} And that’s it. I don’t see (111 Mot-
sumoto’s name on that list.

1141 Q: Okay. And is your recollection in
(15] this regard. pretty solid?

116] A: I know I definitely had contact (17
with those reportersthatI've named.AsI
(18] say, there are others that I just —
(191 Q: I am trying to be as fair as [20]
possible.

(21] A: Right.

(221 Q: Let me ask you —
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(11 A: And I'm trying to be as accurate as
121 possible.

31 Q: Of course. If you had had a 14
substantive conversation about the det-
ails of [5) the anthrax investigation with a
reporter, (6} would you remember it?

(71 A: Absolutely.

81 Q: Okay. So excepting the initial (9]
flurry of phone calls or the introductory
[10] phone callsthat the press may — may
have [11] made to you when you as-
cended to the job —

112} A: Right.

113} Q: Do you have a recollection of [14]
having any substantive — substantive [15]
discussions about the anthrax inves-
tigation (16} with anyone other than
Washington Post [17] reporters?

118 A: No.

1191 Q: Okay. And we should define [20) ©
substantive.” I — I — when I define (21]
substance,” I mean conversations in
which [22) theyre inquiring about in-
vestigative
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11 techniques about what the FBI may or
may not (21 intend to do,about where the
FBI is or is [3] not currently in its
investigation.

4] Do you understand what I mean by (5]
substantive conversations?

161 A: I do,and I think I can clarify (7) that
and add some context and definition to
8] it.

9] In each one of those cases where 1110}
talked with a reporter, it was for the 11
purpose of disclosing information about
112] administrative details in the case in
terms [13) of providing information to the
press about [14] the FBI's level of com-
mitment to the [15] investigation in terms
of the number of FBI 16 agents and
postal inspectors that were [17] assigned
to the case;in terms of the number [18] of
man-hoursor directagent work-years [19]
the Bureau had devoted to the case;and
in (20 terms of outlining the com-
petencies and [21] specialties of the
special agents that we had (22) brought to
bear on the investigation, such as
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know who he was (3] with at the time? 112} Q: Okay. (1] the number of those who possessed a
4] A: Yes, to the very best of my (5] | [13] A: That’s it. Ph.D in 121 some of the scientific dis-
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