DECLASSIFIED BY S5179/DMH/STE/EM
O 06-15-2010 10-CW¥-00755

(RMD)(FBI)
b6
From: [ |(DO) (FBI) b7C
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2009 5:42 PM .
To: (OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (EBI
Cc: (DO) (FBI); |(DO) (FBI);
(FBl)
Subject: RE: Mr. Cummings' courtesy visit with Congressman Bond
SECRETANQEORN
RECORD s
THANK YOuU!
ssA| | b6
| b7C
National Security Branch
FBIHQ, Room |
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2009 5:40 PM
To: | ](DO) (FBL); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI
Ce: —C 0 — Y 0GC) (FBI) b6
Subject: RE: Mr. Cummings' courtesy visit with Congressman Bond bIC
SECRET#NOFORN
RECORD s

]

We have put together a couple of papers on the Patriot Act Sunsets recently. Of course, my computer has
crashed several times over the past week so | cannot readily find those documents right now.

| have copied :lfrom OCA who compiled a paper in March for these provisions which Valerie
approved on these provisions.

andl |a!so copied, also have some documents (including the March white paper
prepared by OCA) discussing the three provisions which will sunset. Those documents were supplemented by
the attached information about roving wire-taps in the attached e-mail from CTD. << Message: FW: Roving
wiretaps >>

I hope this is of some help. | am leaving you in the capable hands of these folks as | will be on leave until
June 1.

The attachment is SECRET.
Steve

Steven N. Siegel A
Section Chief b6
National Security Law Branch . b7C

| Office of the GTneral Counsel Patriot Act-1
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b6

From: | kDo) (FBI) bIC
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2009 4:17 PM v
To: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: Mr. Cummings' courtesy visit with Congressman Bond

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Rich and Steve,

On Tuesday, Mr. Cummings will be traveling to the hill for a courtesy visit with Congressman Bond.

We have received word that a topic of conversation which Bond might try to engage Mr. Cummings in will be
sunsets for Patriot Act provisions. Yes, this is a bit out of Mr. Cummings lane, but if cornered, he wants to
ensure he has a bit of awareness as to which provisions are due to sunset, etc,

Could you please provide me with a document/slide deck/cheat sheet (the format is your choice) of the
provisions which are due to sunset.

| have also pulled the Director's SSCI testimony from 3/29 to assist Mr. Cummings in not contradicting the
Director!

If you could email me the document/slide deck/cheat sheet by noon Monday, 1 would be very appreciative.
Thanks,

ssA| I b6

[ | b7C
National Security Branch

FBIHQ, Room

UNCLASSIFIED

DERIVED FROM: MuyMiple Sources
DECLASSIFY ON; 20340501

DECKASSIFY ON: 20340501

SECRET//INOFORN

Patriot
Act-2
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEFEIN I% UHCLASSIFIED
DATE 05-29-2010 BY 5179 DMH/STE/EM

%—I(RMD)(FB“ 10-C¥-00735

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) .
Sent: Tuesday, March 17, 2009 8:28 AM b6
To: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI);| kDO) (FBI) b7C
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's SJC Hearing
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

bb
Rick - can you ask them about it this am?
Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief _
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight E’?c

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Tuesday, March 17, 2009 8:27 AM

To: (DO) (FBI)

Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N, (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Director's SIC Hearing

Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED ;

NON-RECORD b6
b7C

Steve,

Do we want to say something about|

Elaine N. Lammert
Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch

Ofﬁcelgﬁ.hglGeneral Counsel bé

| Room | b7C

: b6

From: | |(DO) (FBI) bIC
Sent: Monday, March 16, 2009 4:14 PM
To: LAMMERT, ELAINE N, (OGC) (FBI)
Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: Director's SJC Hearing

Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Patriot
Act-3
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b6
b7C
Elaine,

Attached is a doc on the 3 sunset provisions. It is my understanding that this info was originally going to be placed in the
SFR, but that has changed to being placed in the Director's Briefing book. Steve Siegel provided the info and | compiled it
into a document. Could you please review and have approved by GC Caproni by noon tomorrow?

Sorry for the short deadline.

[ ]

<< File: Patriot Act authorities sunset.doc >>

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: 009 6:19 AM
To: S —

Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

b6
The 2008 numbers are Secret. They will remain so until April when DOJ makes its report to Congress.

Thanks.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: | I(DO) (FBI)

Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2009 12:05 PM

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)d:’(DO)(FBI)

Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewol

UNCLASSIFIED he
NON-RECORD °
Steve,

Is any of this information considered classified?

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: 2009 11;

To: T —

Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD
Patriot
Act-4

2
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The only difference from below is that for BRs from 2008: 14 (13 +1) should change to 14 (14 +0).
The roving is confirmed at 147.

Thanks.

Steve

b6
b7cC

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: | KDO)(FBI) Es c
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2009 11:52 AM

Tos: . (DO) (FBI)

Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Per our discussion, Steve Siegel has someone updating the numbers re the use of the expiring authorities for the Directors
briefing book.

From: [ [(DO)(FBD) e
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2009 9:32 AM Lo
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) b7c
Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Steve, pinging you as requested...thanks

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2009 10:48 AM b6
Tor [ Yooy o7e
cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Almost completed. Here is what | have so far:

We didn't start using Business Records (215s) until 2004. Since then, we have used it as follows:

2004: 7 (pure BR requests) Patri - ) .
2005: 153 (14 pure + 141 combination requests, which meansaﬁwé%ttﬁb‘é:gﬁ request was combined with a

3

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0O005



PR/TT request to the FISC)
2006: 44 (12 + 32)
2007: 17 (17 + 0)

2008: 14 (13 +1)
Total: 235 times

The Lone Wolf provision has not been used at all.

| am still working on the use of Roving, but will have answers by the end of tomorrow. Preliminarily (and this
number may be wrong) we may have used the provision 147 times since 2002. That data to support that
number is being reviewed for accuracy though, so the number may be completely wrong. | have also asked
for a break-down by year.

Please ping me again on Friday morning (early) if | haven't gotten back to you Thursday night.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight ' ve

b7C

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: l I(DO)(FBI) ‘ b6
Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2009 10:14 AM . ‘b7c
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Hi Steve,

Any luck getting numbers re usage of the expiring authorities re 215 orders, roving wiretaps, and lonewolf? There isa
meeting today re drafting the statement for the Directors 3/25 hearing and | am just checking on a couple of issues.
Thanks

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED Patriot Act-6

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0O006



|(RMD)(FBI)

ALL INFOFMATION CONTAINED

HERFEIN IS UNCLASSIFIED

DATE 0&-1g-2010 BY &5179/DMH/STP /KM
10-C¥-00755

bé
From: I (Clo¥(y:)) b7C
Sent: Wednesday, June 03, 2009 3:26 PM
To: POWERS, RICHARD C. (HO) (FBI)
Cc: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI);| |(DO) (FBI);l |
(DO) (FBI): DO) (FBI)| |(DO) (FBI);| |
L IDO)(FBI)
Subject: Calendar ltem: New date for HJC briefing on Patriot Act reauthorization
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Calendar ltem: Briefing - House Judiciary Committee staff
Topic: Reauthorization of three expiring provisions of the PATRIOT Act
Venue: TBD be
Date: June 9, 2009 B¢

Time: 4:00 pm

OCA POC: | |and
FBI Attendees: Valerie Caproni
Other Atiendees: NSD, TBD

" UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-7
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DATE: 0e-29-2010
CLAZSIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/EN

S T RBELZON: 1.4 (c)
DECLASSIFY ON: 06-29-2035
10-CY-00755
. ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
Statistics for the Director’s Personal Hearing Outline

HEFEIN I35 UNCLASSIFIED EXCEFT
WHERE ZHOWH OTHERWISE

QOutside the Scope

TEDAC

FISA

Business records provision (215) — how many times used? 236 (between 2004-08);
Roving wiretaps — how many times used? 147 (2004-08)
Lone Wolf — how many times used? None (2008)

() (%) FY2009: January 1- June 1, 2009
(-t () Business Records (215s) (pure): 6
i ~£8) Roving Wiretaps: 6 (approved by FISC)
Uy YK} Lonewolf: 0

Outside the Scope
Hiring / SES turnover / TURK

JTTFs / Fusion Ctrs _
— Outside the Scope
) Language program —
bl

isj'” Outside the Scope

Financial Fraud (as of 6/6/2009)

Outside the Scope
Technology

QOutside the Scope

Patriot Act-8

et
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Terrorist Screening Center

Outside the Scope

Shee

Patriot Act-9
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DECLASSIFIED BY o5179/DMH/STE/FH
0N 06-18-2010 10-C¥W-00755

(RMD)(FBI)
From: | (DO) (FBI) b6
Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2009 2:33 PM b7C
Subject e 2 ine for th Dieblor pdates
Attachments: Statistics for the Director's Outline.doc

S%gET
RECORD 62f-hq-1077673

The updated chart includes the CY 2009 Patriot Act Sunset Provisions stats.

Statistics for the
Director's ...

DERIVED FROM: Single Source Document
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340714
SE T

Patriot Act-10

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0010



S%ET Page 1 of 6
DATE: 0&-16-2010

CLASSIFIED BY &65179/DMH/3TP/FH

e REAZOM: 1.4 (e, d)
: DECLASSIFY ON: 06-16-2035
(RMD)(FBI) b7C 10=CT=075s

; ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
From: (DO) (FBI) HEREIN I% UNCLASSIFIED EXCERT
Sent:  Tuesday, July 14, 2009 12:35 PM WHERE SHOUN OTHERWISE

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
{1y _Subject: RE: Patriot- Act-Sunset provision stats”

SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN
RECORD s

Got it! That's why | wanted to double check since | wasn't exactly sure of what the "special handling cases"
meant.

Thanks for your assistance!

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2009 11:27 AM
To: (DO) (FBI) )
{1 Subject: RE:-Patriot Act-Sunset provision stats Z&)i

S%ET/IORCON,NOFORN _
RECORD s b6

bl

‘ b2
e | b7E

Otherwise, it is perfect.
Thanks.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Section Chief

National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

From| | (DO) (FBI) e
Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2009 11:01 AM b7C
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

(I - Subject: RE:-Patriot Act Sunset provision stats (}{

SE}égT//ORCON,NOFORN Patriot Act-11
8/17/2009
SDERET

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00011



S RET Page 20f6

RECORD s
Steve,

Have | captured this correctly in the chart? Specifically the BR stats. >

() 0(>§< The below CY 2009 statistics are from January 1 through June 1, 2009:

(I} 686 Business Records (215s)
Business Record Combination
Year Business Record (i.e, combined with PR/TT request to Total
(pure) the FISC)
2009 6 &y T 0,88y ¢ 6
LIPS (&E Roving Wiretaps: | | b2
b7E
i W Lonewolf: This provision has not been utilized.
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Friday, July 10, 2009 5:14 PM
To:| kDO) (FBI) _
W subject: FW: Patriot Act Sunset provision stats CS( ;i S .

SEORET/ORCON,NOFORN
RECORD s
| found them!
below are stats you requested from January 1, 2009 through June 1, 2009: b2
BR:| | (Please b7E
note, we have several additional requests in the works. We cannot guarantee if they will be approved by the
Director's testimony, so these stats cover a set time period.) ‘

b2
Roving] | (Please not this is approved by the FISC, ~ ©7E

_not actually used in the field | ]
b5

Lone wolf - 0

Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Section Chief

National Security Law Branch

Office of the General Counsel ‘ Patriot Act-12

8/17/2009 S%ET

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00012



{7 -~

181

SE/DQET

Page 3 of 6

From________ lensd.usdoj.sgov.gov [mailto:r@nSd-USdOj-SQOV-QOV]

Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2009 5:32 PM

nsd.usdoj.sgov.gov

X —
Cc: bnsd.usdoj.sgov.gov;

nsd.usdoj.sgov.gov

‘Subject: RE:-Patriot-Act-Sunset-provision-stats (34
CLASSIFICATION:S@(ET//ORCON/NOFORN

Here are the roving cases (I assume FISAMS numbers are the most useful reference):

bl
b6
b7cC

These, and the other stats, are classified Secret.

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)|

Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2009 5:10 PM
To: |

b7C

Cci

Subject: RE: Patriot Act Sunset provision stats

SEBRET RECORD s
Thank you!

Two quick follow-ups:

Are you able to tell me in which 6 cases (or dockéts) the roving was granted?

| assume that these statistics aré classified Secret. Is that a correct assumption?

Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Section Chief

National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

8/17/2009 @éﬁﬂ

b6
b7C

Patriot Act-13
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SP?RET

From[_____ @nsd.usdoj.sgov.gov [r_n_a_ilt_o:bnsd.usdoi.sgov.gov

Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2009 5:07 PM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Cci @nsd usdoj.sgov.gov; |

[Pnsd.usdoj.sgov.gov

l@nsd.usdoj.sgov.gov;

Subject: FW: Patriot Act Sunset provision stats

Steve - below are stats you requested from January 1, 2009 through June 1, 2009:

Page 4 of 6

b6
p7C

b2
b7E

BR:

| (Please

note, we have several additional requests in the works. We cannot guarantee it they will be approved by the

Director's testimony, so these stats cover a set time period.)

Roving:|

| (Please not this is approved by the FISC, not

b2
b7E

actually used in the field.|

| s

Lone wolf -0

Special thanks toIZlfor pulling this together with such short notice.

[ ]

From] loce) (0GA) [maite]  |@fbisgov.gov]

Sent._Tuesday, June 16, 2009 10:35 AM
To: |

Subject: FW: Patriot Act Sunset provision stats

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

b6
b7C

b6
bicC

b6
b7C

Sent: 009 6:24 AM
To: | i(OGC) (OGA)] (0ce) (0GA)|

(OGC) (OGA)
Subject: Patriot Act Sunset provision stats

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Patriot Act-14

8/17/2009

SEB'QET

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00014



S%RET Page 5 of 6

b6
b7C

You were kind enough to provide us with statistics on the number of times we used the BR, Roving and Lone Wolf
provisions of the Patriot Act through 2008. Our Director will testify before SSCI seon and they have asked if we
can get the number of times we have used these same provisions in 2009.

Is it possible to get the 2009 numbers either later today (Tuesday) or early on Wednesday?
Thanks for your help!

Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Section Chief

National Security Law Branch e
Office of the General Counsel b7C

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

ED_ FROM:\Multiple Sources
SSIFY ON)
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN

RIVED FROM: Multiple Sources

DECLASSIFY ON: 2034

Patriot Act-15
SDERET

8/17/2009
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ALL INFORIMATION CONTAINED

HEPEIN I3 UHCLASSIFIED

DATE 06-29-2010 BY 65179 DMH/3TE/EM
10-C¥-00755

PATRIOT ACT SUNSET PROVISIONS
(215s/Roving Wiretaps/Lone Wolf)

What use has the FBI made of the expiring Patriot Act authorities?

Response:

Business Records (2155)

e The FBI began using Business Records in 2004. Since that time, through CY 2008, we have used this

authority a total of 236 times.

Business Record Combination
Year Business Record (i.e, combined with PR/TT Totals
(pure) request to the FISC)

2004 7 0 7

2005 14 141 155

2006 12 32 44

2007 17 0 17

2008 13 0 13
TOTALS 63 173 236

Roving Wiretaps

e We have utilized the Roving Wiretap authority a total of 147 times.

Lone Wolf

e  Although the lone wolf provision has never been used, it is an important investigative option which
must remain available. This provision gives the FBI the flexibility to obtain FISA warrants and
orders in the rare circumstance where a non-US person engages in terrorist activities, but his or her
nexus to a known terrorist group is unknown. The fact that this provision has not been used does not
denigrate the need for the provision. To the contrary, this is an important tool which allows the FBI
to obtain foreign intelligence about a non-US person under the authority and direct supervision of a
court expressly created to keep the domestic collection of foreign intelligence within constitutional

limits.

e It is an important tool which will be used only under the appropriate circumstances and with the
appropriate supervision from the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court. Because the circumstances
under which we would use the lone wolf provision have not arisen since the passage of the
Intelligence Reform and Terrorist Prevention Act of 2004 does not mean that they will not arise in the
future. The United States Government needs to be prepared to address that situation should it occur.

nformation provided by Rick MeNally A-DGCNESB QGO
nfermation approved by G Valerse Caproni. O(

Dated' § 152009

Patriot Act-16
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| |(RMD)(FBI)

From: | DO) (FBI)

Sent: Friday, July 10, 2009 4:28 PM

To: Ij.LEG.ELﬁIELEN_ﬁ\l (OGC) (FBI)

Cc: (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Director's SSCI hearing on 6/25/09 be
. b7cC

Importance: High

Attachments: OGC-Patriot Act authorities sunset 2.doc

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Steve,

As you may know, the Director's hearing for 6/25/09 was postponed to July 23, 2009.
Forgive me if | overlooked it, but | don't believe | ever received the stats on my below request. Do you recall getting the
numbers from DOJ? If so, could. you please forward them to me. | need'the info by COB 7/14/2009.

Thanksj

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2009 6:37 AM

To: I(DO) (FBI)

Cc: JOGC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Director's SSCI hearing on 6/25/09

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD b6

b7cC

| have sent a request to DOJ for the numbers. | hope to get them either later today or tomorrow morning.

Thanks.

OGC-Patriot Act
authorities su...

Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Section Chief

National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

From: l ](DO) (FBI) b6
Sent: Monday, June 15, 2009 6:01 PM b7C

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: Director's SSCI hearing on 6/25/09 Patriot Act-17
Importance: High

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00017



UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Steve,

Attached is the Sunset Provision paper OCA has utilized for past few Director's hearings. Could the FY '09 stats be
provided on these provisions by COB Wednesday (6/16)? This info has been requested by one of the Director's staff. I'm
aware the stats may be classified. .

An email response with the numbers will suffice.

Thanks b7C

L |

<< File: OGC-Patriot Act authorities sunset 2.doc >>

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
Tracking: Recipient Read
SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
|(OGC) (FBI) Read: 7/10/2009 5:07 PM

Patriot Act-18
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 06-29-2010 BEY 65179 DMH/STP/EH
(RMD)(FBI) 10-C%¥-00755
From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI) oo
Sent: 18, 2009 3:09 PM s
To: (DO) (FB))
Subject: FW: Director's SJC Hearing
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Can you make the changes per the General Counsel's comments? If not, let me know and | will get someone to do it.
Otherwise, it is good to go. Thanks.
Elaine N. Lammert Eﬁf c
Deputy General Counsel '
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel
Room
From: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2009 2:59 PM
To: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's SIC Hearing
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5
From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2009 11:38 AM
To: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Director's SIC Hearing
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
For your review and approval. Thank you.
Elaine N. Lammert
Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch be
Office eneral Counsel 7
? % C
From: (DO) (FBI) :
Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2009 11:29 AM bo
To: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) b7C
Subject: RE: Director's SIC Hearing Patriot Act-29
1
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UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD
b6
b7cC

Elaine,

Here's the doc with the Lone Wolf info, FYI -1 did | |

b5

| have to provide the book to AD Powers early afternoon. Thanks,

<< File: Patriot Act authorities sunset.doc >>

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2009 11:07 A

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); (DO) (FBI) )

Subject: RE: Director's SIC Hearing 1b 6
b7C

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Could you incorporate Steve's suggested language and resend us the briefing paper. The General Counsel is on the Hill
but should be back by 11:30. She wants to see this before it goes into the book. Thank you for your patience.

Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel
Room

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N, (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Wednesd arch 18, 2009 11:01 AM

To: (DO) (FBI); LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's SJC Hearing

UNCLASSIFIED b6
NON-RECORD b7C

Elaine and|:|

No response from CTD, so here is what | think we should say: b5

Patriot Act-30
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Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSIB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC

WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: L Kkoo)(rBI)

Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2009 10:28 AM
To: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's SJC Hearing

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Elaine,

Do you know what the status is for this paper? We have to turn the books in by noon today.

Thanks,

From: - LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Tuesday, March 17, 2009 8:27 AM
cc: - . (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's SJC Hearing
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Steve,

b6
b7C

b6
b7cC

b6
b7cC

b5

Elaine N. Lammert
Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch

Ofﬁceloi_thalGeneral Counsel
Room |

From: | J(DO) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, March 16, 2009 4:14 PM
To: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: Director's SIC Hearing
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Patriot Act-31

b6
b7cC
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b6
Elaine, b7C

Aftached is a doc on the 3 sunset provisions. It is my understanding that this info was originally going to be placed in the
SFR, but that has changed to being placed in the Director's Briefing book. Steve Siegel provided the info and | compiled it
into a document. Could you please review and have approved by GC Caproni by noon tomorrow?

Sorry for the short deadline.

[ ]

<< File: Patriot Act authorities sunset.doc >>

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Frid h 2009 6:19 Al

To: — Y —

Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED fﬁ/c
NON-RECORD

[ ]

The 2008 numbers are Secret. They will remain so until April when DOJ makes its report to Congress.
Thanks.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: [ [oo) (Fer) b6

Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2009 12:05 PM b7cC
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI):(DO)(FBI)

Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewol

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Steve,

Is any of this information considered classified?

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2009 11:58 AM

o — e E— Y

Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD b6

b7C

and Patriot Act-32
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The only difference from below is that for BRs from 2008: 14 (13 +1) should change to 14 (14 +0).
The roving is confirmed at 147.
Thanks.

Steve

Steven N, Siegel, Section Chief

NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight E?c

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: | |(DO)(FBI)

Sent: 2, 2009 11:52 AM

Ce: ; N. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED b
NON-RECORD - '

[ ]

Per our discussion, Steve Siegel has someone updating the numbers re the use of the expiring authorities for the Directors
briefing book.

From: | |(DO)(FBI) b6
Sent: onday, March 09, 2009 9:32 AM ' bIC
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Steve, pinging you as requested...thanks

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: 04, 2009 10:48.AM .

To: DO)(FBI) b6
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI) bicC
Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf ’
UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Almost completed. Here is what | have so far:
We didn't start using Business Records (215s) until 2004. Since then, we have used it as follows:

2004: 7 (pure BR requests) ; _ ‘
2005:; 153 (14 pure + 141 combination requests, which meanpsaﬁg‘!aqttk'f‘écgl%%equest was combined with a

5
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PR/TT request to the FISC)
2006: 44 (12 + 32)

2007: 17 (17 + 0)

2008: 14 (13 +1)

Total: 235 times

The Lone Wolf provision has not been used at all.

I am still working on the use of Roving, but will have answers by the end of tomorrow. Preliminarily (and this
number may be wrong) we may have used the provision 147 times since 2002. That data to support that
number is being reviewed for accuracy though, so the number may be completely wrong. | have also asked
for a break-down by year.

Please ping me again on Friday morning (early) if | haven't gotten back to you Thursday night.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight b6

b7cC

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: | IDO)(FBI)

Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2009 10:14 AM b6
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) b7C
Subject: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Hi Steve,

Any luck getting numbers re usage of the expiring authorities re 215 orders, roving wiretaps, and lonewolf? There is a
meeting today re drafting the statement for the Directors 3/25 hearing and | am just checking on a couple of issues.
Thanks

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED )
- Patriot Act-34
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN I8 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 06-16-2010 BY 85178/DMH/STR /KM
|(RNID)(FBI) 10-C¥-00755
From: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI) bé
Sent: IIh_u,ﬁ_daL_M_a&tuﬁl 2009 9:34 AM b7C
To: (DO)(FBI);| 1(DO) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Patriot Act - Sunset Provisions
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5
agree w/|
thanks,
Beth Beers
Office of Congressional Affairs b6
I b7C
From: | |(DO)(FBI)
Sent: 9, 2009 9:31 AM
To: (DO) (FBI); BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Patriot Act - Sunset Provisions
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD bé
. b7C
[ ] .notsureif[ _ Jweighedin ... [Theonly
suggestion | have ig] b5
[ Just a thought
From: l |(DO) (FBI)
Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2009 8:38 AM
To: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBD{____ |DO)(FBD) b6
Subject: Patriot Act - Sunset Provisions b7C
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
The attached paper is for your review, approval and submission into the Dir's Briefing book. [t has been approved by GC
Caproni.
<< File: Patriot Act authorities sunset.doc >>
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED :
I Patriot Act-39
1
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ALL INFORIMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 0g-29-2010 BY 65179 DMH/STE/FHM

10-CW-00755

I(RMD)(FBI)

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) b6
Sent: I_'thm_Mgthi 2009 4:15.PM b7cC
To: (DO) (FBI)] [(DO)(FBI) .

Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

I am checking. | don't think so, but the e-mail they sent back was marked as classified, though none of the
information was so marked.

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight

b6
b7C

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: | _KDO) (FBI)

Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2009 12:05

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); (DO)(FBI)
Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Steve,

Is any of this information considered classified?

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) .
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2009 11:58 AM
To: ) E— Y e
Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf pIC
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

|and

The only difference from below is that for BRs from 2008: 14 (13 +1) should change to 14 (14 +0).
The roving is confirmed at 147.
Thanks.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief Patriot Act-48
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight
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b6

b7C
THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL
From: l 1(po)(Fe1)
Sent: Thursday, March 12, 2009 11:52 AM
To: |(DO) (FBI)
Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf be
UNCLASSIFIED bic
NON-RECORD

[ ]

Per our discussion, Steve Siegel has someone updating the numbers re the use of the expiring authorities for the Directors
briefing book.

From: | |(DO)(FBI)
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2009 9:32 AM

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf b6
b7C

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Steve, pinging you as requested...thanks

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: I_\Med.nﬁdaLMan:h.kM, 2009 10:48 AM

To: DO)(FBY)

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Almost completed. Here is what | have so far:
We didn't start using Business Records (215s) until 2004. Since then, we have used it as follows:

2004: 7 (pure BR requests)

2005: 153 (14 pure + 141 combination requests, which means that the BR request was combined with a
PR/TT request to the FISC)

2006: 44 (12 + 32)

2007: 17 (17 +0)

2008: 14 (13 +1)

Total: 235 times

The Lone Wolf provision has not been used at all.

I am still working on the use of Roving, but will have answers by the end of tomorrow. Preliminarily (and this
number may be wrong) we may have used the provision 147 times since 2002. That data to support that
number is being reviewed for accuracy though, so the numbepateipbAce@pletely wrong. | have also asked
for a break-down by year.

2
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Please ping me again on Friday morning (early) if | haven't gotten back to you Thursday night.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief b6
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight b7C

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: | |(DO)(FBI)

Sent: ednesday, March 04, 2009 10:14 AM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: 215 orders, roving , lonewolf

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Hi Steve,
Any luck getting numbers re usage of the expiring authorities re 215 orders, roving wiretaps, and lonewolf? There is a

meeting today re drafting the statement for the Directors 3/25 hearing and | am just checking on a couple of issues.
Thanks

UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-50
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DECLAZSIFIED BY o6517S/DMH/STE /K
0 06-16-2010 10-C¥-00755

| !(RMD)(FBI)

From: I KDO) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2009 10:44 AM b6
To: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI) b7C
Subject: RE: Director's Congressional Appearance 5/20/09

Importance: High

SEERET
RECORD 62f,hq-1077228

Thanks Rick.| b5
From: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI) bé

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2009 10:01 AM b7C

To: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI) DO) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Director's Congressional Appearance 5/20/09

SECRET
RECORD 62f,hq-1077228

b5

Rick McNally

b2
b6
b7cC

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2009 7:57 AM
To: I_Y'—_L"I(DO) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's Congressional Appearance 5/20/09

Importance: High

SEBRET
RECORD 62f,hq-1077228

bé
Rick McNally, A-DGC NLSB, has the paper for review. b7c

Rick - Is the paper ready to go?

Elaine'N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

| Roon] | Patriot Act-51
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From: 1 lpo) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2009 7:42 AM b6
To: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI) b7cC
Subject: FW: Director's Congressional Appearance 5/20/09

Importance: High

S

RECORD 62f,hq-1077228

| hate to bother you, but do you have any word on the briefing paper? The Director's briefing book is due to our AD today.

From: l I(oO) (FBY)

Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2009 3:10 PM

To: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Director's Congressional Appearance 5/20/09

Importance: High

% b6
RECORD 62f,hq-1077228 B¢
Hi Elaine,

[ haven't heard anything to date on this one. Can you please advise as to its status? Thanks!

From: L loo)sy

Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2009 10:41 AM .
To: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI) b6
Ce: — TG v b7C
Subject: Director's Congressional Appearance 5/20/09

Importance: High

SE%T
RECORD 62f,hg-1077228

The Director will appear before the House Judiciary Committee on May 20, 2009. The Office of Congressignal Affgairs
(OCA), Special Projects Unit, is tasking out the Questions & Answers (Q&As) that are needed to prepare him for his
appearance.

The following paper(s) will need to be updated. (As with all briefing material prepared for the Director, please
have the paper approved at the AD or DAD level.)

e The Q&A response(s) should be short, bullet (talking) point responses, and be as concise as possible, but
provide the Director with the most current information. ‘

(Note: The Director prefers a one page answer for these papers. However, depending on the issue and the number
of questions posed, OCA is sensitive to the fact that the paper may end up being longer.)

o Any statistics that are being updated for Fiscal Year 2009 should be current as of April 30, 2009.

e If classified information is included within the response, please ensure that it contains the appropriate portion
markings.

A firm deadline of COB 5/6/2009 has been set for the return of these Q&A papers.
Patriot Act-52
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IJﬂthn_LTspo.ndin to this email, it is requested that you "Reply to All" SPU employees:
and |

Thank you in advance for your cooperation. b6
b7cC

<< File: OGC-Patriot Act authorities sunset 2.doc >>

l |
Special Projects Unit
Office of Congressional Affairs

DERIVED FROM: Single Source Docuélent
DEGLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION 1/
SECRET

DERIVED\FROM: Single Sourcg Document
DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION 1
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: Single/Source Document
DECLASSIFICANON EXEMPTION 1
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: $ingle Source Document

DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION 1
SECRET

DERIWED FROM: Single Source Document
DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION ‘l\

SI?EZ:_RET
Tracking: Recipient

Read
b6
MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI) Read: 5/11/2009 12:23 PM BIC
| |(OGC) (FBI) Read: 5/11/2009 10:45 AM

Patriot Act-53
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ALL INFORIATION CONTAINED
HEREIN I% UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 0g-1g-2010 BY 6S179/DMH/3TE /I

-C%W=-00
kRMD)(FBI) 10-C¥-00755
From: I koca) (FBI)
Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2009 2:25 PM
To: (DO) (FBIY| |(DO) (FBI)
Cc: [DO) (FBI)] [(OCA) (FBI) e
Subject: Q35, 3/25/09 SJC QFRs Lo

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

andl |

| feel as though we have answered the below question before, but | don't see it in my QFRs.
Have you guys seen this, perhaps in prep for this or another hearing?
Thanks!

Office of Congressional Affairs
JEH Building Room

I_(&nd.mau.m_Roo

35. Some provisions of the PATRIOT Act will expire this December. Two sections pertaining to
Roving Wiretaps and Business Record Access give the FBI some of its most powerful tools in
investigating suspected terrorists operating in the United States. Roving Wiretaps are used in other
criminal investigations, for example organized crime and drug trafficking investigations. An
examination of business records can provide critical insight into possible pre-attack planning by
suspects. Director, how important are these tools in furthering the FBI’s mission in investigating
terrorism activity here in the United States?

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-56
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FEDEEREAL BUEEAL OF INMVESTIGATION
FOIPA

DELETED PAGE INMFORMATION SHEET

Mo Duplication Feesz are charged for Deleted Page Informmation Sheetis).

Total Deleted Page(s) — 36

FPage 19 — Duplicate
Fage 20 — Duplicate
Fage 21 — Duplicate
Fage 22 ~ Duplicate
Fage 23 ~ Duplicate
Fage 24 ~ Duplicate
Page 25 — Duplicate
FPage 26 — Duplicate
FPage 27 — Duplicate
Fage 28 — Duplicate
Fage 535 — Duplicate
Fage 36 —~ Duplicate
Fage 37 ~ Duplicate
Fage 38 ~ Duplicate
FPage 40 — Duplicate
FPage 41 — Duplicate
FPage 42 — Duplicate
FPage 453 —~ Duplicate
Fage 44 — Druplicate
Fage 45 — Duplicate
Fage 46 ~ Duplicate
Fage 47 ~ Duplicate

ermail string
ermail string
ermail string
ermail string
etnall string
ermall string
ernail string
ernail stritg
ermail string
ermail string
ermail string
ernail string
etnall string
ermall string
ernail string
ernail stritg
ermail string
ermail string
ermail string
ernail string
ermail string
ermall string

Page 54 — Outside the Scope
Page 55 — Outside the Scope

FPage 57 — Outside the Scope - emails from 2008
FPage 58 — DOutside the Scope - matenial from 20068

Fage 59 —~ h5
Fage 60 —~ hs
Fage 6l ~h5
Fage a2 ~ b5
Page 63 — b5
Page 64 — b5
FPage 65 — b5

FPage ad — DOutside the Scope -material from 2005
Fage &F — Outside the Scope -material from 200%
Fage a8 — Outside the Scope -material from 2005
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN I35 UNCLASSIFIED

DATE 07-13-2010 BY 65173 DMH/STF/FEM 10-CVW-00755
NON-RECORD “ FEaE

From: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI)

Sent: I_‘[hu[sdax_l\_’la;ch_li, 2009 11:00 AM b6
To: (DO). (FBI) b7C
Subject: RE: Mueller excerpts re interrogation technigues

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

- we've got two things - the word doc (attached) is for thé Director's briefing book - basically stats. The narrative
pasted below was in an early version of the Statement for the Record (SFR), but didn't make the final cut - either here or
@ DOJ - but the descriptions are ok.

Beth Beers
Office of Congressional Affairs

Patriot Act
authorities sunset...

b5

Patriot Act-70
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b5

From: l _1(Do) (FBD)

Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2009 10:43 AM

To: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Mueller excerpts re interrogation techniques

UNCLASSIFIED .

NON-RECORD : , bé
- b7C
Beth,

" Do there exist any current summaries on the performance and need for the three FISA provisions that expire on 12/31/09
(lone wolf, roving wiretap, section 215 business records)? (Not looking for creation of new product; just looking for off-the-
shelf items, if they exist.)

Thanks very much,

From: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI)

Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 20 :

To: CARLIN, JOHN (DO) (FBI) (DO) (FBI)
Cc: POWERS, RICHARD C. (DO) (FBI)

Subject: Mueller excerpts re interrogation techniques
UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

John /| :- in response to John's request, attached is a document containing excerpts from the last two SJC hearings
in which the Director and Members discuss interrorgation techniqueatriot Act-71

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0035



Beth Beers
Office of Coneoressional Affairs

<< File: Mueller re interrogation techniques.doc >>

UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

b6
b7C .

Patriot Act-72
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DECLAZZIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/EM  10-CV-0075%
0 07=-12-2010 )

SMT

PATRIOT ACT SUNSET PROVISIONS |
(215s/Roving Wiretaps/Lone Wolf)

What use has the FBI made of the expiring Patriot Act authorities?

Response:

Business Records (215s)

e The FBI began using Business Records in 2004. Since that time, through CY 2007, we have used this
authority a total of 223 times.

Business Record Combination .
Year Business Record (i.e, combined with PR/TT Totals
(pure) request to the FISC)
2004 7 0 7
2005 14 141 155
2006 12 32 44
2007 17 0 17
TOTALS 50 ‘ 173 223

e The statistics for 2008 are currenfly considered classified and can not be discussed in an open forum.
These statistics will remain so until April when the Department of Justice makes it report to Congress.

Business Record

Year | Business Record (pure) | Combination Totals
(i.¢, combined with PR/TT
request to the FISC)

2008 14583 - (U} 0w 14 %0y

Roving Wiretaps

e We have utilized the Roving Wiretap authority a total of 147 times.
Lone Wolf

e Although the lone wolf provision has never been used, it is an important investigative option which
must remain available. This provision gives the FBI the flexibility to obtain FISA warrants and
orders in the rare circumstance where a non-US person engages in terrorist activities, but his or her
nexus to a known terrorist group is unknown. The fact that this provision has not been used does not
denigrate the need for the provision. To the contrary, this is an important tool which allows the FBI
to obtain foreign intelligence about a non-US person under the authority and direct supervision of a
court expressly created to keep the domestic collection of foreign intelligence within constitutional
limits. :

e It is an important tool which will be used only under the appropriate circumstances and with the
appropriate supervision from the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court. Because the circumstances
under which we would use the lone wolf provision have not arisen since the passage of the

Patriot Act-73

SECRET
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Intelligence Reform and Terrorist Prevention Act of 2004 does not mean that they will not arise in the
future. The United States Government needs to be prepared to address that situation should it occur.

Information provided by: SC Steven Siegel, NSLB, OGC
Information approved by: GC Valerie Caproni, OGC

seprer

Dated: 3/18/2009

SECKET

Patriot Act-74
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED DATE: 08§-20-2010
SPéRET HEREIN I UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED BY 55179 DMH/STP/FH
VHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE BEASON: 1.4 (c)
DECLASSTEY OM. O8-20-20535
Outside the Scope - emails from 2010 forwarding responsive documents

From: | ](0GC) (FBI)

Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 2:32 PM .

To: [ SIEGELLSTEVEN . (G6O) (FBD (G ¥G: Y I (COYG:

Cc: (CTD) (FBL) ‘

Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps b6

b7C

SEC CON,NOFORN

RECORD 415-HQ
{ &1 [————Jthank you for the information: - Would it be- possible to get information-on th*e"remain*inglIIauthorizations bl

by Friday, COB? If nothing else, the target names?

| |was anyone tasked to do this from the Counterintelligence side of the house? I:lseemed to believe
S T Papripefctiill be an interagency meeting on this
gency
issue on Monday, and| pelieves we will be heading up to the Hill shortly thereafter. Is there someone we canget 1,5
1
@S&ET

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0039



SIBRET

from CounterlIntelligence to work this issue by Wednesday of next week?

b6
b7C
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Tuesd 5:32 PM
To: (CTD) (FBI) (DO) (FBI)
Cc: lctp) (FBI)‘E' (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps
SECRET#ORCON,NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ
Thanks
copied here, will use this information when meet; ith DOJ on the Patriot Act Reauthorization.
I_Th_—r_‘ 1S Information will help to iiform the arguiménts they maks. nd/o]____|may come back with some
questions and/or for some clarification. << File: Use of Roving Wiretaps 0409.doc >>
Steve
; ; : b6
Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief b7cC

NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight

THIS 1S A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: l kcto) (FBI) _
Sent: I_'umqﬂ,_Amuﬂ._lzoog 5:22 PM b6
To: (DO) (FBI);-SIEGEL . (OGC) (FBI) b7C
Cc: 1 |(cTD) (FBY); (CTD) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Roving wiretaps

SECRE CON,NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ

I:Iand Steve,

AD Heimbach approved the below document today!

Let us know if you require anything further.

From: | I(cTD) (FBD)

Sent: Monday, April 06, 2009 3:03 PM .

To: %;E%W_kcm) (Fe); | lcro) (FBD) b6
Cc: X ~(CTD) (FBI) - b7C
Subject: Roving wiretaps

SEC@Z@N,NOFORN

RECORD 415-HQ

Attached is the ITOS 1 submission on roving wiretaps authorization.

<< File: Use of Roving Wiretaps 0409.doc >>

S}@%\ET | 2

Patriot Act-76

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0040



SI;KQET

ITOS 1/TDY Front Office b2

b6
b7C

DERI\)&ED FROM: G-3 FBI Cdlégsification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 2034040

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIEY ON: 20340406
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN

‘DERIVED-FRO 3-FBl-Classification-Guide-G-3,-dated-1/97,-Foreign-Counterintelligence-Investigations-
DECLASSIFY QN: 20340406
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN

DERIVED FRO A -3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET//ORCON.NOFORN

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406 '
SECRET//QRCON,NOFQRN

DERIVEP FROM: G-3 FBI
DECLASSIFY ON: 203404
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN,

lassification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations

SI;?,(I{ET ' Patriot Act-77
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QOutside the Scope - emails from 2010 forwarding responsive documents
b6 DATE: 08-15-2010

Crom: ' : zogg'}go(';m) b7C CLASSIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/KHN
To: — Y — e BEASON: 1.4 [c]
Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) DECLASEIFY ON: 06-15-Z035
Subject: FW: Roving wiretaps 10-C¥-00755
S?ﬁET’/ORCON,NOFORN ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
M HEFEIN I3 UNCLAZSIFIED EXCEPT

WHERE ZHOWH OTHERWISE
See below!

b6
. b
From: [ ](cTD) (FBI) Patriot Act-%%
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 3:25 PM
J i |

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00042



SPéQET
To: [ lcoy el kemy e b6

Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps b7C
ECRET/ORCON.NOFORN

S
RECORD 415-HQ
bl

b7C
(8] i ' ut here are thq —_—
when the case was with| | prior to being transierred 10| | 'can iry and get 2
more/a write-up to you tomorrow, but no guarantees. b;E

[ 1

From: | (CTD) (FBI)

Sent: i 2009 3:19 PM
To? CTD)(FBI){ lcTD)-(FBIy
Subject: : Roving wiretaps

_S_I%ETIIORCON,NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ

b6
b7cC

Regarding the above, is it possible to obtain just the names of the 3 subjects remaining today and the remainder
tomorrow?

From: | | (DO) (FBI)
Sent: i 9 3:13 PM

N e < .
Subject: T Roving wiretaps 3

b7C
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN

R§§ORD 415-HQ

| Would it be possible as an initi p to get just the names on the other three cases? DOJ NSD just pinged me

for that information (after meeting with today) in hopes of immediately pulling what they have on their own. Would
the author of the original report know the names given that he/she was able to come up with the tally. If that person
doesn't know the names right off the bat, tomorrow COB will be fine. Thanks,

From: l (CTD) (FBI)

Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 2:51 PM

To: — {(0Ge) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (0GC) (FBI):I (DO) (FBI)
Cc: | kcTo) (FBL) ‘

Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps

SEGRET/ORCON,NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ be

I've asked the ITOS-II Front Office to provide this information. We should have this information by COB Friday.

From: | |(OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 2:32 PM 5

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI);) kCT D) (FBI);|:| (DO) (FBI)
Cc: (CTD) (FBT}

Subject:

s TIIORCON,NOFORN Patriot Act-79

RELORD 415-HQ
SEBﬁE T

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00043



(81

| |was anvone tasked to do this from the Counterintelligence side of the house?|:|seemed to believe ©7C
(S) There will be an interagency meeting on this

SE}&@ET

thank you for the information.” Would it be possible to get information on the remaining authorizations
y Friday, COB? If nothing else, the target names?

b6

issue on Monday, and| Joelieves we will be heading up to the Hill shortly thereafter. Is there someone we can get -1131

from Counterlntelligence to work this issue by Wednesday of next week? .ng
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Tuesda April 14, 2009 5:32 PM
To: (CTD) (FBI)E (DO) (FBI)
Cc: J(CTD) (FBI) (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE Roving wiretaps
S T/ORCON,NOFORN b6
COR 5-HQ B7C
Thanks

| copied here, will use this information when meeting with DOJ on the Patriot Act Reauthorization.
1S Information will help to inform the arguments they make. |and/or| |may come back with some
questions and/or for some clarification. << File: Use of Roving Wiretaps 0409.doc >>

Steve

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight

THIS 1S A PRIVILEGED AT TORNE Y-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: ] IccTo) (FB) ,

Sent: i 009 5:22 PM

To: | i(DO) (FBI); SIEFEI_SIBLEN.N_{.Q.GS‘J' (FBI)

Cc: |(CTD) (FBI) (CTD) (FBI) b6
Subject: FW: Roving wiretaps b7C

SE&TIIORCON,NOFORN
CORD 415-HQ

I:land Steve,

AD Heimbach approved the below document today!

Let us know if you require anything further.

From: ] I(ctp) (FBI) b6
Sent: Monday, Aprit 06, 2009 3:03 PM BIC
To: [ l(cTD) (FBI)] kcTD) (FBI)

Cc: MCIUNKIN, JAMES W. (CTD) (FBI)

Subject: Roving wiretaps Patriot Act-80

SQQET/IORCON,NOFORN
3
SEB@E T

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00044



S%ET
RECOE41 5-HQ

Attached is the ITOS 1 submission on roving wiretaps authorization.

<< File: Use of Roving Wiretaps 0409.doc >>

b2
ront Office b6

ITOS 1/TDY

b7C

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence lnvest@s_
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
-SECREX/ORCON,NOEORN.

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligerice Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET/ORCONNOFORN

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET//ORCON.NOFORN

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foyéign Counterinteiligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN

‘DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-=3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET/ORCON,NOFORN

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guid¢ G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406 '
SECRET/ORCON,NOFORN

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classifi
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET/ORCON,NOFORN

tion Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBY Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET//ORCON,NGFORN

: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelli

SECRET//QRCON,NOFORN

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0045



Outside the Scope - emails from 2010 forwarding responsive documents

ALL INFORMATICON CONTAINED
HEREIN I3 TNCLASSIFIED

DATE 0&6-15-2010 BY 65179 DMH/STE/EN
From: ] D) (FeD) 10-C¥-00755
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 7:27 AM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); |(D0) (FBI)
Cc: (CTD) (FBL} b6
Subject: FW: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline 4/20 4pm b7C
Importance: High
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD Patriot Act-82

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0046



For your information, not sure if either of you have seen the below letter from DOJ!

b6
: b7C
From: | [DO) (FBL)
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 4:34 PM
To: : =CD-EXEC-STAEF;[ Ly eBD): | lecron a1y, (CTD) (FBI);
CTD) (FB);] | (c1D) (FBD)] \cip) TFBn; cAPRONT, VAL_RniLE_I
(G| ](0GC) (FBI); LAMMERT, Emwm_k—koeq (FBI);
[ koGO (Fen)] 1(0o) (Fa); 0GC) (FBI)
Cc: | kpo) (FaD)l kDO (FBD: BEERS ELIZfBELH.RAF_LQEi\) (FBI); PO
(DO) (FBI); OCA) (FBI);] foca) (FBI) (DO) (FBI);
(DO) (FBI); (po)(FaI);| Joca) (FBI),! foca) (FeD)
Subject: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline pm
Importance: High
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
PA reauth letter
MIW Draft Apr...
The attached letter / official communication is being routed by DOJ for official comment.
RE: This letter is a draft in response to a Senate Select Intelligence Committee Letter on March 31 re:
Reauthorization of FISA Provisions
Please forward this draft on to all those you feel should have eyes on; however, please note the ,deadline'
as DOJ has informed us it is ""firm" and no extensions shall be granted.
Thank you.
b6
b7C

Please provide comments in a WORD DOCUMENT only.

Please provide primary responses with comments to|:| in OCA, with a cc tol I

I jan

If you feel there is someone else who should see this and who has not been included, PLEASE forward it
to them and then let me know that I should add them on to the lists for future distribution.

e Please indicate if your division is in favor or opposed to the letter, as well as the reasons for your
division' s position.

e Ifyour division opposes the letter fully or in part, but believes that it can be remedied by changes in the
verbiage, please describe in detail what should be added, deleted, or changed, including
recommendations for substitute language sufficient to correct the objectionable section(s).

e If you have additional comments which are not suitable for dissemination, please include them in the
body of your E-mail separate and apart from the attachment.

e Ifyour division is not taking a position and has no compaggfstieasgsend an E-mail stating such.

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00047



DEADLINE: Monday April 20, 4pm

As always, I appreciate your attention to this matter.

CLUI
FBI OCA

UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-84

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0048



ALL II\IFDI':{I{ATIEIH CONTAINED DATE: 08-20-2010
S ET HEFEIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLAZSTFIED BY 65179 DHH/STE /BN

WHERE SHOUN OTHERWISE REASON: 1.4 (c)

e

Outside the Scope - emails from 2010 forwarding responsive documents

——

From: | I(CTD) (FBI) v
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 5:06 PM b6
To: 'jJ.E.ELH'i[EMEN.N..{Q.EC) (FBL); ooy (r1) |(OGC) (FBI) b7C

Cc: CTD) (FBI); [(cTD) (FB)
Subject: FW: Roving wiretaps

SECRETH#ERCON,NOFORN

RECORD 415-HQ

|:| Steven andIZl

Here are the write-ups on the remaining 3 cases. Let us know if youPr@&UR; aﬁﬁ}tﬂ?@ler information.

SPRRET | !

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0049



(&)

S@?Fig\

From: l |(cTD) (FBI)

Sent: I_ELiJiaLAm:i.LlLN.OE_iﬁS PM

To: CTD) (FBI)

Cc: | |(cTD) (FBI) be

-Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps - Lo
b7C

SE CON,NOFORN

RECORD 415-HQ

-Here are the three additional write-ups.-There-have-been no-10B violations-associated with~the|:| cases which involved 4
the use of the roving wiretapes.

_—
ZH
Roving Wiretaps
part 2 041709....

If you need anything else, let me know.

[ ] bs

b7C
From: | ] (CTD) (FBI)
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 8:57 AM
To: | (CTD) (FBI)
Cc: J(cTD) (FB)
Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps
SEC N.NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ
b5
From: l l(cTD) (FBI)
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 8:52 AM
To: (cTD) (FBI)
Cc: (CTD) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps ‘ . bE
SECRETH/ORCON,NOFORN p7c
RECORD 415-HQ
b5
| started looking into this, and a good point was raised. |
From: | lccTD) (FBL)
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 7:34 AM b6
Tor ey ey ey ) b7C
Cc: |(CTD) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps
SE N.NOFORN

RECORD 415-HQ
Patriot Act-91

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0050



(5] “Seebelow! Can you-check if the-either-of th&i:l:ases ever resulted in |OB violations?

(3]

SE)&&ET
The IOB violations should be in the case file. Check with either|:|or the MAC team for any reported violations from
ITOS-I. Also, if HQ reported it, any such violations may have beleu_&nactad_to_th.e_ETD Administrative Management and

Support Unit during one of the quarterly canvasses. I've copied n this e-mail.

b6
From: I ](cTD) (FBI) b7C
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2000 6:35 AM
To: | ey e Jemy ey
Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps

SECEi Z@CON,NOFORN

RECORD 415-HQ

[ 1

Would that information be in the case file? | don't know how to find that.

Also, I'm-ITOS- 1, just-FYl.

D ' bé

b7cC

From: l f(cTD) (FBI)
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 7:45 PM
Tor #ﬁo) (FBI);| [CTD) (FBD)
Subject: : Roving wiretaps
SECRETITURGON.NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ

bl

From: | [ ooy FeD) . _
Sent: —Thursday, Aprl 16, 2009 5:03 PM ) _ ho
To: e ey (e 1(060) (FBD; SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (0G0) (FED b7C
cc: |cco) (FaD) ‘

Subject: T ROVINg Wiretaps

SEC CON,NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ

If possible, can thef also find out if there have been any reports to the OB resulting from the use of roving authority in the

[[Jeases? Thanks] bl
From: | lcctD) (FBD) '
Sent: i 2009 2:51 PM b6
To: QGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI);I:I(DO) (FBI) b7C
Cc: |:| |ccTD) (FBI) .
Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps
SECRET#GRCON,NOFORN

RECORD 415-HQ

I've asked the ITOS-Il Front Office to provide this information. We should have this information by COB Friday.

From: | |(OGC) (FBI) . i _ v
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 2:32 PM Patriot Act-92 ' b6
To: . SIEGEL, STEVENN. (0GC) (FBI;[ ] (CTD) (FB) ;|:|(DO) (FBD) b7C

SPERET ?

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0051




SPIRET

cc [ kco) (FBY) . b6
Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps b7c

SECRETHORCON,NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ

bl
(5] thank you for the information.Would it be-possible to-get information on the remainind:Luthorizations
py Friday, COB? If nothing else, the target names?

| |was anyone tasked to do this from the Counterintelligence side of the house? |:|seemed to believe iﬁ ;‘
(S) There will be an interagency meeting on this BIE
issue on Monday, and| believes we will be heading up to the Hill shortly thereafter. Is there someone we can get
from Counterlintelligence to work this issue by Wednesday of next week?

‘From: ‘SIEGEL, STEVEN-N: (OGC)-(FBL)

Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2009 5:32 PM

To: I l(cT D) (FBI); (DO) (FBI)

Cc: | |(CTD) (FBD); (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps b6

SECRET#SECON,NOFORN ke

RECORD 415-HQ

Thankslzl

| | copied here, will use this information when meeting with DOJ on the Patriot Act Reauthorization.
is information will help to inform the arguments they make. and/or[___Jmay come back with some
guestions and/or for some clarification. << File: Use of Roving Wiretaps 0409.doc >>

Steve

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: | I(cTD) (FBI)

Sent: Ju&daAL.AnﬂJLZI(()@ 5:22 PM C be
To: DO) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) ,‘ :

Cc: |ccTo) (Fen; JcD) (FBY) , bic
Subject: T Roving wiretaps

SECRETHGRCON,NOFORN

RECORD 415-HQ

I;Iand Stevé,
eimbach approved the below document today!

Let us know if you require anything further.

From: [ [CD) (FB) Patriot Act-93
Sent: Monday, April 06, 2009 3:03 PM - b6

WET y | o

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0052



SPERET

be
To: [ ccto) (FBD] kemo) (reD) e
Cc: MCIUNKIN, JAMES W. (CTD) (FBI)
Subject: Roving wiretaps
SECRETH#GRCON,NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ
Attached is the ITOS 1 submission on roving wiretaps authorization.
<< File: Use of Roving Wiretaps 0409.doc >>
ITOS 1/TDY Front Office b2
b6
b7C

DI\E}{{VED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investi
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRETHORCON,NOFORN

DERIVED I:sw_ke-:i FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligente Investigations
DECLASSIFY ONN20340406
SECRET//ORCON.NBFORN

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Cia
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET//ORCON.NOFORN

igence Investigations

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification\Guide G-3, dated 1/97, P6reign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406 ’
SECRET//ORCON.NOFORN

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRETIIORCON,NOFORN

dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classificatio
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET/ORCON,NOFORN

uide G-3, dated 1/97,Koreign Counterlintelligence Investigations

DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN

DERIED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97,
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406

SERRET °

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0053



bl
S%ET//ORCON/NOFORD (8]

COUNTERTERRORISM DIVISION
International Terrorism Operations Section 1

Roving Wiretap Author;'zations

Additional Examples:

15)

bl
b2
b6
b7C
b7E

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEFEIN I% UNCLAZSIFIED EXCEFT
WHERE SHOWH OTHEEWIZE

DATE: 06-15-2010
CLAGSIFIED BY o517% DMH/STE/EM
. _ FE&Z0M: 1.4 (o)
Patriot Act-95 DECLASEIFY OM: 06-15-2035
10-CW-00755

SE(%[[/ORCON/NOFORNIII- (2 o

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00054



bl
b6
b7C

(3) I

Outside the Scope - emails from 2010 forwarding responsive documents

ALL INFURMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN I5 UNCLARSIFIED EXCEPFT

From: DESLAURIERS, RICHARD (CD) (FBI) - bl

Sent: » . 0 7:45 PM be WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE

To: (DO) (FBI) b7C DATE: 07-12-20L0

cc CARLIN, JORN (DO) (FBI); CLOYD, DANIEL L. (CD) (FBI) o — )
Sobject: ROVING Fioas CLASSIFIED BV 65179 DMH/STE/KM

FEARON: 1.4 (o)

SE T/ORCON,NOFORN DECLASSIFY ON: 07-12-2035
RECORD MISC 10-C¥-00755

Reference my high-side e-mail of a few moments ago, attached 3ROl B6 CD case write-ups to support DOJ's
drive for renewal of FISA roving wiretap authority, set to expire 12/31/09. Please let us know if any clarifications are

SPERET 1

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0055



needed. Vefy best...... Rick

Richard DesLauriers be
Deputy Assistant Director - Counterintelligence Operations -

oo ot ' b7C
?ng J %ﬁ\l E%‘l bl

b6
{3 ) - RovingFISAwriteup. b7C
wpd (13 KB) .

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence inve stigafions

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide.( 97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION 1 ><
SECRET//ORCON.NOFORN

DERIVED FROM: i
DECLASSIEICATION EXEMPTION 1
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN

SQZQET Patriot Act-97 .

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0056



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED DATE: O8-13-2000 .
HERETN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED BY 65175 /DMH/STE/KM
WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE FEASON: 1.4 [c)
DECLASSIFY ON: 06-15-2035
10-CV-00755
bl
(5) ‘SE?&QT//ORCON//NOFORN
April 20, 2009
) bl
ey b2
bl
- b2
| b6
| b7C
bTE
CASE STATUS:
18]
: bl
b2
b6
b7C
b7E
b1
) b6
b7C
(3] SER&ET/ORCON/NOFORN] o
| Patriot Act-98

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0057



ALL INFOFMATION CONTAINED
HEPEIN I35 UNCLASSIFIED EXCEFT
WHERE ZHOWH OTHERWISE

DATE: 06-15-2010
CLASSIFIED BY o5179/DMH/STP/EN

REASON: 1.4 (c,d)
(G SE}@ET//ORCON/NOFORNI:' DECLASSIFY ON: 06-15-2035

10-CV-00755 b1

April 23,2009
bl
b6

HE |

b2

b6 .
b7cC
b7E

1) b1

CASE STATUS:

bl
‘ b2
. b6
151
s b7E

| Overall, the value of the roving authority was that it afforded _|the b2
ability to maintain key technical coverage on a very active KIO. ' b7E

bl
8- s%gT/fORCON//NOFORND |

Patriot Act-99
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEFEIN In UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT
WHERE SHOWN OTHEEWIZE

DATE: 06-15-2010
CLAZSIFIED BY €5179/DIMH/STE/EIY

51 sepfeprorcommoron 1 T o

10-C¥-00755 bl

April 23, 2009
bl
b6

(&) b7C

bl
: b2
S oe
' b7C

bTE

CASE STATUS:

b1

(&) b2
b6

b7C

b7D

(8- sE}ﬁgT//ORCON//NOFORN/D "

Patriot Act-100

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0059
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Outside the Scope - emails from 2010 forwarding responsive documents

(- 4

b6
b7C
From: :l@nsd.usdoj .Sgov.gov [mailtoIZI@nsd.usdoj.sgov.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 27, 2009 4:55 PM
To (DO) (FBI) ALL INFURMATION CONTAINED
(U} - Subject: RE: ROVING FISAs [S¥ HEFEIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT -
WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE

CLASSIFICATION:SEgRgFMORCON/NOFORN DATE: 06-15-2010
CLASSIFIED EY &51759/DMH/STP/EM

FEASON: 1.4 (¢, d)

Thanks. This is very useful; I think we are in good shape on thepgyifgapheritpaow.
DECLASSIFY ON: 05-15-2035

5/26/2010 SEPéET

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0060



o SpéaET |

From] |ioo) ()

Sent: Monday, April 27, 2009 8:39 AM
Tor
Subject: FW: ROVING FISAs

SEE{{T;/ORCON,NOFORN
RECORD MISC

‘Names-of-two-cases-not-summarized.

: ROVING FISAs

SEC}éF//ORCON,NOFORN
RECORD MISC

[ 1

Page 2 of 3

b6
b7cC

bl

(81 other cases are]

b6

A Glad this information will likely be of use to DOJ, NSD. Very best.......Rick

Richard DesLauriers

Deputy Assistant Director - Counterintelligence Operations

w e

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigatiops

DECLASS|FICATION EXEMPTION 1
SECRET//ORSQN,NOFORN

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign.€ounterintelligence Investigations

' DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION 1
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN

CLASSIFICATION:SECRET//ORCON/

DERIVED FROM: Multiple Sources
DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION 1

SECRET//NOFORN

5/26/2010

Patriot Act-102
T

b7C
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Outside the Scope - emails from 2010 forwarding responsive documents

DECLAZZIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/EIM  10-CV-00755
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) OW 07-12-2010

Sent: Friday, May 01, 2009-6:01 PM b6
To: | |(00) (Fa);| ooy (reI) b7C
Subject: RE: Mr. Cummings' courtesy visit with Congressman Bond

SEC FORN

RECORD s

Numbers of times each was used:
We didn't start using Business Records (215s) until 2004. Since then, we have used it as follows:

2004: 7 (pure BR requests) Patriot Act-103
2005: 153 (14 pure + 141 combination requests, which means that the BR request was combined with a

1
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PR/TT request to the FISC)

2006: 44 (12 + 32)

2007: 17 (17 + 0)

2008: 14 (14 +0) - Note: this figure is still classified SECRET
Total: 235 times

The Lone Wolf provision has not been used at all.

We have obtained authority to use the provision 147 times since 2002. This provision was used much less
frequently than it was authorized. See the paper from CTD in my first e-mail.

Steve
Steven N. Siegel i?] c
Section Chief ’
National Security Law Branch
Im’uumneral Counsel
From: [ | (Do) (FBI)
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2009 5:52 PM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FB);| |00y (FeD)
Subject: RE: Mr. Cummings' courtesy visit with Congressman Bond
b6

SECREHNOFORN e
RECORD s

<< File: FISA renewal.wpd >>
I'll send something on UNET as well.

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: i 5:48 PM

To: I_EELMI?DO) (FBD); |c0o) (a1
Subject: RE: Mr. Cummings' courtesy visit with Congressman Bond

S
RE%% S g

Do you also have a copy of the white paper that discussed the numbers of 215s, Roving and Lone Wolfs? |
thought you forwarded that to me at one point.

Steve

"Steven N. Siegel

Section Chief

National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

) b6
From: I gDO) (FBI) b7cC
Sent: Friday, May 01, 5:46 PM riot Act-104
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (0GC) (FBD) | o) detriot Act-10
Subject: RE: Mr. Cummings' courtesy visit with Congressman Bond

2
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SECREF#NOFORN

RECORD s b6
b7cC

| have a one-pager | did for the Director and | have the DRAFT DOJ letter that is about to go to the-Hill
summarizing DOJ positi e three provisions that expire at the end of this year. I'll send those two items to you (both
unclass, check UNET).

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2009 5:40 PM
To: I [COYGE HARD (OGC) (FBI
Cc: [ [(00) (FBY); (DO) (FBI);i_(:](OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Mr. Cummings' courtesy visit with Congressman Bond
b6
SECRET#NOFORN b7C
RECORD s

[ 1

We have put together a couple of papers on the Patriot Act Sunsets recently. Of course, my computer has
crashed several times over the past week so | cannot readily find those documents right now.

| have copied |from OCA who compiled a paper in March for these provisions which Valerie
approved on these provisions.

and also copied, also have some documents (including the March white paper

prepared by OCA) discussing the three provisions which will sunset. Those documents were supplemented by
the attached information about roving wire-taps in the attached e-mail from CTD. << Message: FW: Roving,
wiretaps >>

| hope this is of some help. | am leaving.you in the capable hands of these folks as | will be on leave until
June 1.

The attachment is SECRET.
Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Section Chief

National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

- From: ] (DO) (FBI) b6
‘Sent: Friday, May 01, 2009 4:17 PM b7¢C
To: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: Mr. Cummings' courtesy visit with Congressman Bond

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Rich and Steve,
On Tuesday, Mr. Cummings will be traveling to the hill for a courtesy visit with Congressman Bond. )
We have received word that a topic of conversation which Bon% }%ﬁf tq gpgage Mr. Cummings in will be
sunsets for Patriot Act provisions. Yes, this is a bit out of Mr. a’k} r{%};{ﬁm, but if cornered, he wants to
ensure he has a bit of awareness as to which provisions are due to sunset, etc.

3

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00064



Could you please provide me with a document/slide deck/cheat sheet (the format is your choice) of the
provisions which are due to sunset.
1 have also pulled the Director's SSCI testimony from 3/29 to assist Mr. Cummings in not contradicting the

Director!

If you could email me the document/slide deck/cheat sheet by noon Monday, | would be very appreciative.

Thanks,

ssA| I

National Security Branch

FBIHQ, Room

UNGLASSIFIED.

DERIVED FROM: Multiple $ources
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340501
SECREVT//NOFORN

DECLASSIFY ON: 20340501

SECRET//NOFORN /
DERIVED Fliom: Myiltiple Sources

DECLASSIFY\ON: 20340501
SECRET//NOFOR|

DERIVED FROM) Multi
DECLASSIFY 20340501
SECRET//INOFOR

DERIVED FROM: Multiple Sources
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340501
SECRET//NOFORN

DERIVED FROM: Multiple Sources

DECLASSIFY ON: 20340501
SECRET//NOFORN

DERIVED FROM: Multiple Sources
DECILASSIFY ON: 2034050
SECRET//NOFORN

Patriot Act-106
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Outside the Scope - emails from 2010 forwarding responsive documents
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) DECLAZ3IFIED BY A5179 DMH/STPJEM 10-CV-00755
Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2009 5:32 PM O 07-12-2010
To: | |(CTD) (FBI) (DO) (FBI) .
Cc: | ](CTD) (FBI); OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps bé

SECRET#ORCUON.NOFORN bic
RECORD 415-HQ '

Thanklel

copied here, will use this information when meetﬁ%thi %Ulrgr?the Patriot Act Reauthorization.

1
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This information will help to inform the arguments they make and/onl |may come back with some

Use of Roving

. . . Wiretaps 0409.do...
questions and/or for some clarification.
Steve
b6
Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief b7C

NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED QUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: l Jctp) (FBI) :
Sent: Hmdaumm.ioog 5:22 PM b6
To: (DO) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) bic
Cc: | | (CTD) (FBI); (CTD) (FBI)

Subject: T ROVINg Wiretaps . .

SEC OFORN

RECORD 415-HQ

I%land Steve,
eimbach approved the below document today!

Let us know if you require anything further.

From: [ | (CTD)-(FBI).

Sent: Monday. April 06, 2009 3:03 PM b6
To: [ &) (P cro) Fp b7C
cc: MCIUNKIN, JAMES W. (CTD) (FBI) 4
Subject: Roving wiretaps

SECRETHORGON.NOFORN

RECORD 415-HQ_

Attached is the ITOS 1 submission on roving wiretaps authorization.

<< File: Use of Roving Wiretaps 0409.doc >>
b2
b6
ITOS 1/TDY Front Office bic

DECLASSIFY ON 203404 :
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN

estigations
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{m :(>sz Number of Instances the Roving

15)

(51

(51

-2 0

DATE: 07-12-2010

CLASSIFIED BEY 65179 DMH/S3TF/EH
REAZON: 1.4 (c)

DECLASSIFY ON: 07-12-Z2035
10-C¥-007ES

Roving Wiretap Authorizations

\QSQ Number of Authorizations for

International Terrorism Investigations: 55
(January 2002-December 2008).

Authorization Was Used: 5
(January 2002-December 2008)

Examples:

COUNTERTERRORISM DIVISION
International Terrorism Operations Section I

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEFEIN I5 UNCLARSIFIED EXCEFT
WHEFE SHOWH OTHERWIZE

bl

b2
bé
b7cC
b7E

bl
b2
b6
b7C
b7E

bl
b2
b6
b7cC
b7E
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FEDEEREAL BUEEAL OF INMVESTIGATION

DELETED PAGE INMFORMATION SHEET

Mo Duplication Feesz are charged for Deleted Page Informmation Sheetis).

Total Deleted Page(s) — 77

Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Page
Fage
Page

1 ~ Dutside the Scope - emails from 2010 forwarding responsive docurments

17— h=s
18 — h=s
19 — hs
20 — b5
21 — hs
42 — Duplicate
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN I3 UNCLAZSIFIED

DATE 07-07-2010 BY &5179 DMH/STR/EM
10-C¥-00755

PATRIOT ACT

March 25, 2009 Senate Judiciary Committee
CARDIN:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And let me thank Director Mueller for your service and
thank you for being here today.

I want to talk about the Patriot Act. There are three major provisions that will sunset
during 2009 that will need to be taken up by Congress. This committee will have a
significant role in regards to the reauthorization and perhaps modifications of the roving
wiretaps, the business records, and the lone wolf provisions.

I would hope you could share with us the importance of these provisions, whether you
believe that there will be efforts made to extend these sunsets and whether you will be
recommending modifications in these laws and what process you are intending to go
through to work with Congress as we take up these issues, which, in the past, have been
somewhat controversial.

MUELLER:

My hope, quite obviously, is that they'll be less controversial as they come up this time,
because we have seen their use and have some track record with it.

Starting with the business records provision, 215, we have utilized that 223 times
between 2004 and 2007. We don't yet have the records or the total for 2008. But it has
been exceptionally helpful and useful in our national security investigations.

With regard to the roving wiretap provision that is also sunsetting, we've used that 147
times, and that also has eliminated a substantial amount of paperwork and, I would say,
confusion in terms of the ability for us to maintain surveillance, electronic surveillance on
an individual where we can utilize that roving wiretap provision.

As to the lone wolf provision, while we have not -- there has not been a lone wolf, so
to speak, indicted, that provision is tremendously helpful where we have a difficulty in
showing a tie between a particular individual who -- about whom we have information
that might be supporting terrorism and be a terrorist, but we have difficulty in identifying
the foreign power for which he is an agent, whether it be a terrorist group or otherwise,
what we call the Mussawi problem, where the issue was the inability for us to tie
Mussawi to a particular terrorist group.

So that also is a provision that has been, I believe, beneficial and should be reenacted.

I have not yet had an opportunity, with the new administration, to have a discussion
about the position. I know we'll be working with the Department of Justice on these three
provisions, but my hope is that the department will support the reenactment of all three
and that we can sit and work with Congress to explain, if necessary, more fully how
important they are to our work.

CARDIN:

Well, I very much appreciate your response. Having the total numbers of uses is useful,
very helpful.

In regards to the business records, there's been some press that has been less than
favorable on some of the applications.

Patriot Act-111
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But this may not be the right forum to get into more detail, but I do think it's important
that the Judiciary Committee, in its oversight function, and the Intelligence Committee, in
its oversight function, examine more specifics, for two years.

One, I think most of us believe these tools are extremely important and we want to
make sure that you have the tools that you need. We want to make sure that there is the
appropriate oversight.

We normally get more attention as we get closer to the deadlines on extending sunsets
that other times during the year, we want to make sure we take advantage of this
opportunity to get a better understanding so we are on the same page as to what tools are
needed.

And the third point is there may need to be modifications, not necessarily restrictions.
There may need to be a fine-tuning of these provisions to make sure that they're more
effective and used as intended by Congress.

So I would just encourage you to work with the chairman of our committee, the
chairman of the Intelligence Committee, so that we can feel more comfortable working
with the administration.

I know it's early in the new administration, but this issue is going to come up quicker
than we think and the one thing [ don't want to see happen is that we have a deadline
without an opportunity to be fully comfortable with a bill that would extend the
provisions in the Patriot Act.

SESSIONS:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

And I think the Patriot Act was carefully constructed. We had some very vigorous and
-- hearings.

And I believe all the provisions in it are consistent, do you not agree, Mr. Mueller, with
traditional law enforcement methods, many of which have been used in other
circumstances and even in terrorism, and that care was taken not to violate any of the
great constitutional protections that we cherish in this country?

MUELLER:
I do. I'm, not surprisingly, a strong supporter of the Patriot Act, particularly the areas
where it broke down the walls between ourselves and the intelligence community.
Senator Specter alludes to the changes since September 11th. One of the substantial
change since September 11th has been, quite obviously, our sharing of information with
the intelligence community and vice versa. And that was attributable to the Patriot Act.
The three provisions that are to sunset are important provisions that we hope will again
be reenacted when it comes up for vote.

May 20, 2009 House Judiciary Committee

SMITH:

Thank you.

Recently, you've said that you support reauthorization of the three expiring provisions
of the Patriot Act.

Do you foresee any need to make any changes in those three expiring provisions?

Patriot Act-112
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MUELLER:

No. I previously, when questioned, testified that the three provisions, the first one, the
business records provision, has been exceptionally useful for us over the period of time
that it's been on the record books and we've used it over 230 times.

The second provision that is sunsetting relates to roving wiretaps. We've used that over
140 times. It has been exceptionally useful and cut down on not only paper, but also
enabled us to better facilitate our investigations.

And, lastly, the Lone Wolf provision, while we have not used it with regard to an
indictment, it continues to be available for that individual whom we lack evidence to put
with a particular terrorist group, but does present a threat as an international terrorist.

Each of those three provisions are important to us. And while I don't believe the
Department of Justice has yet weighed in with its letter, this is what I've testified to in the
past and is my current opinion.

SMITH:
And you don't foresee the need to make any changes in any of those provisions.

MUELLER:
Not at this juncture.

September 16, 2009 Senate Judiciary Committee
FEINSTEIN:

And we have to find a way to stop that. So, I'd like to talk with you. But I'd like to turn
now to a FISA matter, the three sun-setting provisions of the Patriot Act, the lone wolf,
the business letters and the roving wiretaps. This -- is an issue where two committees
have jurisdiction, both the Judiciary Committee and the Intelligence Commiittee.

I spoke with Senator Leahy yesterday and indicated that we'd like to work together, if
possible, so we don't get into battles of sequential referrals and that kind of thing. It was
my thinking simply to extend those three provisions until the Patriot Act is up for
reauthorization, which is three years hence. I believe Senator Leahy will submit a bill that
does some other things as well.

I have just received a copy of a letter, or a letter directed to me and the vice chairman
of intelligence, dated September 14, by the Justice Department, saying that they are in
full support of reauthorization of all three provisions; and that they, if there were some
ideas for some changes, they would be happy to discuss them. The letter is signed by Ron
Weich. And it's a rather forceful case for continuation.

I would like to ask you if you would discuss your use of those three provisions and
their relevance today in the continuing concerns about terror infiltrating our country.

MUELLER:

Well, let me start by saying I hope you reinforce each other to -- to, again, pass these
three -- these three provisions.

LEAHY: .
Patriot Act-113
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We'll work it out.

FEINSTEIN:
Right.

MUELLER:

The -- first of all, the business records, 200 -- 215, between 2004 and 2009, we've used
that more than 250 times. I make the point that that provision is used with the approval of
the FISA court. And the business records that are sought there relate almost -- not all the
time -- but almost solely to terrorist investigations in which the records that are received
are absolutely essential to identifying other persons who may be involved in terrorist
activities.

FEINSTEIN:
Involving a foreign terrorist.

MUELLER:
Involving a -- a -- a -- someone who is a -- yes, a foreign terrorist.

FEINSTEIN:
So, you're prepared to say that there is no domestic exclusivity, but that this relates to a
foreign terrorist.

MUELLER:
Well, it relates to an agent of a foreign power.

FEINSTEIN:
Exactly.

MUELLER:
Agent of -- as it says in the...

FEINSTEIN:
Yes, exactly.

MUELLER:
... In the FISA statute.

FEINSTEIN:
So, each one would.

MUELLER:
Yes. My understanding is that 215 relates to any investigation relating to...
[CROSS-TALK]

FEINSTEIN:
STEIN Patriot Act-114
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It does and (inaudible) it's being used that way.

MUELLER:
Yes.

FEINSTEIN:
OK.

MUELLER:
Let me just check and make sure that's so. Yes.

LEAHY:
The...

FEINSTEIN:
Can we...

LEAHY:
Do you want to add to the question?

FEINSTEIN:
Oh, I -- if he could just finish quickly...

LEAHY:
Sure.

FEINSTEIN:
... on the -- the lone wolf provision...

MUELLER:
OK.

FEINSTEIN:
... and the roving wiretap.

MUELLER:

Roving wiretaps we used approximately 140 times over the -- the -- those same years.
And it's tremendously important. With the new technology, it is nothing to buy four or
five cell phones at the same time and use them serially to avoid -- to avoid coverage. And
the roving wiretaps are used in those circumstances, where we make a case that is going
to happen. And we've got approval for it. It's essential, given the technology and the
growth of technology that we've had.

As to the lone wolf, that has been -- that has not been used yet. But my belief is it
needs to be there, where we have an individual, such as Moussaoui, whom we need to go
up and get a FISA warrant, either for a search or a -- an interception and cannot identify

Patriot Act-115
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specifically, with specificity, a particular foreign power that is particularized terrorist
organization, that he belongs to.

But we -- the need to, as they say in this lone work -- lone wolf context -- go to a FISA
court and say, OK, this is a lone wolf. We can't put the -- the tie to this particular terrorist
group. But here are the reasons why we need to go up on this individual. So, my belief is
each of these three provisions are important to our work.

FEINSTEIN:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for allowing him to answer.

September 30, 2009 Senate Homeland Security

MR. MUELLER: I'll leap into the fray and say yes. The Patriot Act is going to be
debated. I know those provisions have been very essential to us, particularly the first two
which relate to the business records provision and, secondly, the roving wiretaps. And a
third, while it has not been used, lone wolf will be and is important if we get the similar
situation that we had with Musawi in 2001. So I would urge the reenactment of those
provisions.

I also would make a point in terms of national security letters. Our success and our
information is in large part attributable to the information we can gather, not of
substantive conversations but of the tag data or the telephone toll data that we obtain by
reason of national security letters. So it's really retaining these capabilities that is
important.

Patriot Act-116
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DECLAZZIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/EN 10-CV-00755
0N 07-07-2010

SEERET

PATRIOT ACT SUNSET PROVISIONS
(215s/Roving Wiretaps/Lone Wolf)

Some provisions of the PATRIOT Act will expire this December. Two sections, Business
Records access and Roving Wiretaps, give the FBI some of its most powerful tools in
investigating suspected terrorists operating in the United States. How important are these tools
in furthering the FBI’s mission in investigating terrorism activity here in the United States?

Response:

e (U) These tools are extremely important in the FBI’s investigative work and the FBI has a solid
track record of using both of them.

e (U) The FBI began using the business record authority in 2004. It has been used on more
than 250 occasions since that time. This authority has been useful in furthering national
security investigations.

o (U) The FBI was authorized to use roving wiretap authority 147 times from 2004-08. This tool
provides the ability for the FBI to obtain valuable intelligence in situations where a surveillance
conscious target seeks to thwart our investigative option by rapidly changing facilities.

(M e—(%) To date in CY 2009, the FBI has been authorized to use the roving wiretap authority 13 times.

How many times has the Lone Wolf provision been utilized?

Response:

e (U) Although the lone wolf provision has not yet been used, it is an important investigative
option which must remain available.

e (U) This provision gives the FBI the flexibility to obtain FISA warrants and orders in the rare
circumstance where a non-US person engages in terrorist activities, but his or her nexus to a
known terrorist group is unknown. The fact that this provision has not been used does not
denigrate the need for the provision.

e (U) It is an important tool which will be used only under the appropriate circumstances and with
the appropriate supervision from the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court. Because the
circumstances under which we would use the lone wolf provision have not arisen since the
passage of the Intelligence Reform and Terrorist Prevention Act of 2004 does not mean that they
will not arise in the future. The United States Government needs to be prepared to address that
situation should it occur.

Information approved by: Deputy GC Elaine Lammert — pending GC Caproni approval
Dated: 8/26/2009

GC Caproni approval received: 9/14/2009

2009 Statistics provided by: Steven Siegel, Deputy General Counsel, NSLB, OGC
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b5
Qutside the Scope

The Inspector General’s 2008 Report Regarding the FBI’s Use of Section 215 Orders in 2006

23. The 2008 Inspector General (IG) Report noted that when FBI agents submitted Section
215 requests processed in 2006, they encountered similar processing delays as those
identified in the IG’s 2007 report. These delays were caused by unfamiliarity with Section
215 orders, too few resources to handle requests expeditiously, the multi-layered review
process, and substantive issues regarding whether the application met the statutory
requirements. What is the FBI doing to address these problems?

b5
Response:

24. The 2008 IG report also recommended that the FBI develop procedures that require
FBI employees to review materials received from Section 215 orders to ensure that the
material they receive pursuant to Section 215 is authorized by the Section 215 order itself.
What has the FBI done to implement this recommendation?

91 Patriot Act-138
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Response:

Qutside the Scope
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Outside the Scope

31. Questions [29] and [30] address the nondisclosure requirements for NSL recipients.
Those receiving requests for information under Section 215 of the USA PATRIOT Act also
are prohibited from disclosing receipt of that request.

a. Is the reciprocal notice procedure used by the FBI for NSLs being used
for nondisclosure requirements issued under Section 215 of the USA PATRIOT Act?

If yes, since what date has the FBI used this procedure for recipients of
Section 215 orders? How many Section 215 orders have been issued since that date? Has
anyone given notice to the government of their intention to challenge a nondisclosure
requirement in a Section 215 order? If so, has the government gone to court to enforce a
nondisclosure requirement in a Section 215 order pursuant to notice being given that the
recipient wished to challenge? If so, what was the result of the government going to court
and asking the court enforce the nondisclosure requirement?

If no, what is the FBI’s justification or argument for not using the reciprocal
notice system in the context of Section 215 orders? Does the FBI plan to use that system for
recipients of Section 215 orders in the future?

b. If this reciprocal notice procedure is being used for Section 215 orders,
please provide a copy of the notice the FBI is sending to recipients of Section 215 orders

that informs them of their right to challenge the nondisclosure provision.

Response to subparts a and b:

bb

18 Patriot Act-155
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b5

b5
Outside the Scop

(0]

39 Patriot Act-156
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l ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN I35 UNCLASSIFIED ERCEFT

DATE: 07-12-20L0 WHEFE ZHOWH OTHERWISE

CLASSIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STD/EM 10-CV-00755
SEZ‘*ET/NOFORN REASON: 1.4 (c)
9/25/2009 DECLASSIFY ON: 07-12-2035
FBINSLB Comments on S.1686 (FEINGOLD Bill): “USA PATRIOT Act Sunset
Extension Act of 2009”

Section 101(a)(2) (Limitation on ECPA NSLs): With the change, the FBI could seek only
subscriber information, not toll billing records or electronic communication transactional 1,5

information, from an electronic communication service provider. Outside the Scope
o We recommend that the FBI

Section 101(b){1) (Standard for Issuance): The bill adds to current the “relevance” standard for all

NSLs an additional requirement of “specific and articulable facts” that the records would pertain to

a foreign power or agent of a foreign power, pertain to individuals in contact with an agent of a

foreign power, pertain to the activities of an agent of a foreign power. b5

Outside the Scope

e We recommend that the FBI

Section 101(c) (Nondisclosure): For all types of NSLs, limits the nondisclosure provision to a

maximum of one year. In order to extend a new certification must be made and notice provided

to the recipient that the nondisclosure provision has been extended. If the facts supporting the

nondisclosure requirement cease to exist, the FBI must notify the recipient. b5

Outside the Scope

e __We recommend that the FBI| |

Section 101(f) Disclosure for Law Enforcement Purposes: Requires advance AG authorization
for use of NSL derived information in a criminal proceeding. b5
Outside the Scope

¢ We recommend the FBI

Patriot Act-1/4
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sgkﬁET /NOFORN b5
9/25/2009 Outside the Scope

Section 101(f)(Notification at trial): Government required to provide notice of use of NSL-derived
information at trial: aggrieved person can move to suppress such information.
o We recommend the FBI|

Section 101 (a) Restrictions on Transactional Information: Limits the information that can be
provided in response to an Electronic Communication Privacy Act (ECPA) or Right to Financial
Privacy Act (RFPA) NSL to customer identification and account information. NSLs may no longer
be used to obtain credit reports. b5

| Outside the Scope

o We recommend the FBI

Section 102 (Right to Judicial Review of Nondisclosure): If the NSL recipient wishes to challenge
the nondisclosure provision, the recipient may inform the FBI of its intent to do so within 21 days
and the FBI must initiate court proceedings within 21. An application for a nondisclosure order
would include a statement of specific and articulable facts that a harm to national security will
result.

b5
Outside the Scope
]

Section 103 (Compliance Program and Database): Mandates creation of compliance program
and NSL tracking database.

b5 |
Outside the Scope

Section 104 (NSL Reporting): Would require the FBI to report in unclassified form the number of
NSLs targeting US Persons, Non US persons, persons the subject of national security
investigations, and persons not the subject of a national security investigation. Subscriber only
requests are not required to be broken down into such categories. b5

Outside the Scope

Section 105 (Emergency Disclosure Change): Changes “good faith” to “reasonably believes” and
inserts the word “immediate.” Notice to court must be provided within 5 days of an emergency
request and notice to the customer must be provided.

o We recommend the FBI b5

P3triot Act-175 Outside the Scope
SEEEET
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gﬁéRET/NOFORN
/25/2009

Qutside the Scope

(U//FOUO) In Section 107, the FBI has the following comments:

i53\ x bl

SPRRET
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?&:T /NOFORN
/25/2009

(U//FOUO) Section 303 would strike from FISA Title VIII (50 U.S.C. 1885 et seq.),
"Protection of Persons Assisting the Government," in its entirety. Title VIII
establishes procedures for implementing statutory defenses for persons providing
assistance to the USG pursuant to FISC Orders, 2511 certifications, other FISA
directives, and under the TSP in various civil actions. We recommend the FBI

b5
Outside the Scope
(5]
bl
b5
Outside the Scope
(U//FOUO) Section 305|
b5
[ Thus, we recommend the FBI| Outside the Scope
(U//FOUO) We recommend| | section 306l
b1l
(51 o

Outside the Scope

Patriot Act-177
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bl

b5
?}&ET/NOFORN Outside the Scope
/25/2009

isj'””

Section 402 of the JUSTICE Act seeks to amend portions of FISA dealing with district courts'
authority to disclose FISA applications, orders and other materials to FISA targets. FISA
currently provides that when an aggrieved person moves to discover, obtain, or suppress FISA-
derived evidence, the court (upon filing of an AG affidavit of national security harm) reviews in
camera and ex parte the FISA application, order, materials as necessary to determine whether
the FISA was lawfully authorized and conducted. The court may disclose the FISA to the
aggrieved person only if the court determines that such disclosure is necessary to make this
determination. For example, the last sentence of section 50 USC 1806 (f) currently provides that:

“In making this determination, the court may disclose to the aggrieved person, under
appropriate security procedures and protective orders, portions of the application, order, or
other materials relating to the surveillance only where such disclosure is necessary to make
an accurate determination of the legality of the surveillance." (emphasis added.)

Section 402 of the JUSTICE Act seeks to delete the above sentence and insert the following:

“In making this determination, unless the court finds that disclosure would not assist in
determining any legal or factual issue pertinent to the case, the court may disclose to the
aggrieved person, the counsel for the aggrieved person, or both, under the procedures and
standards provided in the Classified Information Procedures Act (18 U.S.C. App.) or other
appropriate security procedures and protective orders, portions of the application, order, or
other related materials, or evidence or information obtained or derived from the order.”
(emphasis added.)

(Note that the proposed amendment above applies to Electronic Surveillance portion of FISA but
that identical amendments are proposed for Physical Searches and Pen Registers and Trap and
Trace.)

The current law only authorizes the court to disclose the FISA with a finding that the disclosure is
necessary to help the court determine the legality of the FISA. The proposed language would
reverse this presumption against disclosure by allowing the court to disclose the FISA unless it
finds that the disclosure would NOT assist in determining legality.|

[ | For these reasons,
we recommend that the FBI|

b5
Outside the Scope

Patriot Act-178
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ALL INFORIATION CONTAINED
HEPEIN I5 UNCLASSIFIED EXCEFT
WHERE ZHOWH OTHERWISE

) T DATE: 07-l2-2010
CLAZAIFIED BY 65175 DMH/STP/FM 10-CW-00755

REASON: 1.4 {c)
DECLASSIFY ON: 07-12-2035

FBI /NSLB Comments on Senator Leahy’s Bill: “USA PATRIOT Act

Sunset Extension Act of 2009”

September 25, 2009
Section 2. Sunsets
b5
e We recommend that the FBI|
Section 3: Factual Basis for Issuance of Orders for Access to Tangible Things
(a1
bl
b5
bb
Section 4: Factual Basis for and Issuance of Orders for Pen Registers and Trap and
Trace Devices for Foreign Intelligence Purposes
(5) -
bl
tl IUt A\.t 179 b5

Outside the Scope

Pa
s}égET
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L3

bl
b5
Outside the Scope

Section 5: Limitations on Disclosure of National Security Letters

Section 5(c) (Nondisclosure): For all types of NSLs, this provision limits the
nondisclosure provision to a maximum of one year. To extend this, a new certification
must be made and notice provided to the recipient that the nondisclosure provision has
been extended. If the facts supporting the nondisclosure requirement cease to exist, the

FBI must notify the recipient. b5
Outside the Scope

o  We recommend that the FBI

Section 5(c)(4); Section 6(b) (Right to Judicial Review of Nondisclosure): If the NSL
recipient wishes to challenge the nondisclosure provision, the recipient may inform the
FBI of its intent to do so within 21 days and the FBI must initiate court proceedings
within 21.

Patriot Act-180
SE?&QT 2
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b5
S%QET Outside the Scope

Section 6: Judicial Review of FISA Orders and National Security Letters

Section 6(a): This section appears to eliminate the one year time period before a
recipient may challenge a nondisclosure order issued under the FISA business records
provision. This would permit immediate review of the business record nondisclosure
provision. The FBI| |

b5
Qutside the Scope

Section 6(b)(3) (Nondisclosure Standard): Eliminates the ability for the Director or other
officials to certify as to the need for nondisclosure.

Section 7: Certification for Access to Telephone Toll and Transactional Records

Changes the current certification of relevance to “a statement of facts that there are
reasonable grounds to believe” that the information sought is relevant to an investigation
of international terrorism or clandestine intelligence activities. bS
e _We recommend that the FBI| | outside the Scope

Section 8: Public Reporting on National Security Letters

Would require the FBI to report in unclassified form the number of NSLs targeting US
Persons, Non US persons, persons the subject of national security investigations, and
persons not the subject of a national security investigation. Subscriber only requests are
not required to be broken down into such categories.

b5 1
Cutside the Scope

Patriot Act-181

;z’&g"r 3
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b5
ET Outside the Scope

Section 10Q: Audits

ection 10(a) and (b). Would continue audits of NSL and business records through 2012.

b5

Section 10 (c) Pen Registers and Trap and Trace Devices Audits

b5
Outside the Scope

Patriot Act-182

splemr 4
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Outside the Scope

35. Seme provisions of the PATRIOT Act will expire this December. Two sections

pertaining to Roving Wiretaps and Business Record Access give the FBI some of its

most powerful tools in investigating suspected terrorists operating in the United

States. Roving Wiretaps are used in other criminal investigations, for example

organized crime and drug trafficking investigations. An examination of business

records can provide critical insight into possible pre-attack planning by suspects.

Director, how important are these tools in furthering the FBI’s mission in

investigating terrorism activity here in the United States? )

Response:

b5

Outside the Scope

Patriot Act-250
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ALL THFORMATION CONTAINEL
HEREIN I35 UNCLALZSIFIED
DATE 07-13-2010 BY &517% DMH/STP/FM 10-CV-00755

From: | [oo)FBI) b6
Sent: IJALedm.dm_EenmauLlZS, 2009 2:56 PM bic
To: (OCA) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Director Mueller's Senate Judiciary hearing 03/25/09

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Do u know if we have QFRs re: Patriot Act Sunsets re roving wiretaps, FISa Business records, and
Lone Wolf?

SUNSETS

The USA PATRIOT IMPROVEMENT AND REAUTHORIZATION ACT, Sec 102, sunsets Sections
206 and 209 of the PATRIOT ACT, returning sections 501, 502, and 105(c) (2) of the FISA of 1978
to how they read on 10/25/01, effective December 31, 2009; and the sunset relating to individual
terrorists as agents of foreign powers, Sec. 103 of the USA PATRIOT IMPROVEMENT AND
REAUTHORIZATION ACT that amended Section 6001 (b) of the Intelligence Reform and
Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 by adding a December 31, 2009 sunset.

From: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI) v
Sent: Wednesday, February 25, 2009 2:52 PM Ib6
To: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) b7C
Cc: DO)(FBI)
Subject: RE: Director Mueller's Senate Judiciary hearing 03/25/09
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Steve? b5
From: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI) _
Sent: Wednesday, February 25, 2009 1:41 PM be
To: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI) b7C
Cc: (DO)(FBI)
Subject: RE: Director Mueller's Senate Judiciary hearing 03/25/09
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Val - we'll pull prior testimony and QFRs on sunset provisions and use that - but do you know if
b5
Beth Beers :
b6

Office of Congressional Affairs

] Patriot Act-342 b7cC

From: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2009 11:30 AM
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To: oo

Cc: BEERimmmﬁ_(lom) (FBI); Jopa) (raryl ] (Do) b6
(FBI) (DOY) (FBI) l(oca) (FeD koca) bIC
(FBI); 1 kocce) (FeI);] JoGce) (FBY)

Subject: RE: Director Mueller's Senate Judiciary hearing 03/25/09

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

On sunsets: | would go back to what we've said previously regarding those provisions.

On DIOG: POC's should be] land| >
b7C

From: [ |(o)(FBI)

Sent: Monday, February 23, 2009 6:35 PM

To: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI)

cc: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI);] kopa) (e (DO)
(FBI){‘:(kDO) (aI); foca) (D) OCA)
(FBI)

Subject: Director Mueller's Senate Judiciary hearing 03/25/09

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Hello,

On March 25, Director Mueller will appear before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC). OCA and
OPA are in the process of coordinating the official Statement for the Record (SFR). In that regard,
the Executive Writing Unit will be starting a draft of the SFR. The initial plan is to have the SFR
provide an update to the Committee on initiatives that were presented to them in Sept. 2008, when
the Director last appeared before the SJC, and also have some information about mortgage fraud,
The Leadership Initiative, state and local partnerships etc.

Preliminary discussions re the topics for the SFR have identified 2 small pieces for
inclusion in the SFR that relate to OGC:

SUNSETS

The USA PATRIOT IMPROVEMENT AND REAUTHORIZATION ACT, Sec 102, sunsets Sections
206 and 209 of the PATRIOT ACT, returning sections 501, 502, and 105(c) (2) of the FISA of 1978
to how they read on 10/25/01, effective December 31, 2009; and the sunset relating to individual
terrorists as agents of foreign powers, Sec. 103 of the USA PATRIOT IMPROVEMENT AND
REAUTHORIZATION ACT that amended Section 6001 (b) of the Intelligence Reform and
Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 by adding a December 31, 2009 sunset.

DIOG

Some type of update on the DIOG?
Patriot Act-343

If you could provide a POC for OPA/OCA to work with on getting some material for the SFR re
these topics, or point us to already existing material that you feel is suitable from which to draw (i.e.
the recent info re "Train the Trainer, " for the DIOG piece) we will be able to start the process.
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Thanks

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-344
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ALL THFORMATION COMTAINED
HEREIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 07-13-2010 BY 65179 DEH/STR/KM LO-CV-00755
From: HQ_DIV05_CD_EXEC_STAFF
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 5:47 PM b6
To: [ |(DO) (FBI) bic
Cc: BUCKLEY, MARGARET R. (CD) (FBI); )
|(DO (FBI); (CD) (CON);
' [(KC) (CONY; ](OCA) (FBI)] |
(CD) (FBI) I(CD) (CON)
Subject: FW: DOJ Lir on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/L.one
Wolf; Deadline 4/20 4pm
Importance: - High
Attachments: PA reauth letter MJW Draft April 16.doc
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5
CD has reviewed the DOJ Letter on USA Patriot Act Reauthorization-Roving
Wiretaps/Business Records/lL.one Wolf regarding the reauthorization of FISA provisions and
For information of CD, provisions of the FISA is scheduled to sunset on December 31,
2009. DOJ Letter addresses the reauthorization of FISA Provisions as follows: 1. The Roving
Wiretaps, USA Patriot Act Section 206. It is recommended this provision »
b5
| 2. Business Records, USA Patriot Act Section 215. Itis
recommended that the Business Record provision |
|
] 3. Lone Wolf Intelligence Reform and Terrorism
Prevention Act of 2004, Section 6001. It is recommended the Lone Wolf|
I [PsC be
Columbia’CD Division bic
Please take a moment to visit the CD Administrative Section's Customer Service Satisfaction survey. We
appreciate you letting us know how we are doing.
http:/] ]
From: l {DO) (FBI)
Sent: ursday, April 16, 2009 4: ;
To: lJ:IQ;DLL[]S;CIf-EXEC-SI’AFF;i lcTo) (FB1);] | (cro) reny;| | b6
(cTD) (FBD)] ] (cTD) (FBIY] |(cID) (FBI); b7C
[ kcip) (FeD); czxmogwu_kmcmn [(0G0) (FBD);
1 1(0GC) (FBI); 0GC) (FBI)] l(oGC)
;L (Do) (FBI); (0GC) (FBI)
Cc: [ oo (DO) (FBIL); BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA)
Patriot Act-359
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(FBI); POWERS, RICHARD C. (DO) (FBI);| kOCA) ( FBI):| (OCA) bIc
(Fe);| loo) (FBI)] I(00) (FBD);| | (DO)(FBL);
(OCA) (FBD) | (ocA) (FBI)
Subject: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline 4/20 4pm

Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

PA reauth letter
MJW Draft Apr...

The attached letter / official communication is being routed by DOJ for official comment.
"RE: This letter is a draft in response to a Senate Select Intelligence Committee Letter
on March 31 re: Reauthorization of FISA Provisions

Please forward this draft on to all those you feel should have eyes on; however, please
note the deadline as DOJ has informed us it is "firm'" and no extensions shall be
granted.

Thank you.

Please provide comments in a WORD DOCUMENT only. " b6
b7C

Pllease provide primary responses with clomments to |in OCA, with a cc

to land |

If );ou feel there is someone else who should see this and who has not been included,
- PLEASE forward it to them and then let me know that I should add them on to the
lists for future distribution.

e Please indicate if your division is in favor or opposed to the letter, as well as the
reasons for your division's position.

e If your division opposes the letter fully or in part, but believes that it can be
remedied by changes in the verbiage, please describe in detail what should be
added, deleted, or changed, including recommendations for substitute language
sufficient to correct the objectionable section(s).

¢ If you have additional comments which are not suitable for dissemination, please
include them in the.body of your E-mail separate and apart from the attachment.

e Ifyourdivision is not taking a position and has no comments, please send an E-mail
stating such. Patriot Act-360
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DEADLINE: Monday April 20, 4pm

As always, I appreciate your attention to this matter. ‘ " be
b7C
I I

CLUI
FBI OCA

[ 1

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-361
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN 1% UHCLASSIFIED
DATE 07-13-2010 BY £517% DMH/STF/EM 10-CV-00755
From: I lloce) (FBI) b6
Sent: I_M.Qu.daLAnﬂLZD_ZQDQ 11:30 AM bic
To: DO) (FBI)
Subject: FW: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone
Wolf; Deadline 4/20 4pm
Attachments: DOJ Letter Pat Act reaut- approved.doc
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
be
DOJ Letter Pat Act :
reaut- appr... bC
Please find attached our inputs on the proposed letter. | ] b5
| |
Attorney
National Security Law Policy and Training Unit be
National Security Law Branch fb7 c
This communication may contain attorney-client or attorney work product information. Do
not disclose without OGC approval.
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 5:50 PM 1
To: | oco) e, Joscyrend osoy reL; 6
1 GC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI){ 0GC) (FBI); b7
(OGC) (FBD)] JOGC) (FBI) '
Subject: RE: DOJ Lir on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline 4/20 4pm
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
My comments are attached. See the 4th paragraph under Business Records. SESC
I:I- CD may want to look at this letter, particularly the third full paragraph under Roving
Authority. Do we think b5
Patriot Act-362
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bb
- 1 think vou askedl b6
i b7C

Thanks.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight

b6
b7C
THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED
OUTSIDE OF OGC WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL
From: l 1(0GC) (FBI)
Sent: I.'IJ:.LI.ISdaL.An.:i.U.LZQ.DS.IS:lS PM |
To: (QGC) (FBD);] loGe) (FeD); | 0GC)
(FBD)] | (0GC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); 0GC) be
(rBD); | |(0GC) (FBI); | | (OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN :
N. (OGC) (FBI) b7C
Subject: FW: DOJ Lir on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline 4/20 4pm
Importance: High
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Section and Unit Chiefs,
This is a draft letter from DOJ pushing the renewal of the Roving Wiretaps/Business Records/Lone.
Wolf Patriot Act provisions. The hard deadline for FBI input into the letter is NLT Monday, April-
20th.
Please disseminate this to all concerned attorneys. In order to allow me time to reconcile our inputs,
please have any and all responses to me by 0900 Monday.
Attorney b6
National Security Law Policy and Training Unit b7C

National Security Law Branch

This communication may contain attorney-client or atforney work product information. Do
not disclose without OGC approval.

From: l [DO) (FBI)
Sent: ursday, April 16, 2009 4: b6

To: : HQ-DD[QS-C?-EXEC—STAFF' (CTD) (FBI); | ey e[| b7C
(CTD) (FBI)] (ctoy (el fcip)y (FBD);
| |(CID) (FBI); CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI);] Y0oGC) (FBI);
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lcogo) (rany;| laco 1) foco)

EEn Yooy B loco @D pe
Cce: [ [COXG [0y (FBL); BEE )CA) bic
(FBI); POWERS, RICHARD C. (DO) (FBI;;[________](OCA) (FBI); (oca)
(FBIL); [COYG:)H ) —— O ) G | (DO)(FBI);
(oca) (FBI);] ] (OCA) (FBI)
Subject: on T Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline 4/20 4pm
Importance: High .
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

<< File: PA reauth letter MJW Draft April 16.doc >>
The attached letter / official communication is being routed by DOJ for official comment.
RE: This letter is a draft in response to a Senate Select Intelligence Committee Letter
on March 31 re: Reauthorization of FISA Provisions

Please forward this draft on to all those you feel should have eyes on; however, please
note the deadline as DOJ has informed us it is "firm" and no extensions shall be
granted.

Thank you.

Please provide comments in a WORD DOCUMENT only.

P(’lleamuﬁd.ehnﬁmmumﬂs_with comments to lin OCA, with a cc e
t and) !

If you feel there is someone else who should see this and who has not been included,
PLEASE forward it to them and then let me know that I should add them on to the
lists for future distribution.

o Please indicate if your division is in favor or opposed to the letter, as well as the
reasons for your division's position.

e If your division opposes the letter fully or in part, but believes that it can be
remedied by changes in the verbiage, please describe in detail what should be
added, deleted, or changed, including recommendations for substitute language
sufficient to correct the objectionable section(s).

e If you have additional comments which are not suitable for dissemination, please
include them in the body of your E-mail separate and apart from the attachment.

o Ifyour division is not taking a position and has no comments, please send an E-mail
stating such.

Patriot Act-364

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00105



DEADLINE: Monday April 20, 4pm

As always, I appreciate your attention to this matter.

| b6

CLUI . b7C
FBI OCA

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attomey Ceneral Washington, .C. 20330

April 8, 2010

The Honorable Patrick I. Leahy
Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman;
Enclosed please find responses te questions for the record posed to Federal Bureau of

Investigation Director Robert Mueller following his appearance before the Committee at an
oversight hearing on September 16, 2009.

We hope this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may
be of further assistance on other matters. The Office of Management and Budget has advised us

that from the perspective of the Administration’s program, they have no objection to submission
of this letter.

Sincerely,

VASVON

Ronald Weich
Assistant Attorney General

Enclosure

¢e: The Honorable Jeff Sessions
Ranking Minority Member

Patriot Act-423
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Questions Posed by Senator Specter

Outside the Scope

15. On October 11, 2001, I was one of seven Senators to vote “no” on a motion to table an
amendment introduced by Senator Feingold to limit the roving wiretap authority under
FISA. The amendment would limit surveillance to those instances “...when the target’s
presence at the place where, or use of the facility at which, the electronic surveillance is to
be directed has been ascertained....” Why should we not tie the availability of roving
wiretaps to the standard established in the Feingold amendment?

Response:

Although there is an ascertainment requirement in Title III, such a provision
should not be imported into the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA). In
order to authorize surveillance, the FISA Court must find probable cause to
believe the target is using or is about to use the targeted facility. If Congress were
to add a requirement that the government know the target is proximate to the
facility in order to use roving authority, we would be required to maintain
constant physical surveillance of the target or risk missing communications we
are otherwise entitled to intercept. Roving authority can only be obtained if the
government demonstrates reason to believe the target will take actions to thwart
surveillance. Given that we are starting with a subset of FISA targets who are

12
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quite savvy about law enforcement efforts and who tend to be surveillance
conscious, adding a requirement that would necessitate constant physical
surveillance is particularly ill advised. Since there have been no occasions on
which the FBI has misidentified facilities that were being used or about to be used
by the intended target when executing roving surveillance, it is not clear what
benefit would be obtained from such an amendment, particularly in light of the
substantial disadvantages it would afford.

Congress has already provided safeguards to ensure that facilities are
appropriately targeted for roving electronic surveillance. Pursuant to 50 U.S.C.
§ 1805(c)(3),

[a]n order approving electronic surveillance under
this section in circumstances where the nature and
location of each of the facilities or places at which
the surveillance will be directed is unknown shall
direct the applicant to provide notice to the court
within ten days after the date on which surveillance
begins to be directed at any new facility or place,
unless the court finds good cause to justify a longer
period of up to 60 days.

The required notice to the court must include:

(1) the nature and location of each new facility or place at which the
electronic surveillance is directed; and

(2) the facts and circumstances relied upon by the applicant to justify the
applicant’s belief that each new facility or place at which the electronic
surveillance is directed is or was being used, or is about to be used, by the target
of the surveillance.

16. The Lone Wolf amendment to FISA was enacted to “fix” an alleged “problem” with
FISA. Shortly after September 11, 2001, the FBI believed that FISA did not allow the FBI
to gain access to a laptop computer used by Zacharias Moussaoui. It turns out that the FBI
personnel were misinterpreting the FISA statute — the statute did not preclude such a
search. However, the Lone Wolf provision was enacted to “fix” this problem anyway.

The Lone Wolf exception undermines the policy and constitutional
justifications for FISA. When Congress enacted FISA, it carefully limited its application in
order to ensure that the procedures established in FISA are reasonable in relation to
legitimate foreign counterintelligence requirements and the protected rights of individuals.
Their reasonableness depends, in part, upon an assessment of the difficulties of

13
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investigating activities planned, directed, and supported from abroad by foreign
intelligence services and foreign-based terrorist groups.

Further, the Lone Wolf provision is unnecessary and, according to the
Assistant Attorney General for the National Security Division, David Kris, has never been
used. The current version of the PATRIOT Act would allow the government to seek a
criminal warrant without concern of precluding future use of FISA. In virtually every case
in which you could meet the probable cause standard for obtaining a FISA warrant for a
lone wolf, you could meet the probable cause standard for a criminal warrant.

Given the minimal value of the Lone Wolf provision, and given its erosive
effects on the justification for FISA, what is your best argument in favor of its
reauthorization?

Response:

Although the narrowly tailored lone wolf provision has never been used, it is an
important investigative option that must remain available. This provision gives
the FBI the flexibility to obtain FISA warrants or orders in the rare circumstances
in which non-U.S. persons engage in terrorist activities but their nexus to known
terrorist groups is unknown. The fact that this provision has not been used does
not negate the need for it, should the appropriate circumstances arise.

14
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Qutside the Scope

PATRIOT Act Reauthorization

34. Asyou are aware, three provisions of the USA PATRIOT Act are set to expire at the
end of this year. Without action, law enforcement would not be able to use these three
important tools after December 31, 2009: section 206 of the USA PATRIOT Act, which
governs “roving” wiretaps; section 215 of the USA PATRIOT Act, which allows federal
agents to ask a court for an order to obtain business records in national security terrorism
cases; and section 6001 of the Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention Act
(“IRTPA”), which allows intelligence investigations of lone terrorists not connected to a
foreign nation or organization (also known as the “lone wolf” provision).

a. Last week, Assistant Attorney General Ronald Weich sent a views letter to
Chairman Leahy recommending renewal of all three of these tools. The
letter noted that the Office of the Director of National Intelligence concurred
with the recommendations for renewal. In that letter, the Department of
Justice specifically stated that the roving wiretaps provision “has functioned
as intended and has addressed an investigative requirement that will
continue to be critical to national security operations.” Do you agree?

Response:
The response to this inquiry is classified and is, therefore, provided separately.
b. In that same letter, the Department of Justice also recommended the
renewal of section 215, the business records provision. It stated, “the

availability of a generic, court-supervised FISA business records authority is
the best option for advancing national security investigations in a manner

38
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consistent with civil liberties. The absence of such an authority could force
the FBI to sacrifice key intelligence opportunities.” Do you agree?

Response:

Yes. This authority has been exceptionally useful in our national security
investigations. It allows us to obtain records in national security investigations
that we may be unable to obtain using National Security Letters (NSLs); the
records that can be obtained using this tool are those that are typically obtained in
a criminal case by using a grand jury subpoena. The operational security
requirements of most intelligence investigations require the secrecy afforded by
this FISA authority. We anticipate that there will always be national security
investigations in which the FBI needs to obtain records that are not available
through the use of NSLs and in which criminal investigative tools are either
unavailable or insufficiently secure. The authority to obtain records under the
supervision of the FISA Court in such cases is entirely appropriate. Moreover,
the FISA Court’s track record since this provision was added to FISA clearly
establishes that the court is sensitive to the need to protect the privacy rights of
unconsenting U.S. persons who may have some connection to the documents
received pursuant to such an order.

¢. The Department’s views letter also recommended the renewal of the lone
wolf provision, stating, “We believe that it is essential to have the tool
available for the rare situation in which it is necessary rather than to delay
surveillance of a terrorist in the hopes that the necessary links are
established.” Do you agree?

Response:

Yes. Although the narrowly tailored lone wolf provision has never been used, it
is an important investigative option that must remain available. This provision
gives the FBI the flexibility to obtain FISA warrants and orders in the rare
circumstances in which non-U.S. persons engage in terrorist activities, but their
nexus to known terrorist groups is unknown. The fact that this provision has not
been used does not negate the need for it, should the appropriate circumstances
arise.

1
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

September 15, 2009

The Honorable Patrick J. Leahy
Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Enclosed please find responses to questions posed to FBI Director Robert S,
Mueller 111, following Director Mueller’s appearance before the Committee on March 25,
2009. The subject of the Committee’s hearing was “Oversight of the Federal Bureau of
Investigation.” We hope this information is helpful to the Committee.

The Office of Management and Budget has advised us that from the perspective of
the Administration’s program, there is no objection to the submission of these responses.

If we may be of additional assistance in connection with this or any other matter, we trust
that you will not hesitate to call upon us.

Sincerely,

|
s\

!/
s

Ronald Weich
Assistant Attorney General

Enclosure

cc:  The Honorable Jeff Sessions
Ranking Minority Member
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35. Some provisions of the PATRIOT Act will expire this December. Two sections
pertaining to Roving Wiretaps and Business Record Access give the FBI some of its most
powerful tools in investigating suspected terrorists operating in the United States. Roving
Wiretaps are used in other criminal investigations, for example organized crime and drug
trafficking investigations. An examination of business records can provide critical insight
into possible pre-attack planning by suspects. Director, how important are these tools in
furthering the FBI’s mission in investigating terrorism activity here in the United States?

Response:
These tools are extremely important in the FBI’s investigative work and we have a

solid track record of using both of them. The FBI began using the business records
authority in 2004, obtaining approximately 236 orders from the FISA Court to
produce business records from that time through Calendar Year (CY) 2008. The
business records authority has been exceptionally useful in our national security
investigations; some of these orders have been used to support important collection
operations, of which Intelligence Committee Members and their staffs are

aware. Roving wiretap authority has similarly increased the FBI’s efficiency in
critical investigations. The FBI has obtained roving wiretap authority an average
of approximately 22 times per year from 2004 through CY 2008. It is the FBI’s
hope that both tools will be extended.

Outside the Scope

Patriot Act-503
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED DATE: U7-13-2010

HEREETH T2 UNCLASSTFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED BY 65179 DIMH/STP /KM
(Rev. 05-01-2008) WHERE SHOUN OTHERWISE FEAZON: 1.4 {c,d) ’
: DECLASSIFY ON: 07-13-2035
SE&@T/ /ORCON/NOFORN 10-C¥-00755

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Precedence: ROUTINE Date: 08/05/2009
. ‘ : b6
To: General Counsel Attn: NSLB , b7C
cyber | Attn: SSA | TFU2
' : ‘ . b2
From: | | b7E
Cy-1 - : >
Contact: | |
Approved By: | |
Colgan Mark P i?r
Chamberlain Robert W o
Drafted By: | | ‘bl
(8} Case ID #: PG | (Pending)
bl
18 P EE ‘ b2
W -synopsis: (% REPORT OF POTENTTAL TOB MATTER
nerivMSIsm—zoosm 01"
Declassd On: 805
(U) Full'InvestigaFion Initiated: 11/24/2008
8
bl
b2
17D
b7E

SEQRET/ /ORCON/NOFORN

Patriot
Act-538
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SEGRET/ / ORCON/NOFORN

b2
. b7E
5 " To: General Counsel From: | | b1
(5] Rer g [ 08705/2009 |
(8]

‘ bl
b2
b7D
bTE

(U) 1. Full Initiated: 11/24/2009 ,
(U) 2. Case Agent: SA ESC
(U) 3. Supervisor: SSA
(8-
. bl
fSFW"IS( 5. Possible IOB error/47 2
(U) 6. Description of the error:
8
| bl
b4
b7D
b4
b6
B7C
b7D
b2
on| | 2at approximately| | b7E
(| .
b2
b7D
b7E

SE?AE?//ORCON/NOFORN
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SEﬁ&ET//ORCON/NOFORN b2
To: General Counsel From: | |

(5] rer O [08/05/2009 bl

18)

bl
b2
b7cC

b7D
b7E

s;bﬁ@T//ORCON/NOFORN
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SE%ET/ /ORCON/NOFORN : fﬁ?g

To: General Counsel From:l
(5 rer 3 | [08705/2009 » ~ b1

L2

bl
b6
b7C
b7D

/ In addition, a co-case agent will veriry

final packages.

s?ﬁzgw/ /ORCON/NOFORN

4
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v SE?é.ET//ORCON/NOFORN b2

b7E
To: eneral Counsel From: | | .
iShRe:%&< 08/05/2009

bl
LEAD(s):
Set Lead 1: (Discretionary)
GENERAL, COUNSEL
AT WASHINGTON, DC
(U) For whatever action deemed appropriate.
Set Lead‘ 2: (Info)
CYBER |
AT TFUZ2, DfC. b6
b7C

(U) For the information of SSA

*

sm}‘{/ /ORCON/NOFORN

5 .
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED DATE: 08-19-2010

S ET HEFEIN I35 UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED EY 65179 DMH/3TP/FH
WHEFE SHOWH OTHEEWISE ) FEASON: 1.4 ic)
DECLASSIFY 0ON: 0E8-19-2035
(OGC) (FBI) 10-CV-00755
From: ' SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) _ ,
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 5:16 PM ﬁgc
To: [ l(oGC) (FBI)| [(oGe) (FBI) oI,
Cc: [ |(0GC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps

SECMQN,NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ

Can we search the 278 file in ACS for roving. -

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight b6

b7C

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC *

WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL
From: L l(oGe) (FBI)
Sent: ) Thursday, April 16, 2009 5:06 PM
To: (OGC) (FBI) b6
Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI);| lcocc) (FaIy
Subject: FW: Roving wiretaps ’ b7C
SECE%ON,NOFORN
‘RECORD 415-HQ
I:l do we have anyway of tracking whether PIOBs were reported based on FISA roving authority?
From: L kpo) (FBI)
Sent: I.U:J.LBQ.MMLLG_ZDM 5:03 PM : bE
To: CTD) (FBI),I:I(OGC) (FB); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (0GC) (Fa) :
Cc: [ (CTD) (FBI) b7C
Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps
SECRETH#ORCON,NOFORN

RECORD 415-HQ

If possible, can they also find out if there have been any reports to the IOB resultlng from the use of roving authority in the

(8] Dcases'7 Thanks ] b1
From: 1 | (cTD) (FBI)
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 2:51 PM
To: [ 1oGo) (FBY); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI),|:| (DO) (FBI) be
Cc: J(cTD) (FBI) BIC
Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps ’

SECRET#ORTON,NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ

I:l , Patriot Act-543
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SPERET

{'ve asked the ITOS-II Front Office to provide this information. We should have this information by COB Friday. |

From: | I(OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 2:32 PM — bE
To: EL, STEVEN N, (OGC) (FBI); keoyesn o) (ren) :

cc: M—M% (CTD) (FBI) ‘ b7¢C
Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps

SEC@@&,NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ

(&) 'th'a"rik you for the information: Would it be possible to get-information 'on'the'remainingi:authorizations

S

by Friday, COB? If nothing else, the target names?

]was anvone tasked to do this from the Counterlntelligence side of the house? I:ISeemed to believe bl

? There will be an interagency meeting on this b2
issue on Monday, and| Ibelieves we will be heading up to the Hill shortly thereafter. |s there someone we can get :b7E
from Counterintelligence to work this issue by Wednesday of next week? ‘

" From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: MAMM? 5:32 PM
To: (CTD) (FBI) |(DO) (FBI)
cc: |(cTD) (FBI) |(OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Roving wiretaps BE )

: be
SECM&,NOFORN , ' b7C

RECORD 415-HQ

ThankslIl

|:|copied here, will use this information when meeting with DOJ on the Patriot Act Reauthorization.
This information will help to inform the arguments they make and/or may come back with some
questions and/or for some clarification. << File: Use of Roving Wiretaps 0409.doc >>

Steve

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief

NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

b6
b7cC

From:

lctD) (FBI)

1
Sent: I_.nm.:um_ioog 5:22 PM
To: (DO) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) EFBI)
Cc: | [CTD) (FBI); CTD) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Roving wiretaps

SECRETAORCON,NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ

I:Iand Steve, " Patriot Act-544
AD Heimbach approved the below document today!

SPERET

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00126



SDERET

Let us know if you require anything further.

. b6
. From: kcto) (FBY) : b7C
Sent: Monda April 06, 2009 3:03 PM : :
To: (CTD) (FBI) |(CrD) (FBI)
Cc: MCIUNKIN, JAMES W. (CTD) (FBI) .
Subject: Roving wiretaps
SECR CON,NOFORN
RECORD 415-HQ
Attached is the [TOS 1 submission on roving wiretaps authorization.
<< File: Use of Roving Wiretaps 0409.doc >>

_ b2

ITOS 1/TDY Front Office b6
: - b7C

DECLASSIFY Of‘i: 340406
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign C
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN

nterintelligence Investigations

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Gw
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN

G-3, dated 1/

, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET//ORCON.,NOFORN

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Sounterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340406
SECRET//ORCON,NOFOR

DERIVED FROM: G<3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterlntelli
DECLASSIFY QN: 20340406
SECRET//ORCON,NOFORN

DEBIWED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Pa@gﬁ BthaQEntelllqence Investig
quLASSIFY ON: 20340406

SPERET ) .
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ALL INFOURMATION CONTAINED DATE: 07-13-2010

mET ‘ HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLAZRIFIED EY e517%: DI’!HfaTP B
. WHERE SHOWH OTHERWISE REASON: 1.4 tc)
: DECLASSIFY ON: 07-13-2035
(OGC) (FBI) ' 10-C¥-00755 .
From: I | cTD) (FBI) | b7c
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 11:52 AM
To: [ koGc) (FBI;| | (0GC) (FBI)|
(OGC) (FBI) v ‘ -
" Subject: RE: IOB database--Roving Wiretap Authority

) T
RE D 415-HQ
Re-read your email and have some more info for you: ‘ b2

) be

__Case opening dates: v _ b7C
| . _ b7E

[start only from 2006, as that is when his fisa went up)

N ‘

Thank you again!

From: | foce) (raY)

Sent: i i 1:39 AM . b6
To: (CTD) (FBI); |(OGC) (FBD);| [C<9YG:))) b7¢C
Subject: . RE: I0B database--Roving Wiretap Authority .

s
RECORD 415-HQ

Reports of potential OB matters and OGC/NSLB's 10B decisions are all located in Case Identification Number 278-HQ-
C1229736-VIO. We are currently searching all of the files, and were wondering how far back we should go. Do you

know when was roving authority flrst authorized by the FISC or do you know when the five cases listed below were first
opened? Thank you. .

[ 1]

From: l kcD) (FBI) b6
Sent: I_E:i.day_Aa:LLLLZD.CQ 11:06 AM Bb7C
To: (0GC) (FBD)] JcoGe) (FBI),I JcoGe) (FBT)

Cc: ~ [ J(OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: 10B database--Roving Wiretap Authority

S T

R D 415-HQ

-

Thank you very much!

From: I—_I (OGC) (FBI) ‘ l b6

Sent: 1:02 AM . : I le
To: [ Y —Y | coGe) (Fe) :

Cc: [ 1(OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) ‘ ’ '
Subject: RE: I0B database--Roving Wiretap Authority

sprker , " Patriot Act-546
SPERET
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SE}({T
5@0415—% ' ‘_ -

: S ‘ ‘ , - | b6
D - | b7C l

[ |and| Iare working on this now. We should be able to have the results to you by 2:00 today,
and will keep you posted. Thanks.

— _ |

From: l |(CTD) (FBI)

Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 10:34 AM : b6
To: O J(oGC) (FaI); I:l (OGC) (FBI) b7C
Subject: atabase :
BECDRD.
R 415-HQ
7 \ . -
Hello,
|:E:I i _lsiggested | contact you as | am working on a tasking due today to determine if there have been any |OB bl
violations-o ases. These cases had rovmg wiretap authority and the Director's office wants to know if any IOB
violations have been associated with the cases in using it. The cases are: . bl
_ : b6
iSj . ‘ b7C
* Case is currently in|:| but the authority was used when the case was in|:| b2
' b7E

Please let me know if you can help out with this, or provide the correct POC. The deadiine is 2pm today, was ask this
morning for the info. Thank you in advance for you assistance. :
b2

[ ]

ITOS 1/TDY Front Office ‘ - ' b7cC

IVED FROM: G 3 FBI Classification Gulde G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigati

SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI ClassHication Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417

SECRET_

nterintelligence Investigations

- DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Gui .e G-3, dated 1/97, eign Counterlntelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417

SECRET

DERIVED M: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3. dated 1/97.ﬁmmlerlntelliqence In
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417

S?SEET | ’

FBI-PREPROCESSED00129



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED DATE: 07-13-2010

S%ET HEREIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED EY 55179 DMH/STP/EH
‘ WHERE SHOUH OTHERWISE : REAZON: 1.4 {c,d)
‘ DECLASSIFY 0ON: 07-13-2035
I | (OGC) (FBI) 10-C¥-00755
From: I | (0GC) (FBI)
Sent: I_Ed.d&AD.LLIJ.LZDQB.LTS PM :
To: (CTD) (FBI){ focoyren[ ]
l [(OGC) (FBI) , g
Subjgct: RE: IOB database--Roving Authority ‘ . b7C
S%ﬁET _
R, CORD 415-HQ
bl
[3) - Great Justasa quick foltow-up-with-respect-to-the cases:
bl
(51 overproduction in response to an NSL). b6
atus: NO opinion yet by T but after reviewing it, is will aimost definitely not be reported to the IOB, and in ©7C

fact, is no longer considered a matterthat must be reported to OGC/NSLB as a potential IOB matter. However, this type
of NSL overproduction must be reported to OGC/NSLB for tracking purposes.

(a1 bl

Status: Opinion dated 02/09/2006, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO serial 1168, reported to the I0OB. }};Sc
(a1

Status: Opinion dated 09/21/2007, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO serial 4735, not reported to the 10B.

From: l fcD) (FBI) ' .

Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 2:07 PM i ' .

To: E,@GC) (FB1),| kosc) (rany] o6c) (Feny

Ce: (OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) v b6

Subject: RE: IOB database--Roving Authority ) _ Eb7 c

S?RET
CORD 415-HQ
This is exactly what | was looking for. . Thank you very-much for putting this together.

[ |

From: | koGo) (e ‘ ' '
Sent: rEd.naLAnLU.LL.ZQDB.i:SG PM .
To: : (CTD) (FBD){ koGc) (Fay;| JcoGe) (FeI) b6
Cc: [ 0GC) (FBL); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) b7C
Subject: 10B database--Roving Authority
.S ET i
CORD 415-HQ

:|and|:|searched ACS (Cése Identification Number 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO where reports of potential IOB

matters and OGC/NSLB's IOB decisions are located) and all of the IOB databases. Based upon their search, the
following information was found: .

1. Potential IOB Matter 2005-160 Patriot Act-548 bl

3y | | Le

k . ke yle

SPERET
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S;eﬁ'ﬂ

bl
R | o , b6
Report of potential IOB, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 848; , b7c
IOB Opinion, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO serial 1068 :

(8] b1
b2
b7E

2. i 008-1178 ' , ' bl
Report of potential I0B, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 7089
IOB Opinion: no opinion by OGC/NSLB yet
L
bl
(8 b2
b4
b7D
b7E

':S:I | |(overproduction in response to an NSL). v

v bl

(3] b6

. b7C
1A
Please let me know if there is any other information that you need.
. b6

[ 1 | : ; B7C

From: | J(CTD) (FBI) ‘
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 10:34 AM . o
To: [ |coGe) (FaI); (OGC) (FBI) : b
. Subject: TOB database , : . b7C
SEGAET - S
CORD 415-HQ
- Hello,

:| [ |su ggested | contact you as | am working on a tasking due today to determine if there have been any I0OB 1,1
violatibﬁS“Of| |cases. These cases had roving wiretap authority and the Director's office wants to know if any I0OB
violations have been associated with the cases in using it. The cases are: o

bl
. ' bo6
18] ’ b7C
‘ ase is currently in but the authority was used when the case was irIZl
' : ' : b2
Patriot Act-549 bIE

SPERET
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SPTRET

Please let me know if you can help out with this, or provide the correct POC.  The deadline is 2pm today, was ask this
morning for the info. Thank you in advance for you assistance.
b2

1

ITOS 1/TDY Front Office - ‘ bIC

N

DE\RI'VED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investiqaﬂé

unterintelligence Investigations

DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification G eign Counterintelligence Investigations

DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417

ide G-3, dated 1/97;

SECRET

DERIVED FROM? G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligencétnyestigations
DECLA Y ON: 20340417

S ET

Patriot Act-550

FBI-PREPROCESSED00132



DATE: 07-13-2010
CLASSIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/EM 10-CVW-00755
FEA3ON: 1.4 (c)

DECLASSIFY ON: 07-13-2035

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
, SE T HEREIN I3 UNCLAZSIFIED EXCEPT
WHERE SHOWH OTHEERWISE :

(OGC) (FBI)

From: I kogc) (FBI)

Sent L AT 200 1 2 A ' o6
To: ‘ (OGC) (FBI)] [(oGe) (FB) B7e

lond

Subject: RE: IOB database--Roving Wiretap Authority
S T
RE 415-HQ
Thanks | | and | | wWould the following email be accurate.
b5
From: [ | (0GC) (FBI)
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 11:11 AM
To: J(OGC) (FBI) .
Subject: RE: 10B database--Roving Wiretap Authority b6
b7C
S T
. RE 415-HQ
No hits in either database.
I
Management Program Analyst
OGC/NSLB .
National Security Law Policy
fnf Trfininf Unit
From | (OGC) (FBI)
Sent Fridav, Aoril 17, 2000 11:02 AM : b6
“To: | CTD) (FBD)] | coGe) (FeD)| loce) (Fe) oo
Cc: ‘ C) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) '
Subject: RE: IOB database--Roving Wiretap Authority
S T
R 415-HQ

are Working on this now. We should be able to have the results to you by 2:00 today, and

will keep you posted. Thanks.

L]

From: 1 l(cTo) (FBY) : : b6
Sent: Ijn'.d.aLAuLiLLZ._ZQQS_EO:M AM b7C
To: . oco) B (oG (B

Subject: 10B database

s

STRREL

Patriot Act-553
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b6
b7c
Hello, ’

| |squested | contact you as | am working on a tasking due today to determine if there have been any 108 bl
|: g :| ~violations-of |cases These cases had rovmg w:retap authority and the Director's office wants to know if any 0B

violations have been associated with the cases in using it. The cases are: :Eé
b7C
ase is currently in but the authority was used when the case was in b2
b7E
Please let me know if you can help out with this, or provide the correct POC. The deadline is 2pm today, was ask this
morning for the info. Thank you in advance for you assistance.
. ;b6

ITOS 1/TDY Front Office _ b7cC

\RI\(ED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence lnvg@ns
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classifi
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

Counterintelligence Investigations

tion Guide G-3, dated.1/97, Forei

DERIVED FROM:A G-3 FBI Classificatio ide G-3, dated 1/!

oreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417 '

SECRET
DERIVED E : G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterlnt‘elliqe‘n Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417

_SECRET

Patriot Act-554
SPERET |
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: ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED DATE: 07-13-2010
SﬁET HEEEIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/EM 10-CV-00755

WHERE 3HOWN OTEERWISE  ° FEATON: 1.4 (o)
DECLASSTIFY ON: 07-13-2035

(OGC) (FBI) | :
From: [ | (OGC) (FBI) »
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 10:51 AM b6
To: | KOGC) (FBI) : b7C
Subject: ‘ : FW: IOB database . :
SEQRET
R 415-H

FYl, we have the case names/file numbers. | will talk with|:|about this now.

From: I kcTo) (Fe) b6
Sent: " _Friday, April 17, 2009 10:34 AM b7C
To: [ focoyken{ 0G0 (FBD) :
Subject: 10B database
S ET ,
D 415-HQ '
Hello, . » bl
gested | contact you as | am working on a tasking due today to determine if there have been any I0B
[ &) ~violations o ases. These cases had roving wiretap authority and the Director's office wants to know if any 10B bl
violations have been associated with the cases in using it. The cases are: b6
. b7cC
(&1
“ ase is currently ivi:|but the authority was used when the case was in |:I b2
b7E

Please let me know if you can help out with this, or provide the correct POC. The deadline is 2pm today, was ask this
morning for the info. Thank you in advance for you assistance.
b2

[ ]

ITOS 1/TDY Front Office : b7C

DERIVED : G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign CounterlntelliqenMestigations

DECLASSIFY ON: 20
SECRET

\

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classific Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 2034

SECRET

uide G-3, dated 1/97, Fo!

' Patriot Act-557
S?SRE T .
. ) _
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ALL INFORMATTON CONTAINED
HEEEIN I3 UNCLAISIFIED
DATE 07-13-2010 BY o5172 DHH/STR/EM LO-CW-00755

| | , kOGC) (FBI)

From: | l(occ) (FBI)
Sent: i 9 10:47 AM
To: | (OGC) (FBI) :
Subject: B ron PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline
: 4/20 4pm ,
b
b7C

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

ThanksIZI It's always nice to know why we are requested to produce data...:)
| | '

Management Program Analyst
OGC/NSLB _
National Security Law Policy

—
From: i | (oGe) (FeI) . ' : _
Sent: onday, April 20, 2009 10:19 AM bé

Tor [ ] c0Ge) (Feny| |(oGe) (FBDY b7C
Cc: 1 | (0GC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline 4/20 4pm
UNCLASSIFIED ‘
NON-RECORD
- b5
Per the email below, an explanation of why|
| Thanks again for looking into this.
From: l KOGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2009 9:55 AM ' .
To: | (0GC) (F8I)] Jocey (rBI) b6
Cc: o [(OGC) (FBI) _ b7C
Subject: FW: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline 4/20 4pm
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
I:l | don't know if this was forwarded to you or not. . There's a statement in this proposed letter dealing with I0Bs and the
use of roving authority. From the looks of the below email, it looks like Steve was referring us to you.
Do you have any insight to offer with regard to the 3rd full paragraph, page 2? The one containing the bracketed, bold-
face text? If you do, I'd like to get your inputs as soon as possible, as the deadline is today. || believe that Steve is
deferring to you regarding classification in this matter. Do you have anything to add or omit from the attached letter?
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) )
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 5:50 PM :
To: (0GC) (FBI);| |(OGC)(FBI);| LOGC\ (FBD): ]
Y, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);| |(OGC) (FBI)}| (0GC) (FBI);I |
(OGC) (FBI) .
Subject: RE: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/BusPRatyioteA¢diESseuline 4/20 4pm b6
‘ , ' : .b7cC
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UNCLASSIFIED S j’
NON-RECORD » b6

b7cC
My comments are attached. See the 4th paragraph under Business Records.

<< File: PA reauth letter MJW Draft April 16.doc >>

I:l- CD may want to look at this letter, particularly the third full paragraph under Roving Authority.l b5

- | think you asked |:Iabo'ut the violatiohs. Can they search ACS under the 278 file for "roving”
to find that information?

Thanks.
A b6
Steve ' v . ' - pIC

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

b6
b7C

From: | ROGC) (FBI)
Sent: I_IhlmaLAndLlﬁ..Zﬂ.Qﬂ.i:IS PM
To: 0GC) (FBI); 1 IoGe) (FBI),I I(OGC) (FBI)]

0OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI) |(OGC) (FBI);] | (0GC) (FBI)I |
OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadlme 4/20 4pm
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Section and Unit Chiefs,

This is a draft letter from DOJ pushing the renewal of the Roving Wiretaps/Business Records/Lone Wolf Patriot Act
provisions. The hard deadline for FBI input into the letter is NLT Monday, April 20th. ’

Please disseminate this to all concerned attorneys. In order to allow me time to reconcile our inputs, please have any and
all responses to me by 0900 Monday.

Attorney _ ‘ . ‘ b6
National Security Law Policy and Training Unit : bTC
National Securitv Law Branch . :

This communication may contain attorney-client or attorney wo, ipfarmation. Do not disclose without
OGC approval. ?rgtﬁr&d K‘é{ gg’.{
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b6

From: (DO) (FBI) bicC
Sent: Thursday, Apr|| 16, 2009 4:34 PM
To: A lcTo) (eany| Lt ran ] co) reDy;
{CTD) (FBI)] kCID) (FBI); ONI, VALERIE E. (OGC)
_(FBI OGQ) (FBI): LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI); (0GC) (FBL; —1
: (OGC) (FBI);| (DO) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI)
Cc: 1(DO) (FBI);] | (DO) (FBI); BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI); POViLERs__ijA&M_I
(DO) (FBI); (OCA) (FET) ] 1(OCA) (FBI); (DO) (FBI);
(DO) (FBI); (DO)(FBI); | focay(FBI), | KOCA) (FBI)
Subject: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadlme 4/20 4pm
Importance: High
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

<< File: PA reauth letter MJW Draft April 16.doc >>

The attached letter / official communication is being routed by DOJ for official comment.
RE: This letter is a draft in response to a Senate Select Intelligence Committee Letter on March 31 re:
Reauthorization of FlSA Provisions

Please forward this draft on to all those you feel should have eyes on; however, please note the deadline
as DOJ has informed us it is "firm" and no extensions shall be granted.

b6
b7C

Thank you.
Please provide comments in a WORD DOCUMENT only.

with comments to:m OCA, withacc to

Please provide primary responses Y

_ |and

If you feel there is someone else who should see this and who has not been included, PLEASE forward it
to them and then let me know that I should add them on to the lists for future distribution.

Please indicate if your division is in favor or opposed to the letter, as well as the reasons for your
division's position.

If your division opposes the letter fully or in part, but believes that it can be remedied by changes in the
verbiage, please describe in detail what should be added, deleted, or changed, including
recommendations for substitute language sufficient to correct the objectionable section(s).

If you have additional comments which are not suitable for dissemination, please include them in the
body of your E-mail separate and apart from the attachment.

If your division is not taking a position and has no comments, please send an E-mail stating such.
DEADLINE:  Monday April 20, 4pm

As always, I appreciate your attention to this matter. Patriot Act-562

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00138



CLUI
FBI OCA

- UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

- UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-563

b6
b7cC
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED DATE: 07-13-2010
SPSRET HEFEIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED BY 6517% DMH/STP/EM 10-CW-00755
WHERE SHOWN OTHEEWIZE FEAZ0N: 1.4 (c,.d)
) ) : DECLASSIFY OM: 07-13-2035

e ___(0GC) (FBI)_

From: [ | (0GC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2009 10:18 AM : :
To: l(0Ge) (FBI)] locey e[|
[ koGce)(FBI) (
Subject: RE: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline
’ 4/20 4pm
Eb6
S T bicC
ORD 415-H

GreatlZl Thanks for the quick turn-around!

Attorney
National Security Law Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch

This communication may contain attorney-client or attorney work product information. Do not disclose without

OGC approval.

From: [ JoGo) (Feny :

Sent: I.MQ.D.d.ﬁLAQLLI.ZQ.ZQQS.lO:lS AM

To: (0G0) (FBD);| |cosoy ey, ooy FBY)

Subject: RE: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline 4/20 4pm bé

SECRET ' ' : b7C
~ RECORD 415-HQ | ‘ '

[ ]

Based on our research on Friday,| Please see below. b5
From: l koGe) (FBIY

Sent: j i 1:56 PM . .

To: | (cT) (B |(occ) (Fan)] |(oc) (FeY) b6
Cc: , J(OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) - bIC
Subject: 10B database--Roving Authority ’

S%T
41 5-HQ
|:I

[ Jand____Jsearched ACS (Case Identification Number 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO where reports of potential IOB matters

and OGC/NSLB's IOB decisions are located) and all of the IOB databases. Based upon their search, the following
information was found:

1. IPotentiaI JOB Matter 2005-160 | Patriot Act-‘564 bl
(§) : . : T b6

b7C

FBI-PREPROCESSED00140



SESRET : | | : m

b6
Y — I : b7C
Report of potential IOB, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 848;
[10B Opinion, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO serial 1068
(30
bl
b2
b7E
2 '.Emen.ﬁal_l.OB_Ma.tr.erl20084 178 | b1
I: :I Report of potential IOB, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 7089
IOB Opinion: no opinion by OGC/NSLB yet
(31 b1
" b2
b4
b7D
b7E
(811 Joverproduction in response to an NSL).
~ bl
§ b6
19) |
(5]
Please let me know if there is any other information that you need.
‘ _ : b6
From: 1 |(cTD) (FBI) : ‘ .
Sent: i ' 10:34 AM - be
To: [xﬂ@cq ee____ Joso) (reD) b7C
Subject: atabase
SBRRET | | '
CORD 415-HQ
Hello, ,
. bl
|: S:l | ) lsu ggested | contact you as | am working on a tasking due today to determine if there have been any |I0B
violations or| ases. These cases had roving wiretap authority and the Director's office wants to know if any IOB
violations have been associated with the cases in using it. The cases are: : b1
A ' b6
15 S b7C
ase is currently in but the authority was dsed when the case was in o
‘ b7E
. Patriot Act-565

Please let me know if you can help out with this, or provide the correct POC. The deadiine is 2pm today, was ask this’
2
SEDRET
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SPARET

morning for the info. Thank you in advance for you assistance.

[TOS A/TDY Front Office . ' b7C

‘ ﬁRNED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97; Foreign Counterintelligence Investiqations/
DECLASSIEY ON: 20340417 v
SECRET .

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Countérintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide-G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations

DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417

SEERET

DERIVED FROQM:G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterlntelligence Inve igati{

SI I/‘ Patriot Act-566
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ALL INFORMATION COMNTAINED
HEFEIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED
DETE 07-13-2010 BY o517% DMH/STP/EM 10-CV-00755

(OGC) (FBI)

From: | (OGC) (FBI) _
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2009 9:55 AM ; ig ‘
To: . J(0GC) (FBIY;| |(0GC) (FBI) bic
Cc: _ [ [(oGe) (FBI)
Subject: FW: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf, Deadline

’ 4/20 4pm ) i ’
Attachments: PA reauth vIetter MJW Draft April 16.doc
UNCLASSIFIED ) v e
NON-RECORD : : b?e

I:l 1 don't know if this was forwarded to you or not. There's a statement in this proposed letter dealing with I0OBs and the
use of roving authority. From the looks of the below email, it looks like Steve was referring us to you.

Do you have any insight to offer with regard to the 3rd full paragraph, page 2? The one containing the bracketed, bold-
~ face text? If you do, I'd like to get your inputs as soon as possible, as the deadline is today. | believe that Steve is
deferring to you regarding classification in this matter. Do you have anything to add or omit from the attached letter?

A

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) . b7C
Sent: Ilhuﬁd.aLAn.n‘.Llﬁ..Zﬂ.Qﬂ.ISSO PM
To: (0Ge) (Fa) lcocoren] koso) (k8D |
OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)]] OGC) (FBI); | (OGC) (FB)] |
t foae) (Fer) ‘
Subject: RE: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline 4/20 4pm
UNCLASSIFIED '
NON-RECORD
My comments are attached. See the 4th paragraph under Business Records. . b6

b7C

PA reauth letter
MJW Draft Apr...

| |- CD may want to look at this letter, particularly the third full paragraph under Roving Authority. | b5

- | think you asked|:| about the violations. - Can they search ACS under the 278 file for "roving"
to find that information?

Thanks.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief » . bé

NSLB - Polic% Litigation, Training and Oversight Patriot Act-567 b7c
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b6

b7¢C
THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

' b6
. b7C
.From: l I (0Gc) (FBI) : , '
Sent: rsday, April 16, 2 :15 PM
To: [ EOGC) (FBI); koce) (reny =81 |
0GC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGCY (FBIy;| JcoGe) (FBI) (0GC) (FBI);] |
_ |OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: . FW: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline 4/20 4pm

Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Section and Unit Chiefs,

- This is a draft letter from DOJ pushing the renewal of the Roving Wiretaps/Business Records/Lone Wolf Patriot Act
provisions. The hard deadline for FBI input into the letter is Nl__T Monday, April 20th.

Please disseminate this to all concerned attorneys. In order to allow me time to reconcile our inputs, please have ‘any and
all responses to me by 0900 Monday. : :

Attorney ' .
National Security Law Policy and Training Unit . .
National Security Law Branch : .b6C

. b7

This communication may contain attorney-client or attorney work product information. Do not disclose without
OGC approval. ' , ,

b6
b7¢C
From: | |(DO) (FBI) )
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 4:EA_EM_I
To: HQ-DIV05-CD-EXEC-STAFF; (CTD) (FBDYJ lcapy ¢ FBI);| |(CI' D) (FBI);
‘ [ kcTDy (FBD)] |(CID) (FBy;| KCID) (FBI); CAPRONI, VALERI
gFBI);| |§OGC) (FBI); LAMMERT, ELA'II\IE_I\I.(O_GCﬂ)j_I—kOGC) (FBI)
(OGC) (FBI); (DO) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI)
Cc: loo) (FBIY;] 1(DO) (FBI): BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI); PO‘?LE&LEIQ&ABD&__I
(DO) (FBI); OCA) (FBI);] (OCA) (FBI) (DO) (FBI);|
(DO) (FBI); DO)(FBI);| OCA) (FBI); |(OCA) (FBI)
Subject: DOJ Ltr on USA PATRIOT Act Reauth- Roving Wiretaps/Bus Recs/Lone Wolf; Deadline 4/20 4pm

Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

<< File: PA reauth letter MJW Draft April 16.doc >>

The attached letter / official communication is being routed by DOJ for official comment.
RE: This letter is a draft in response to a Senate Select Intelligence Committee Letter on March 31 re:

Reauthorization of FISA Provisions '
Patriot Act-568
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Please forward this draft on to all those you feel should have eyes on; however, please note the deadline
as DOJ has informed us it is "firm" and no extensions shall be granted

Thank you.

Please provide comments in a WORD DOCUMENT only. - bIc

Please provide primary responses with comments to|:| in OCA, with a cc to
|)and| |

If you feel there is someone else who should see this and who has not been included, PLEASE forward it
to them and then let me know that I should add them on to the lists for future distribution.

e Please indicate if your division is in favor or opposed to the letter as Well as the reasons for your
division's position. '

e Ifyour division opposes the letter fully or in part, but believes that it can be remedied by changes in the
verbiage, please describe in detail what should be added, deleted, or changed, including .
recommendations for substitute language sufficient to correct the objectionable section(s).

e If you have additional comments which are not suitable for dissemination, please 1nclude them in the
body of your E-mail separate and apart from the attachment.

e If your division is not taking a position and has no comments, please send an E-mail stating such.
DEADLINE: Monday April 20, 4pm

As always, I appreciate your attention to this matter.

CLUI . , be
FBI OCA - : : b7c

UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-569
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DECLASSIFIED EY 65179 DMH/STP /KN
O 08-19-2010 10-CW-00755

From: l |(0GC) (FBI) ° b6
Sent: Wednesday, August 26, 2009 4:04 PM :
To: . SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBIi—t bic
Cc: L wco (e 0GC)(FBI} foGc) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Director's Congressional Appearance 9/16/2009

UNCLASSIFIED '

NON-RECORD

b5
Steve,
;b 6

From: [ JoGe)(FBI) b7C
Sent: _ Mﬂﬂf 1:119PM

To: | (oGe) (FBD:| | [{elcla¥izon) :

Cc: [(0GC) (FBI)| [(0GC) (FBD){ foG0) (FBI);|:| (0GC)

(FBI) :

Subject: RE: Director's Congressional Appearance 9/16/2009

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Numbers are listed below, was waiting for review.

From: l | (0Ge) (FBI)

- Sent: I_‘u.uwusr_ﬁ_zmslnzss PM :

To: (OGC)(FBI) ] , e

Cc: I [(OGT) (Fan)] JoGe) (Fer) -
Subject: RE: Director's Congressional Appearance b7cC
UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Our deadline on this stuff is tomorrow. Have you been able to run those numbers yet?

From: [ |(oae)(Fe) bé

Sent: '_Mmdaumm_zmsi(u:w AM BIC

To: OGC) (FBI)

Cc: [ foGC) (FeI);| loGe) (FBI)

Subject: Please review, report will be turned in prior to close of business on Tuesday, to ensure meeting established deadlines
;sg&% Patriot Act-578

RECORD 319-HQ ' _

) .
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PATRIOT ACT SUNSET PROVISIONS
(215s/Roving Wiretaps/Lone Wolf)

Some provisions of the PATRIOT Act will expire this December. Two sections, Business Records access and
Roving Wiretaps, give the FBI some of its most powerful tools in investigating suspected terrorists operating in
the United States. How important are these tools in furthering the FBI’s mission in investigating terrorism
activity here in the United States?

Reporting period 01.01/2008 to 06/30/2009 the
The total number of Business Records via FISA is 10,

Below listed calculations were conducted in response the the question listed below.

Since the creation of the web-based NSL subsystem, how many NSL's have been issued and have there been any
dificiencies . What is the status of any further reviews.

<< OLE Object: Microsoft Excel Worksheet >>

DERIVED FROM: Multiple-Sources

DECLASSIFY-ON-20340824

SECRET" )

From: | _ koGe) (FBI) ’ ‘
Sent: Mon ust 24, 2009 4:25 PM )

To: [ Yoce)(rsr) b6
Cc: l I(OGC) (FBI) b7cC
Subject: FW: Director's Congressional Appearance 9/16/2009

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

[ ]

Do you have that number of 215s yet? And the number of NSLs issued thru the new Subsystem? (see below)

b6

: b7C
From: | (OGC) (FBI) L
Sent: Monday, August 24, 2009 4:21 PM
To: [ o) P JoGc) (rey locorsn] _ Joso)

(FBD) ‘ . .

Cc: [ J(0GC) (FBI) Patriot Act-579
Subject: RE: Director's Congressional Appearance 9/16/2009
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UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD ) : b5

We've reviewed the attached three papers. The first- FISA Accuracy-|

WRT the second paper- dealing with NSLs- we're awaiting numbers from the FISA unit on the following new question:

NATIONAL SECURITY LETTERS
(New question) Since the creation of the web-based NSL subsystem, how many NSLs have been issued and have there
been any deficiencies or errors detected with its use?

"WRT the third paper- 215s/Roving Wiretaps/Lone Wolf provisions- we're awaiting numbers from the FISA unit with regard to the ¢
number of 215s. ) : . bic

I:l is supposed to be obtaining the number of Roving Wiretéps for us at OI. Evidently, we don't track this info here at the
Bureau. ' ‘

| |1s that correct? - ' b5

<< File: OGC-FISA- Accuracy.doc >> << File: OGC-NSL Status Revised (VC).doc >> << File: OGC-Patriot Act
authorities sunset.doc >>

Response:

From: | |(OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, August 24, 2009 3:55 PM

To: | Joso ren oG (Fap)

Ce: l [(0GC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Director's Congressional Appearance 9/16/2009 : b6
Importance: High b7C

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

|:|I am leaving these in your capable hands to respond by the deadline.

Unit Chief, Policy and Training Unit

sl

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) . .

Sent: Wednesday, August 19, 2009 11 bé
To: — ) E— Y Loso) cren b7C
Subject: FW: Director's Congressional Appearance 9/16/2009 .

Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Patriot Act-580

See below for more papers that need to be updated. | confess that | don't know who the right people are for the first and
4 .
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last.

bo
FISA Accuracy bIC
NSLs )
Patriot Act provisions.
Steven N. Siegel
‘Section Chief
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel
From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2009 2:17 PM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Director's Congressional Appearance 9/ 16/2009
Importance: High
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Steve,
These are all NSLB's - sorry. Please provide draft by COB 8/26/09 - the final is due 8/28/09. Thanks.
Elaine N. Lammert
Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch o
Office of the General Counsel i?c
Room | T
From: l [DO) (FBI) b6
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2009 1:52 PM b7C
To: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI) .
Subject: FW: Director's Congressional Appearance 9/16/2009
Importance: High / .
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Elaine,

The Director will appear before the Senate Judiciary Committee on Intelligence on September 16, 2009, regarding FBI
oversight. The Office of Congressional Affairs (OCA), Special Projects Unit, is tasking out the Questions & Answers
(Q&As) that are needed to prepare him for his appearance. This will be an open hearing session and requires
unclassified responses to the Q&A.

The following paper(s) will need to be updated. (As with all briefing material prepared for the Director, please
have the paper approved at the AD or DAD level.)

<< File: OGC-FISA- Accuracy.doc >> << File: OGC-NSL Status Revised (VC) doc >> << File: OGC-Patriot Act
authorities sunset.doc >>

FYI - Attached below, for reference only, is the prior Patriot Act sunset provisions paper.

<< File: OGC-Patriot Act authorities sunset 2.doc >> Patriot Act-581
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e The Q&A response(s) should be short, bullet (talking) point responses, and be as concise as possible, but
provide the Director with the most current information.

(Note: The Director prefers a one page answer for these papers. However, depending on the issue and the number
of questions posed, OCA is sensitive to the fact that the paper may end up being longer.)

. Any statistics that are bemg updated for Fiscal Year 2009 should be the most recent available. Ensure you
cite the complete date (month, day and year). .

e Please ensure that it contains the appropriate portien markings.‘

A firm deadline of COB 8/28/2009 has been set for the return of these Q&A papers.

When responding to this email, it is requested that you "Reply to All" SPU employees:
and| |

Thank you in advance for your cooperation. ' b6

;pecial ;rOJGCtS Unit
Iﬂongressional Affairs

UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED Patriot Act-582
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED

l ) ) DATE 07-13-z2010 BY 51749 DI‘EI;"STP}’KH 10-C¥-00755
| l(0Ge) (FBY)

From: - | |(occ) (Fay

Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2009 10:11 AM
To: [ lOGC)(FBI) i

Ce: (0GC) (FBI) losoyFaiy[ ] ve

(OGC) (FBI) bic
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
Attachments: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd

OGC QFRS
100809.wpd (21 KB; .
b5

Can you prepare answers for the following 3 QFRs set forth in the attachment? Our responses are
due 10/5

[There is a doc from 2005 in the S folder under -
NSLPTU/Congressional. '

Steve thought that|:|may have worked on #15 before, but | am not sure whether he'll be back in
time to address this. '

~#15: Roving wiretap authority o be_

#16: Lone Wolf v
#34. Sunset provisions (repetitive of above + BR)

Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

b6
b7C

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN.N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: T r 29,2009 8:17 AM '

To: | i(OGC) (D] kogo (el losoy e, |

(OGC)(FBI)] (0GQ) (FBN] [(0GC) (FBI)

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);| J(0GC) (FBI).

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

My comments on who should answer are below.

, Patriot Act-589
Steven N. Siegel
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Deputy General Counsel
Nat_ional Security Law Branch ' b6

Iw,eneral Counsel . b7C

From: I |(OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 4-08 PM

To: [ lcoco) cean] | c0Go) raD)] locoyrsy,______ JoaGe)
(FBD);] | (0GC) (FBI)]| koGc) (Fery -

Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

Importance: High -

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Ladies and gentlemen:

Below are the QFRs, which were generated after the Director's testimony on September 16th. Per
Valerie, they are due to Elaine NLT Monday morning, October 5th. | am taking a best guess on who
owns these, but obviously defer to Steve and Rick for a more concise assignment.

Thanks.

Questions 15, 16, 32, 33, 34, and 39 pertains to NSLB: oo

# 15 deals with the renewal of the roving wiretap authority. NSLPTU, Ops Units? This is the
ascertainment question.. Did|:|start looking in to this?

# 16 deals with the Lone Wolf provision. NSLPTU, Ops Units? NSLPTU.

# 32 deals with the Detention Policy Task Force. :l but some of the parts of this question need
to be referred to others (DOJ?) :

#33 deals with HIG issues specifically on when High-Value detainees will be Mirandized.[________ |

but some or most of this question needs to be referred to DOJ and/or NSC.

#34 deals with with roving wiretap, Lone Wolf, and buness records. NSLPTU, Ops Units?
NSLPTU.

#39 deals with HIG again, same as #33. :I- but will need input from NSB.

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: 28, 2009 11:26 AM
To: (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
Importance: High
: . b6
UNCLASSIFIED _ ZbE/c
NON-RECORD ' '
Here it isIZl Thanks.
Elaine N. Lammert : Patriot ACt-590

Deputy General Counsel
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Investigative Law Branch . | bo6

~ Office of the General Counsel _ _b7c
Room '

I |

- From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 7:40 AM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (0GC) (FBI;[_________J0GC) (Fan);| |coGe) (Far)
Cc: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI) '
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
Importance: High
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

' Good morning,

OCA has advised that following the Director's 9/16/09 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC), they have
received numerous Questions for the Record (QFRs) for response. | have attached the QFRs assigned to OGC and |
have noted which branch is tasked to respond to a QFR. If classified responses are necessary, please provide paragraph
markings so OCA can segregate that content.

Please forward responses to me by COB Monday, October 5, so | can obtain Valerie's approval by OCA's deadline of
COB Thursday, 10/08/09. ’

Thank you.
<< File: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd >>
Elaine N. Lammert ' b6

Deputy General Counsel ’ : b7C
Investigative Law Branch

Office ?f Lh? General Counsel

UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED Patriot Act-591

i
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] | |(OGC) (FBI)

DECLASSIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/FHN 10-CY-00755
0N 07-13-2010

From: L loGe)FBI)
Sent: Thursday, October 01, 2009 12:55 PM e
To: I l(0GC) (FBI) o
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
Attachments: OGG-Patriot Act authorities sunset :l 26 Aug 09).doc; DOJ Letter Pat Act reaut-
approved.doc; QFR.wpd
SE FORN
RECORD gfr 3
b6
v b7C
From: l I(OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Ijm;ﬁmuu._z?w 11:21 AM°
To: 0GC) (FBI)
ce: | foco) re1;[ 0G0 (FBD)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
SEC ORN | ‘
CORD dfr
b6
b7¢C

L]

The last file attached is a rough draft of proposed responses to the 3 QFRs you asked me to start on. | cut and pasted the

questions from the incoming document and then added responses for ea

ch. The responses came from two fairlv recent

and (2) MJW

documents, both of which are also attached: (1) 26 Aug 09 info paper b

4/16/09 draft response to Senators Feinstein and Bond.

Hope this helps some.

OGC-Patriot Act DOJ Letter Pat Act QFR.wpd (
authorities su... reaut- appr...

b6
- bicC

| CEoYG:)))

_ From: 1 |(0GC) (FBI)
Sent: Ilmmmgg[{w, 2009 1:27 PM
To: OGC) (FBI)
Cc: 0GC) (FBI);| [oGc) (FBI);I
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-603
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NON-RECORD . be
b7C

~ Sorry if | wasn't clear in my email, | was really just looking for you to spearhead getting the "experts"
to weigh in and prepare a response.
Steve has assigned our unit to handle these 3 issues.’
Let me know if you don't think you can do that and I'll assign it to someone else, although | am afraid »5
no one in our unit would be the expert on these, although #34| |
Thanks.

Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch

' PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL bo6

b7C
From: | [(0GC) (FBI)
Sent: ._nmdwemmmzs_kzoog 10:35 AM
To: 0GC) (FBI)
cc: [(OGC) (FaD);| |(0Ge) (FeD)] |oGe) (Fa1)
Subject: RE: Director’s 9/16/09 SJC QFRs o

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

[ <
I'm afraid | am not much help on these questions. None of this has anything to do with my portfolio the last 4 years and |

have no experience (policy or operational) on these issues. These are just not issues that | have been involved with or
kept up with. Sorry.

[ ]

From: | koGc) (FBI)

Sent: 29, 2009 10:11 AM

To: (OGC) (FBI b6
ce: 0GC) (FBI); foco) (reny; | | coGe) (FeYy b7C
Subject FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs |

<< Flle OGC QFRS 100809. wpd >>

~
‘b5

~ Can you Trgparg answers for the following 3 QFRs set forth in the attachment? Our responses are
| due 10/5

| There is a doc from 2005 in the S folder under

NSLPTU/Congress:onal

b6
Steve thought that|:|may have worked on #15 before, but | am not sure whether he'll be back in b7C
time to address this. :

Patriot Act-604
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#15: Roving wiretap authority

#16: Lone Wolf _
#34: Sunset provisions (repetitive of above + BR)

[ | . ; : b6
Assistant General Counsel : " b7C
Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) "

Sent: Ilugmjgmmmtr 29, 2009 8:17 AM .

To: 0GQ) (kB[ lcoGo) (eany| J(oGe) (FBIY; |
ocorenl________ ](0GC) (eI J(OGC) (FBI) ‘

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs

- UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

b6
b7cC

My comments on who should answer are below.

Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel”
National Security Law Branch

IJltﬂmLLhﬁ.elneral Counsel

Froﬁ: I kOGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 4,08 PM ]

To: | lioG) (eary loco @[ Josoren] w60
: G| [toG0) (Fen ooy D

cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N, (OGC) (FBT); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)

Subject:  FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

Importance: .High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

b6
b7C

Ladies and gentlemen:

Below are the QFRs, which were generated after the Director's testimony on September 16th. Per
Valerie, they are due to Elaine NLT Monday morning, October 5th. | am taking a best guess on who
~ owns these, but obviously defer to Steve and Rick for a more concise assignment.

Thanks.
Questions 15, 16, 32, 33, 34, and 39 pertains to NSLB: Patriot Act-605 : ' .

3
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# 15 deals with the renewal of the roving wiretap authority. NSLPTU Ops Units? This is the
ascertainment question. D|d|:|start looking in to this?
b6

# 16 deals with the Lone Wolf provision. NSLPTU, Ops Units? NSLPTU. : b7cC

“# 32 deals with the Detention Policy Task Force. :l- but some of the parts of this question need
to be referred to others (DOJ?) o

#33 deals with HIG issues specmcally on when ngh -Value detainees will be Mirandized. |:|
but some or most of this question needs to be referred to DOJ and/or NSC.

#34 deals with with roving wiretap, Lone Wolf, and buness records. NSLPTU Ops Units?
NSLPTU.

#39 deals with HIG again, same as #33. - but will need input from NSB,
From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: 28,2009 11:26 AM -
To: (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: |rectors /09 SIC QFRs
Importance: ngh ’
UNCLASSIFIED oo
NON-RECORD
Here it is:, Thanks.
Elaine N. Lammert
Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel
Room
| -
From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI) b6
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 7:4 i b7C
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); | coce) (rany;| loGe) (FBI)
Ce: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI) ‘
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs } v
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Good morning,

OCA has advised that following the Director's 9/16/09 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC), they have
received numerous Questions for the Record (QFRs) for response. | have attached the QFRs assigned to OGC and |
have noted which branch is tasked to respond to a QFR. If classified responses are necessary, please provide paragraph
markings so OCA can segregate that content.

Please forward responses to me by COB Monday, October 5, so | can obtain Valerie's approval by OCA's deadline of
coB Thursday, 10/08/09. .

Thank you.

- ' Patriot Act-606
<< File: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd >> -
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Elaine N. Lammert : b6
Deputy General Counsel b7C
Investigative Law Branch :

Office of the General Counse!

Room |

UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

DERIVED FROM: MultlpJe/Sources

DERIVED FROM: Multiple Sources
DECLASSIFY ON: 20341001

SECRET//NOFORN

Patriot Act-607
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DECLASBIFIED EY £5179 DMH/2TF /KM
0N 08-19-2010 10-C¥-00755

oo

Responses of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
Based Upon Questions Posed by Senators Specter and Grassley

15.. On October 11, 2001, I was one of seven Senators to vote “no” on a motion to table an
amendment introduced by Senator Feingold to limit the roving wiretap authority under
FISA. The amendment would limit surveillance to those instances “...when the target’s
presence at the place where, or use of the facility at which, the electronic surveillance is to-
be directed has been ascertained....” Why should we not tie the availability of roving
wiretaps to the standard established in the Feingold amendment?

16. The Lone Wolf amendment to FISA was enacted to “fix” an alleged “problem” with
FISA. Shortly after September 11, 2001, the FBI believed that FISA did not allow the FBI
to gain access to a laptop computer used by Zacharias Moussaoui. It turns out that the FBI
personnel were misinterpreting the FISA statute — the statute did not preclude such a
search. However, the Lone Wolf provision was enacted to “fix” this problem anyway.

The Lone Wolf exception undermines the policy and constitutional justifications for
FISA. When Congress enacted FISA, it carefully limited its application in order to ensure
that the procedures established in FISA are reasonable in relation to legitimate foreign |
counterintelligence requirements and the protected rights of individuals. Their
reasonableness depends, in part, upon an assessment of the difficulties of investigating
activities planned, directed, and supported from abroad by foreign intelligence services and
foreign-based terrorist groups.

Further, the Lone Wolf provision is unnecessary and, according to the Assistant
Attorney General for the National Security Division, David Kris, has never béen used. The
current version of the PATRIOT Act would allow the government to seek a criminal
warrant without concern of precluding future use of FISA. In virtually every case in which
you could meet the probable cause standard for obtaining a FISA warrant for a lone wolf,
you could meet the probable cause standard for a criminal warrant.

Given the minimal value of the Lone Wolf provision, and given its erosive effects on
the justification for FISA, what is your best argument in favor of its reauthorization?

5
(]

riot Act-608
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SECRE ORN

b5

34. As you are aware, three provisions of the USA PATRIOT Act are set to expire at the
end of this year. Without action, law enforcement would not be able to use these three
important tools after December 31, 2009: section 206 of the USA PATRIOT Act, which
governs “roving” wiretaps; section 215 of the USA PATRIOT Act, which allows federal
agents to ask a court for an order to obtain business records in national security terrorism
cases; and section 6001 of the Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention Act
(“IRTPA”), which allows intelligence investigations of lone terrorists not connected to a
foreign nation or organization (also known as the “lone wolf’ provision).

a. Last week, Assistant Attorney General Ronald Weich sent a views letter to
Chairman Leahy recommending renewal of all three of these tools. The letter noted that
the Office of the Director of National Intelligence concurred with the recommendations for
renewal. In that letter, the Department of Justice specifically stated that the roving
wiretaps provision “has functioned as intended and has addressed an investigative
requirement that will continue to be critical to national security operations.” Do you
agree?

b5

SEMRN
triot Act-609
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SECRET#NOEQRN

b. In that same letter, the Department of Justice also recommended the renewal of
section 215, the business records provision. It stated, “the availability of a generic, court-
supervised FISA business records authority is the best option for advancing national
security investigations in a manner consistent with civil liberties. The absence of such an
~authority could force the FBI to sacrifice key intelligence opportunities.” Do you agree?

b5

c. The Department’s views letter also recommended the renewal of the lone wolf
provision, stating, “We believe that it is essential to have the tool available for the rare
situation in which it is necessary rather than to delay surveillance of a terrorist in the hopes
that the necessary links are established.” Do you agree?

SEMRN
atriot Act-610
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DECLASSIFIED BY £E179 DMH/STP/EM 10-CV-00755
0N 07-13-2010 '

| | (0Gce) (FBI)

From: | |(OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Thur 1, 2009 1:15 PM
To: (OGC)FBI)

_ Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs

SEQMFORN
RECORD gfr

Thanks|:| |
[ ]

This may be a privileged attornéy—c/ient/éttorney work product communication.

From: | OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Thursday, OCtober 01, 2009 12:55 PM b6
To: [ ~10GC) (FBI) b7C

Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

SEC FORN

RECORD dfr

From: l JcoGo) (FaI) be

Sent: I_Thugjy&ﬁgm._%ow 11:21 AM ] . i b7cC
To: (OGC) (FBI) '
Ca: . 1 | (0GC) (FB); |:|(oco (FBI)

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs

SECRETH#NOFORN
RECORD gfr

’ : : bé

The last file attached is a rough draft of proposed responses to the 3 QFRs you asked me to start on. | cut and pasted the
questions from the incoming document and then added responses for eag onses came fram twa fairlv recent
documents, both of which are also attached: (1) 26 Aug 09 info paper b iand (2) MUW|

4/16/09 draft response to Senators Feinstein and Bond.

b5

Hope this helps some.
. ’ b6 -
Patriot Act-614 b7C
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b6
b7C

<< File: OGC-Patriot Act authorities sunset D 26 Aug 09).doc >> << File: DOJ Letter Pat Act reaut- approved.doc >>
<< File: QFR.wpd >>

From: | |coGe) (FeI) . , ,
Sent: Mmmhef 29, 2009 1:27 PM ' b6
To: (OGC) (FBI) b7C
Cc Joco) (Fany; ] Jcoce) (Fe)] |oGe) (rer)

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Sorry if | wasn't clear in my email, | was really just looking for you to spearhead getting. the "experts"
to weigh in and prepare a response.

Steve has assigned our unit to handle these 3 issues. ' b5
Let me know if you don't think you can do that and I'll assign it to someone else, although | am afraid

no one in our unit would be the expert on these, although #34| |
Thanks. ' ' .

Assistant General Counsel _ -
Palicy and Training Unit ' b6
National Security Law Branch . a b7cC

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: | |(OGC) (FBI)

Sent: 2009 10:35 AM

To: (OGC) (FBI) :

cc: [ Tocc) (raD)] ]<oGe) (Fen)f JoGe) (Fa1)

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED :b6
NON-RECORD : . b7C

L1

I'm afraid | am not much help on these questions. None of this has anything to do with my portfolio the last 4 years and |
have no experience (policy or operational) on these issues. These are jUSt not issues that | have been involved with or
kept up with. Sorry

From: l fcoce) (FeN)

Sent: r 29, 2009 10:11 AM . )

To: (OGC) (FBI) b6
Cc: [ 1occ) ()| JcoGo) (Fe);| koo (a1 C bic
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

<< File: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd >> Patriot Act-615
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b6
b7C
Can you prepare answers for the following 3 QFRs set forth in the attachment? Our responses are
due 10/5] | vs
[There is a doc from 2005 in the S folder under

NSLPTU/Congressional.
Steve thought that|:|may have worked on #15 before, but | am not sure whether he'll be back in
time to address this. _ ' ’ }ig

_ b7C

#15. Roving wiretap authority

#16: Lone Wolf :
#34: Sunset provisions (repetitive of above + BR)

Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit : b6
National Securitv | aw Branch ) : . b7C

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: . SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2009 8:17 AM :

To: |_z_p_|(OGC) e 1c0co e Josyrers 1]
(OGO)(FeN)] (0GQ) (FBIY] J(OGC) (FBI)

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI) J(OGC) (FBI) )

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs : b6

b7C

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

My comments on who should answer are below.

Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch

—

From: (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: r 28, 2009 4.08 PM

To: : iI{OGC) (FBD)] logo) ey |coGe)ran)] JoGe)
(FBI)] J(oGe) (B KOGC) (FBI) _

Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: © FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs b6
Importance: High b7C

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Patriot Act-616
Ladies and gentlemen: '
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Below are the QFRs, which were generated after the Director's testimony on September 16th. Per
Valerie, they are due to Elaine NLT Monday morning, October 5th. | am taking a best guess on who
owns these, but obviously defer to Steve and Rick for a more concise assignment.

. b6
Thanks. _ e

Questions 15, 16, 32, 33, 34, and 39 pertains to NSLB:

# 15 deals with the renew the roving wiretap authority. NSLPTU, Ops Units? This is the
ascertainment question. Did tart looking in to this?

# 16 deals with the Lone Wolf provision. NSLPTU, Ops Units? NSLPTU.

# 32 deals with the Detention Policy Task Force. L but some of the parts of this question need
to be referred to others (DOJ?)

#33 deals with HIG issues specifically on when High-Value detainees will be Mirandized.
but some or most of this question needs to be referred to DOJ and/or NSC.

#34 deals with with roving wiretap, Lone Wolf, and buness records. NSLPTU, Ops Units?
NSLPTU. : , ’ v | ‘

#39 deals with HIG again, same as #33.:'- but will need input from NSB.

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 11:26 AM
To: — 1R
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Hereitis[____ | Thanks.

Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

-1 O

@]

Room |

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 7:40 AM bé
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)] koac) (rary;] JcoGe) (raY) B7C

© Cc: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
'NON-RECORD

Good morning, Patriot Act-617
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OCA has advised that following the Director's 9/16/09 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC), they have
received numerous Questions for the Record (QFRs) for response. | have attached the QFRs assigned to OGC and |
have noted which branch is tasked to respond to a QFR. If classified responses are necessary, please provide paragraph

markings so OCA can segregate that content.

Please forward responses to me by COB Monday, October 5, so | can obtain Valerie's approval by OCA's deadline of

COB Thursday, 10/08/09.

Thank you.
- << File: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd >>

Elaine N. Lammert
Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch

Office of the General Counsel
Raoom

UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIEb
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

DERIVED FROM: Multiple Sources”
DECDASSIFY ON: 20341001
SECRER/NOFORN

DERIVED FRO tiple Sources

DERI)IAOM: Multiple Sources

Patriot Act-618

b6
b7cC
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LDECLASSIFIED BY &517% DMH/STP/EM
O 08-19-2010 10-CW-00755

(OGC) (FBI) b6
. b7C
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: 45 PM
To: (OGC) (FBI)] koo (kBN ]
| [ (OGC) (FBN] [(QGC) (FBI] I
(OGCXFBI)] l(oGC) (FBI)| [(OGC) (FBI);
_ | (OGC) (EBI) '
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)] [(0GC) (FBI)] |
R C_loacc)FBly O
Subject: RE: Director's'9/16/09 SJC QFRs -
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5
Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel )
National Security Law Branch
Office of the Qgiweral Counsel
' b6
b7C
From: I | (0GC) (FBI)
Sent: 5, 2009 10:49 AM
To: [ I(OGC) (FBID)] L (0GC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI 0GC)
. (D] koacyren] koGc) (Far);] ioeq (FBI);
(OGC) (FBI) :
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);| fosoy ke (oG (ran)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs :
UNCLASSIFIED b5
NON-RECORD
1 e
b7C

I); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBD); 0GC) (FBI);
(OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI);

From: 0GC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 10:26 AM
To: 1(QGQO) (F
(OGCYFBIM
ITOGC) (FBL)
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);|
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED .
NON-RECORD

loco renf_____ |oGo) (Fey)

Patriot A.ct-619v
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b5

Have wel b Is thatl |
[? How| [P Do we really want to say| I
| 17| ] Wili this cuase concern?| | .

<< File: QFR (2).wpd >>

I
OGC/NSLB . »
Unit Chief A b6
Policy & Training Unit ;

From: | loGe) (Far)

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 9:42
To: OGC) (FBI); i Loy fFRT) (0GC) (FBI);|:|(OGC)(FBI);
(OGC) (FBI) koGC) (FBD
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (F8I);| [(0GC) (FBI)| |(oGe) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b6

. b7C
<< File: QFR (2).wpd >>
Steve here is a draft of the QFRs assigned to NSLPTU.
They need to be reviewed bDand the ops attys who may have further insight.
I'll be back around noon to finish. '
Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit

i i ch
PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL
Fromi . SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
~ Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:46 AM
To: [ 1 (0Ge) (Faiy;| foso) ceen: | |(0GC) (FBI),I |
(OGC)(FBD)] 0GC) (FBD); OGC) (FBI

Ce: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs bé
UNCLASSIFIED b7C
NON-RECORD

Elaine sent something out changing the deadline to 9'am. We should do our best to get it to her as soon as possible.
What is the ETA on close to final?

Steven N. Siegel ; ~
Deputy General Counsel Patriot Act ,620

National Security Law Branch

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00168



b6

IﬁﬁLﬂh&G&rera| Counsel : b7cC

From: | KOGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:39 AM

To: 0GC) (FBI);| l(oco) (eany; oce) G2 I (oG
m (0GC) (FBD)] (OGC) (FBL

cc: (0GC) (FeIy;| o) (FBI),I_:|(OGC) (FBI) -

Subject: . RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs :

UNCLASSIFIED : b6

NON-RECORD - _ bic

Steve, we have a draft response but | had the deadline from Elaine as COB today and the hard deadline for Valerie as
COB 10/8. Ifthe 9 amiis your internal deadline, we'll need a little'more time this morning.

Just let me know.

Thanks.

— I
Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit

National Security Law Branch

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) _ :
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:02|AM—I
To: [ L oGC) (FBD); (06¢) (FBI;| losoy ey ]

‘ (OGC)(FB)]] (OGC) (FBIY] oGO (FeD
cc MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); [(oGe) (FBD) } _
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09.SJC QFRs ;Egc
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Reminder that responses are due by 0900 today. Where are we with these?
Thanks.

Steve

Steven. N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel

National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) Patriot Act-621

Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2009 8:17 AM

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00169



To: | loco) eand loco Fand koo e ]

(OGC)(FBD)] [GloxGEMm | JcoGe) (FBI)
cc: . MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); | J(0GC) (Fan) . ' b6
Su_bject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs biC
UNCLASSIFIED '
NON-RECORD

My comments on who should answer are below.

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch

I

b6
. . b7C
From: I |(OGC) (FBI) : )
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 4:08 PM
To: | koce) (ran;| 1(0GQ) ( FBI);l |(OGC)(FBI)] |(0GC)
(FBI) (OGC) (FBI);| [OGC) (FBI)
Cc: SIEGEL, . ; MCNALLY, -RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
Importance: High
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

‘Ladies and gentlemen:

‘Below are the QFRs, which were generated after the Director's testimony on September 16th. Per
Valerie, they are due to Elaine NLT Monday morning, October 5th. | am taking a best guess on who
owns these, but obviously defer to Steve and Rick for a more concise assignment.

_ b6
Thanks. b7e

Questions 15, 16, 32, 33, 34, and 39 pertains to NSLB:

# 15 deals with the renewal of the roving wiretap authority. NSLPTU, Ops Units? This is the
ascertainment question. Did|:|start looking in to this? '

# 16 deals w»ith the Lone Wolf provision. NSLPTU, Ops Units? NSLPTU.

# 32 deals with the Detention Policy Task Force. I:l but some of the parts of this question need
to be referred to others (DOJ?)

#33 deals with HIG issues specifically on when High-Value detainees will be Mirandized. |:|
but some or most of this question needs to be referred to DOJ and/or NSC.

#34 deals with with roving wiretap, Lone Wolf, and buness records. NSLPTU, Ops Units?
NSLPTU. )

‘#39 deals with HIG again, same as #33. I:l but will need. input from NSB. |

"From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI) Patriot Act-622
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 11:26 AM ' '

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00170



To: L Jwsoesy
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
Importance: High .

i b6
UNCLASSIFIED ’ b7C
NON-RECORD :

Here it isIZl Thanks.

Elaine N. Lammert
‘Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch

Office of the General Counsel
Roo

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 7:40 AM .
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI),|:| (0GO) (FBI);| | (0Go) (FBI)
Cc: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI) ’
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs b6
Importance: High b7C

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Good morning,

OCA has advised that following the Director's 9/16/09 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC), they have
received numerous Questions for the Record (QFRs) for response. | have attached the QFRs assigned to OGC and |
have noted which branch is tasked to respond to a QFR. If classified responses are necessary, please provide paragraph
markings so OCA can segregate that content. '

Please forward responses to me by COB Monday, October 5, so | can obtain Valerie's approval by OCA's deadline of
COB Thursday, 10/08/09.

Thank you.
<< File: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd >>

Elaine N. Lammert : . b6
Deputy General Counsel . b7C
Investigative Law Branch

Office of the General Counsel
Room

Patriot Act-623.
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DECLASSIFIED EY 85179 DMH/STP/FM 10-CV-00755
O 07-13-2010

| !(OGC) (FBI)

From: ) l(oac) (Fai)

Sent: I_Mgndammm&i.zm 911:59 AM

To: (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs e
b7cC

S%ET
ECORD xxxx

Thanklel v 4 _ .

Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: | 1(0GC) (FBI)

Sent: 5, 2009 11:16 AM :
To: | i ran) | (0Ge) (FBI); SIEGEL EBI); 0GC)
(FBD] |(oGC)(FBD] | (0Ge) (FBI);i |©0GC) (FeD);

| !(OGC) (FBI) ' -
Cc: WMCNALLY, pco) (FBN_____](0GC) (FBD) : b6

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs bIC
SE%T
RECORD xxxx

I've added some info toI:|draft regarding roving wiretap authority for your review.

[ ]

<< File: QFR (October 2009).wpd >>

i

This rhay be a privileged attorney-client/attorney work product communication.
)

)

From: | J(oGc) (Fen)

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 10:10 AM ‘
To: [ lcoGo) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI);l |(OGC) (FBI);I |

(OGC)(FBI)] ] (0GC) (FBIY;| KOGC) (FBI)] JOGC) (FBI)
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);] koGC) (FBI);]| J(0GC) (FBI) '
Subject: - RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs ’
UNCLASSIFIED be
NON-RECORD fb7c

Patriot Act-624

I:Ican work on this ir'lzlabsence so please advise him of any necessary problems.

1
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b6

| | ‘ ' b7C
OGC/NSLB :
Unit Chief
Policy & Training Unit
From: l [(0GC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 9:42 AM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)] logo) (rary; [ |06 (FBI);I:[OGC)(FBI);
(0GC) (FBI)] I (0GC) (FBD) ‘
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBL);| [(0GC) (reD) J(oG0) (FBI)
Subject: - RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED _ _ , bE
NON-RECORD , " pT7C
<< File: QFR (2).wpd >> .
Steve[ | here is a draft of the QFRs assigned to NSLPTU.
They need to be reviewed by[ ____|and the ops attys who may have further insight.
I'll be back around noon to finish. : :
Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch
/
PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:46 AM
To: 0GC) (FB);| 1c0Go) (ean] losoyeey 1]
(OGC)(FBD)] 0GC) (FBD)] I(0GO) (FBD
Cc: MCNALLY, RTCHARD (0GC) (FBIT J(oGc) (Fe1) ] (0GC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs . .
UNCLASSIFIED . b6
NON-RECORD . , b7C

Elaine sent something out changing the deadline to 9 am. We should do our best to get it to her as soon as possible.
What is the ETA on close to final?

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

From: | [ (0Ge) (FBI) .
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:39 P3 =
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N, (OGC) (FBI); (0GC) (FBI); 0GC) (FBI);I:' (OGC)(FBI);
2 b6
b7C

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00173



| [ (0GC) (FBD); |c060) (< |
cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (0GC) (FBI); €9 (FBI);Iw:l(OGC) (FB1)

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED b7C
NON-RECORD

Steve, we have a draft response but | had the deadline from Elaine as COB today and the hard deadline for Valerie as
COB 10/8. If the 9 am is your internal deadline, we'll need a little more time this morning.

Just let me know. :

Thanks.

Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
Nati S X :

) _ bo
PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL b7C

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) : :

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:02 AM

To: I foco ceen | (ean Josoy ey [ ]
(OGc_xFBI);I—mmm_l_l(oeo (FBI)

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI) _

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Reminder that resp.onses are due by 0900 today. Where are we with these? - |
Thanks.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch

f%fﬂce of the ﬁeneral Counsel bé
. ’ ’ b7cC

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2009 8:
To: | lcoco) (ean koso) ean] |coco) (Fan) |
(OGC)(FBI);1 (0GC) (FBI):| JOGC) (FBI)
cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); [(0GC) (FB)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED . .
NON-RECORD ‘ Patriot Act-626
3
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My comments on who should answer are below.

. Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

b6
_ b7cC
From: l |(OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 4:08 PM
To: [ l(oG0) (Fe1)] Loso) ke losc)ren] |(oGe)
(FBD) ] J(6GC) (FeD);] loGC) (FBI) ,
Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI) ’
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
Importance: High
~ UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Ladies and gentlemen:

Below are the QFRs, which were generated after the Director's testimony on September 16th. Per
Valerie, they are due to Elaine NLT Monday morning, October Sth. | am taking a best guess on who
owns these, but obviously defer to Steve and Rick for a more concise assignment.

Thanks.
. b6
Questions 15, 16, 32, 33, 34, and 39 pertains to NSLB: bic

# 15 deals with the renewal of the roving wiretap authority. NSLPTU, Ops Units? This is the
ascertainment question. Did_ |start looking in to this?

# 16 deals with the Lone Wolf provision. NSLPTU, Ops Units? NSLPTU.

# 32 deals with the Detentlon Pollcy Task Force. I:I- but some of the parts of this question need .
to be referred to others (DOJ?) )

#33 deals with HIG issues specifically on when High-Value detainees will be Mirandized. [ ]

but some or most of this question needs to be referred to DOJ and/or NSC.

#34 deals with with roving wiretap, Lone Wolf, and buness records. NSLPTU, Ops Units?
NSLPTU.

#39 deals with HIG again, same as #33. I:l- but will need input from NSB.

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: r 28, 2009 11:26 AM

To: (OGC) (FBI) b6
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs b7c
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Patriot Act-627
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Here it is|:| Thanks.
Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch

Office_of the General Counsel .
Roo b6
I ’ ) b7C
From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 7:40 AM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) l(oGe) (reD)] koGc) (Fa1)
Cc: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Good morning,

OCA has advised that following the Director's 9/16/09 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC), they have
received numerous Questions for the Record (QFRs) for response. | have attached the QFRs assigned to OGC and |
have noted which branch is tasked to respond to a QFR. [f classified responses are necessary, please provide paragraph
markings so OCA can segregate that content.

Please forward responses to me by COB Monday, October 5, so | can obtain Valene s approval by OCA's deadline of
COB Thursday, 10/08/09.

Thank you. -
<< File: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd >>

Elaine N. Lammert . ' JbiC
Deputy General Counsel

Investigative Law Branch

Office of the General Counsel

Roo |

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

: Patriot Act-628
UNCLASSIFIED

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00176



UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

~ UNCLASSIFIED

DERIVED.EROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ONT20491005 :

SECRET _ .

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign-Counterintelligence Investigations

DECLASSIFY ON+-20791005

Patriot Act-629
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEFEIN I3 UHCLASSIFIED
DATE 07-13-2010 BY &5179 DMH/STER/EM 10-CVW-00755

(OGC) (FBI)
From: I (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 10:07 AM
To: L (OGC) (FBI) b6
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs bIC
Importance: High
Attachments: QFR (2).wpd

UNCLASSIFIED
- NON-RECORD

|:|did you work on this response?

~15. On October 11, 2001, I was one of seven Senators to vote “no” on a motion to table an amendment
introduced by Senator Feingold to limit the roving wiretap authority under FISA. The amendment
would limit surveillance to those instances “...when the target’s presence at the place where, or use of the
facility at which, the electronic surveillance is to be directed has been ascertained....” Why should we not
tie the availability of roving wiretaps to the standard established in the Feingold amendment?

b5
|
OGC/NSLB
Unit Chief
Polici & Trainini Unit
b6
b7cC
From: 1 JcoGe) (FaI) ’ :
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 9:42 AM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI);] JcoGe) (FBI); 0GC) (FBI)] JoGe)(FaI);
, (OGC) (FBI) koGT) (FBL
Cc: ; (OGC) (FBI); J(0GC) (FBI);| |(0GC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs ) i

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Patriot Act-644
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QFR (2).wpd (15
KB)

Stevelzl here is a draft of the QFRs assigned to NSLPTU.
They need to be reviewed by| |]and the ops attys who may have further insight.
I'll be back around noon to finish.

. . ‘ b6
I I | , b7C
Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch
PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:46 AM
To: 0GC) (FBD)] losc) (Feny ] |(OGC) G| |
_ ITZ%TR_TIFBI ; J0GO) (FeD] IE ) ( )
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI) (OGC) (FBI) OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs be
UNCLASSIFIED ‘ . _ . b7C
NON-RECORD.

Elaine sent something out changing the deadline to 9 am. We should do our best to get it to her as soon as possible.
What is the ETA on close to final?

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

From: l (OGC) (FBI) .
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:39 AM -
To: SIEGEL,_STEVEN N. (0GC) (FBD_____________ KOGC) (FBI)F(OGC) (FBI); |:|(0GC)(FBI);

(OGC) (FBI) FBI _
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); [TOGC) (FBD)] JoGo) (Fen) ,
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs _ -ﬁ g

A b7C

UNCLASSIFIED -

NON-RECORD

Steve, we have a draft response but | had the deadline from Elaine as COB today and the hard deadline for Valerie as
COB 10/8. If the 9 am is your internal deadline, we'll need a little more tlme this morning.

Just let me know.

Thanks.

Patriot Act-645

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00179



. b6
Assistant General Counsel . b7C
Policy and Training Unit '
National Security Law Branch

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: _ SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: . Monday, October 05, 2009 8:OZI.AM—| .
To:  — (e ¥(3:)) (0G0) (FBD)] losey ey ]
’ ) (OGC)(FBD){ 0GC) (FBD); OGC) (FBI)
Cc . MCNALLY, RT B (OGC) (FBI). '
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs 2
b5
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Reminder that responses are dué by 0900 today. Where are we with these?
Thanks.
Steve
Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel
‘ b6
) ‘ ' b7cC
From: < SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) ‘ , . :
Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2009 8;
To: [ oGO Fend lco) (ke koo (reny;|
(OGC)(FBI) (QGQ) (FBD (OGC) (FBI)
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); J(OGC) (FBI) {
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs )
" UNCLASSIFIED \
NON-RECORD
My comments on who should answer are below.
Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Iﬁ.ﬁine_o.f_th.e_ﬁanrral Counsel
b6
b7C

From: L loco)(rBD) :

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 4.08 PM : .
To: 0GC) (FEI oGe m;m@o«xmml:koec)
(OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI .
3 ’ '

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00180



Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBY)
Subject: : FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
Importance: High - :

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Ladies and gentlemen:

- Below are the QFRs, which were generated after the Director's testimony on September 16th. Per
Valerie, they are due to Elaine NLT Monday morning, October 5th. | am taking a best guess on who
owns these, but obviously defer to Steve and Rick for a more concise assignment.

Thanks.

Questions 15, 16, 32, 33, 34, and 39 pertains to NSLB: b

# 15 deals with the renewal of the roving wiretap authority.' NSLPTU, Ops Units? This is the
ascertainment question. 'Did|:|start looking in to this?

# 16 deals with the Lone Wolf provision. NSLPTU, Ops Units? NSLPTU.

# 32 deals with the Detention Policy Task Force. I:I- but some of the parts of this question need
to be referred to others (DOJ’?) '

#33 deals with HIG issues specifically on when ngh -Value detainees will be Mirandized. :l

but some or most of this questron needs to be referred to DOJ and/or NSC.

#34 deals with with roving wiretap, Lone Wolf, and buness records NSLPTU, Ops Umts’?
NSLPTU. ( .

#39 deals with HIG again, same as #33: : but will need input from NSB.

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: I_Mgmmlm, 2009 11:26 AM

To: OGC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs b6
Importance: High ’ ) , b7C
UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Hereitis]____ | Thanks.

Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

Room |

_ b6
From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI) e
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 7:40 AM :
To SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (0GC) (F8l;[_________ J(oGc) (Pattiot Act- 647 |(oce) (FBY)
cc: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI)

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00181



Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Good morning,

OCA has advised that following the Director's 9/16/09 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC), they have
received numerous Questions for the Record (QFRs) for response. | have attached the QFRs assigned to OGC and |
have noted which branch is tasked to respond to a QFR. If classified responses are necessary, please provide paragraph
markings so OCA can segregate that content. -

Please forward rebsponses to me by COB Monday, October 5, so | can obtain Valerie's approval by OCA's deadline of
COB Thursday, 10/08/09. '

Thank you.
<< File: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd >>

b6
Elaine N. Lammert : o : ' . bi7C
Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch

Officelg_f_m_e_?eneral Counsel
Room

UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED_
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED ‘
Patriot Act-648
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DECL&SSIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/EH
ON 06-19-2010 10-CW-00755°

SECREFANOFORN

Responses of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
. Based Upon Questions Posed by Senators Specter and Grassley

15. On October 11, 2001, I was one of seven Senators to vote “no” on a motion to table an
amendment introduced by Senator Feingold to limit the roving wiretap authority under
FISA. The amendment would limit surveillance to those instances “...when the target’s
presence at the place where, or use of the facility at which, the electronic surveillance is to
be directed has been ascertained....” Why should we not tie the availability of roving
wiretaps to the standard established in the Feingold amendment?

b5

16. The Lone Wolf amendment to FISA was enacted to “fix” an alleged “problem” with
FISA. Shortly after September 11, 2001, the FBI believed that FISA did not allow the FBI
to gain access to a laptop computer used by Zacharias Moussaoui. It turns out that the FBI
~ personnel were misinterpreting the FISA statute — the statute did not preclude such a
search. However, the Lone Wolf provision was enacted to “fix” this problem anyway.

The Lone Wolf exception undermines the policy and constitutional justifications for
FISA. When Congress enacted FISA, it carefully limited its application in order to ensure
that the procedures established in FISA are reasonable in relation to legitimate foreign
counterintelligence requirements and the protected rights of individuals. Their
reasonableness depends, in part, upon an assessment of the difficulties of investigating
activities planned, directed, and supported from abroad by forelgn intelligence services and
foreign-based terrorist groups. :

Further, the Lone Wolf provision is unnecessary and, according to the Assistant
Attorney General for the National Security Division, David Kris, has never been used. The

SE(WSRN
atriot Act-649
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SECR (§)
current version of the PATRIOT Act would allow the government to seek a criminal
- warrant without concern of precluding future use of FISA. In virtually every case in which

you could meet the probable cause standard for obtaining a FISA warrant for a lone wolf,
you could meet the probable cause standard for a criminal warrant.

Given the minimal value of the Lone Wolf provision, and given its erosive effects on
the justification for FISA, what is your best argument in favor of its reauthorization?

34. As you are aware, three provisions of the USA PATRIOT Act are set to expire at the
end of this year. Without action, law enforcement would not be able to use these three
important tools after December 31, 2009: section 206 of the USA PATRIOT Act, which
governs “roving” wiretaps; section 215 of the USA PATRIOT Act, which allows federal
agents to ask a court for an order to obtain business records in national security terrorism
cases; and section 6001 of the Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention Act
(“IRTPA”), which allows intelligence investigations of lone terrorists not connected to a
foreign nation or organization (also known as the “lone wolf” provision).

a. Last week, Assistant Attorney General Ronald Weich sent a views letter-to
Chairman Leahy recommending renewal of all three of these tools. The letter noted that
the Office of the Director of National Intelligence concurred with the recommendations for
renewal. In that letter, the Department of Justice specifically stated that the roving
wiretaps provision “has functioned as intended and has addressed an investigative
requirement that will continue to be critical to national security operations.” Do you
agree?

SME&&SIE‘PORN
atriot Act-650

b5

b5
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SECRET#NQFORN

b5

b. In that same letter, the Department of Justice also recommended the renewal of
section 215, the business records provision, It stated, “the availability of a generic, court-
supervised FISA business records authority is the best option for advancing national .
security investigations in a manner consistent with civil liberties. The absence of such an
authority could force the FBI to sacrifice key intelligence opportunities.” Do you agree?

b5

c. The Department’s views letter also recommended the renewal of the lone wolf
provision, stating, “We believe that it is essential to have the tool available for the rare
situation in which it is necessary rather than to delay surveillance of a terrorist in the hopes
that the necessary links are established.” Do you agree?

b5

SECEWZE OFORN
Patriot Act-651
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DECLAZSIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/EM 10-CW-00755
O 07=-13-2010

[ (OGC) (FBI)
From: | 1(OGC) (FBI)
Sent: IJSAan.daLQ.d.u.he.LQ.‘i, 2009 11:16 AM
To: - (0GC) (FBN lkoGe) (EBI: SIEGEL, STEVEN
N. (OGC) (FBI)] [(0GC) (FBI)] [(OGC)FBI);
1(OGC) (FBI)] [(OGC) (FBI);
(OGC) (FBI) '
Cc: . MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)j| [(oGC)(FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs e
Attachments: QFR (October 2009).wpd b7cC
RECORD xxxx
I've added some info to|:|draft regarding roving wiretap authority for your review.
QFR (October
2009).wpd (18 KB)..
This may be a privileged attorney-client/attorney work product communication.
From: | |(OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 10:10 AM
To: I 1(OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI):] loco) ceend |
' (OGC)(FBI)] lcoco) (BN [(OGC) (FBD):| [(0GC) (FBI)
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)] | (OGC) (FBI)}| J(OGC) (FBI) :
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs - )
. © b6
UNCLASSIFIED ' . b7C
NON-RECORD
I:l can work on this inlzlabsence so please advise him of any necessary problems.
Unit Chief
Policy & Training Unit
l ]

. b6
From: | [oec) FeD) _ .b7c‘
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 9:42 AM
To: SLEGEL STEVENL (060 (FeD] —Jocaesy]  Joeo ey Jioscye;

(0GC) (FBI){ J(0GC) (EBD _

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);| JcoGe) (FBI);| I(OGC) (F8I)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED .
NON-RECORD ' ' Patriot Act-666
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<< File: QFR (2).wpd >>

Steve[ ___]here is a draft of the QFRs assigned to NSLPTU.

They need to be reviewed by and the ops attys who may have further insight.
I'll be back around noon to finish. '

_ bt
Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch
PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APP'RO.VAL
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:46 AM
To: A I_z‘_'_l(occ» (g OGC) (FBI); | |(OGC) (FeD); |
‘ (OGC)(FBI); 0GC) (FBI);
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI) (OGC) (FBI) (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED b6
NON-RECORD : e
Elaine sent something out changing the deadhne to9am. We should do our best to get it to her as soon as possible.
What is the ETA on close to final?
Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel
—— 1
From: l kocce) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:39 AM
To: GC) (FBI);[ loso) cep; | |ose) (FBI);I:'(OGC)(FBI);
0GC) (FBI);| OGC) (FBL)
cc MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)] (0GC) (Fan);] JoGe) (FB)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs : ’
UNCLASSIFIED . b6
NON-RECORD ) ' . b7C

Steve, we have a draft response but | had the deadline from Elaine as COB today and the hard deadline for Valerie as
COB 10/8. If the 9 am is your internal deadline, we'll need a little more time this mornlng

Just let me know.

Thanks.

I I Patriot Act-667
Assistant General Counsel

FBI-PREPROCESSED00187



Policy and Training Unit . ‘
National Security Law Branch . b6

b7cC

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:02
To: ] lcoG) (FBD] lcoco) ceany locoy e ]

(OGC)(FBI); 0GC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI)
Cc MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs b6

b7cC

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Reminder that responses are due by 0900 today. Where are we with these?
Thanks.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel

National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Tuesda mber 29, 2009 817 AM b6

To: [ fioee) rend loso) eenl losorenl___ 1 .
(OGC)(FBI)] m@)_%_kocq G .

Ce: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09-SJC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

My comments on who should answer are below.

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel

National Security Law Branch :

Office of the General Counsel b6

| b7C
From: | lOGC) (FBI) )
Sent: . Monday, September 28, 2009 4:08 PM )
To: [ Yoco reD] koGo ean] tOGC)(FBI);I I(OGC)
(FBI) OGC) (FBI); [0GC) (FBY)
Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN-N. (OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs :

Importance: High . ‘ Patriot Act-668
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UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Ladies and gentlemen:

Below are the QFRs, which were generated after the Director's testimony on September 16th. Per
Valerie, they are due to Elaine NLT Monday morning, October 5th. | am taking a best guess on who

owns these, but obviously defer to Steve and Rick for a more concise assignment.

Thanks.

Questions 15, 16, 32, 33, 34, and 39 pertains to NSLB:

b6
b7cC

# 15 deals with the renewal of the roving wiretap authority. NSLPTU, Ops Units? This is the
ascertainment question. Did:|start looking in to this?

# 16 deals with the Lone Wolf prO\}ision. NSLPTU, Ops Units? NSLPTU.

# 32 deals with the Detention Policy Task Force. I:I-

to be referred to others (DOJ?).

but some of the parts of this question need

#33 deals with HIG issues specifically on when High-Value detainees will be Mirandized. |:|
~ but some or most of this question needs to be referred to DOJ and/or NSC. v

#34 deals with with roving wiretap, Lone Wolf, and buness records. NSLPTU, Ops Units?

NSLPTU.

#39 deals with HIG again, same as #33.

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 11:26 AM
To: — Y
Subject: : FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
. NON-RECORD

Hereitis] | Thanks.

Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

t but will need input from NSB.

Jocce) (Fay;|

Roo |

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 7:4Q AM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)]

Cc: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
Importance: High

"~ UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-669

b6
b7cC

| (0Ge) (FBI) b6

b7C

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00189



NON-RECORD

Good morning,

OCA has advised that following the Director's 9/16/09 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC), they have
received numerous Questions for the Record (QFRs) for response. | have attached the QFRs assigned to OGC and |
have noted which branch is tasked to respond to a QFR. If classified responses are necessary, please provide paragraph
markings so OCA can segregate that content.

Please forward responses to me by COB Monday, Octobel; 5, so | can obtain Valerie's approval by OCA's deadline of
COB Thursday, 10/08/09.

Thank you.
<< File: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd >>

. b6
Elaine N. Lammert b7C
" Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

Room |

UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFI_ED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
-UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED
Patriot Act-670

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00190



UNCLASSIFIED

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classific n Counterintelligence Investigations

DECLASSIFY ON: 20191005

Tracking: __Recipient Delivery Read »
’ |(OGC) (FBI) Delivered: 10/5/2009 11:17 AM Read: 10/5/2009 12:12 PM .
_ I(OGC) Delivered: 10/5/2009 11:17 AM Read: 10/5/2009 11:57 AM b6 )
(FBI) ] ‘ b7cC
SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) Delivered: 10/5/2009 11:17 AM Read: 10/5/2009 1:39 PM

[ |(oGe) (FBI) Delivered: 10/5/2009 11:17 AM
| |(OGC)(FBI) Delivered: 10/5/2009 11:17 AM

| lloce) (FBIY  Delivered: 10/5/2009 11:17 AM Read: 10/5/2009 2:09 PM
| |(oGC) Delivered: 10/5/2009 11:17 AM Read: 10/5/2009 11:52 AM
FBN ,
J(OGC)  Delivered: 10/5/2009 11:17 AM . Read: 10/5/2009 12:13 PM
(FBI) '
MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)  Delivered: 10/5/2009 11:17 AM Read: 10/5/2009 1:48 PM
[ JOGC)(FBI) Delivered: 10/5/2009 11:17 AM

Patriot Act-671
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DECLASSIFIED BY &517% DMH/STP/FM 10-CV-00755
ON 07-13-2010 7

SECREF/NOEQRN

Responses of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
Based Upon Questions Posed by Senators Specter and Grassley

15. On October 11, 2001, I was one of seven Senators to vote “no” on a motion to table an
amendment introduced by Senator Feingold to limit the roving wiretap authority under
FISA. The amendment would limit surveillance to those instances “...when the target’s
presence at the place where, or use of the facility at which, the electronic surveillance is to
be directed has been ascertained....” Why should we not tie the availability of roving
wiretaps to the standard established in the Feingold amendment?

b5

Patriot Act-672

FBI-PREPROCESSED00192



SECRET#NOFORN

b5

16. The Lone Wolf amendment to FISA was enacted to “fix” an alleged “problem” with
FISA. Shortly after-September 11, 2001, the FBI believed that FISA did not allow the FBI
to gain access to a laptop computer used by Zacharias Moussaoui. It turns out that the FBI
personnel were misinterpreting the FISA statute — the statute did not preclude such a
search. However, the Lone Wolf provision was enacted to “fix” this problem anyway.

The Lone Wolf exception undermines the policy and constitutional justifications for
FISA. When Congress enacted FISA, it carefully limited its application in order to ensure
that the procedures established in FISA are reasonable in relation to legitimate foreign
counterintelligence requirements and the protected rights of individuals. Their
reasonableness depends, in part, upon an assessment of the difficulties of investigating
activities planned, directed, and supported from abroad by foreign intelligence services and
foreign-based terrorist groups.

Further, the Lone Wolf provision is unnecessary and, according to the Assistant
Attorney General for the National Security Division, David Kris, has never been used. The
current version of the PATRIOT Act would allow the government to seek a criminal
warrant without concern of precluding future use of FISA. In virtually every case in which
you could meet the probable cause standard for obtaining a FISA warrant for a lone wolf,
you could meet the probable cause standard for a criminal warrant. '

Given the minimal value of the Lone Wolf provision, and given its érosive effects on
the justification for FISA, what is your best argument in favor of its reauthorization?

SECEI#N@E(%N
Patriot Act-673
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-

SECRET/NOFORN

b5

34. As you are aware, three provisions of the USA PATRIOT Act are set to expire at the
end of this year. Without action, law enforcement would not be able to use these three
important tools after December 31, 2009: section 206 of the USA PATRIOT Act, which
governs “roving” wiretaps; section 215 of the USA PATRIOT Act, which allows federal
agents to ask a court for an order to obtain business records in national security terrorism
cases; and section 6001 of the Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention Act
(“IRTPA”), which allows intelligence investigations of lone terrorists not connected to a
foreign nation or organization (also known as the “lone wolf” provision).

a. Last week, Assistant Attorney General Ronald Weich sent a views letter to.
Chairman Leahy recommending renewal of all three of these tools. The letter noted that
the Office of the Director of National Intelligence concurred with the recommendations for
renewal. In that letter, the Department of Justice specifically stated that the roving
wiretaps provision “has functioned as intended and has addressed an investigative
requirement that will continue to be critical to national security operations.” Do you

agree? -

b5

SECRET7NOFORN

Patriot Act-674
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SEMORN .

b5

b. In that same letter, the Department of Justice also recommended the renewal of
section 215, the business records provision. It stated, “the availability of a generic, court-
supervised FISA business records authority is the best option for advancing national
security investigations in a manner consistent with civil liberties. The absence of such an
authority could force the FBI to sacrifice key intelligence opportunities.” Do you agree?

¢. The Department’s views letter also recommended the renewal of the lone wolf
provision, stating, “We believe that it is essential to have the tool available for the rare
situation in which it is necessary rather than to delay surveillance of a terrorist in the hopes
that the necessary links are established.” Do you agree?

SECM 0

FORN
Patriot Act-675

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00195



ALL INFUORMATION CONTAINELD
HEREIN I3 UNCLASEIFIED
DATE 0@-20-2010 BY 65179 DHHASTE /BN

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: v Tuesday, October 06, 2009 6:57 AM ,
To: (0GC) (FBIY] koca) eBiy] I
L [(OGC) (FBIJ [(OGC) (FBI)| [(OGC)
. (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
b6
b7C
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Right | I
b5
Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel
b6
b7C
From: | koGce) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 3:26 PM )
To: [ [(OCAY (FBI): SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)] kosoyres[_____ |
(0GC) (FBI)] loaGe) (FBI) :
Subject: - RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs , ‘

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Also, | noticed that in Director Mueller's testimony in response to Sen. Feinstein's questions on
9/16/09 (to which these QFRs that we are addressing today), he said that "the business records,
200-215, between 2004 and 2009, we've used that more than 250 times."

He also said that wefised roving wiretaps approx. 140 times

The Dir also gave a good answer to Feingold on the roving issue. "To prove more would mean that
we would be oing back to the judges day in and day out in this day were cell phones are throwawy
cell phones....In...adding another requirement, it will inhibit our ability to swiftly track those individuals
who are seeking to avoid surveillance..." '

l | : | ' bé
Assistant General Counsel b; c
Policy and Training Unit

National Security L aw Branch Y

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

Patriot Act-676
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From: - I |(FBI)

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 3:04 PM ' : o
To: 4 | iOGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI);| loco e[|

(OGC) (FBI);] pGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
b6
UNCLASSIFIED vIC

NON-RECORD

Actually, I've just verified that the below response WAS provided to the Hill on 9/15/09. | still thlnk it's July and my sense of
timing is way off!

Sorry if | caused confusion.

| |
Special Counsel
Office of Congressional Affairs

Room (send mail to Roon:|

~ From: [ (oca) (FBI) ‘ : ‘
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 2:29 PM
To: I__Y‘—_I_lmm)_'_ilEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)] losoer;[ |
{0GC) (FBD)] 0GC) (FBI) _
. Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs : ’ .b c
UNCLASSIFIED - b7C
NON-RECORD '

1

Below is our response to Q 35 from the Director's 3/25/09 SJC QFRs. This response was the result of coordination with -

|and is currently at DOJ for review (hasn't yet been provided to the Hill).

Is this what you were looking for?

35. Some provisions of the PATRIOT Act will expire this December. Two sections pertaining to Roving
Wiretaps and Business Record Access give the FBI some of its most powerful tools in investigating
suspected terrorists operating in the United States. Roving Wiretaps are used in other criminal
investigations, for example organized crime and drug trafficking investigations. An examination of
business records can provide critical insight into possible pre-attack planning by suspects. Director, how
important are these tools in furthering the FBI’s mission in investigating terrorism activity here in the
United States?

Response:

These tools are extremely important in the FBI’s investigative work and we have a solid track

record of using both of them. The FBI began using the business records authority in 2004,

obtaining approximately 236 orders from the FISA Court to produce business records from that
. time through Calendar Year (CY) 2008. The business records authority has been exceptionally

useful in our national security investigations; some of these orders have been used to support

important collection operations, of which IntelRgtriot Sotshziftee Members and their staffs are

aware. Roving wiretap authority has similarly increased the FBI’s efficiency in critical

2
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investigations. The FBI has obtained roving wiretap authority an averagé of approximately 22
times per year from 2004 through CY 2008. It is the FBI’s hope that both tools will be extended.

| | o7
| . bic
Special Counsel
Office of Congressional Affairs
Roomi isend mail to RoorrEl
"b6
. b7cC
From: | l(oGc) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 1:58 PM
To: _SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI):| |(oGe) (FBI); I:l(OGC) (FBD)]
CJcosce) (a1 (IO R Gz
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs ’

UNCLASSIFIED -
NON-RECORD

do you have a cite for testimony regarding the number of business records that the FBI hase b5
issued? Steve thinks

Thanks.
In| | draft letter to Senators Feinstein and Bond dated 4/16/09, it states that]
b5
Assistant General Counsel _
Policy and Training Unit A ‘ b6
National Security Law Branch b7C
PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL
b6
b7C
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) : '
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 1:45 PM
To: I LoGe) (FBY); I_]:IM.Q_LTBI)J | (oGc) (FaI)
(OGC) (FBI) (OGC)(FBI) (0GC) (FBDY] 1(5GC) (FBI);
_ Ii[ocq (FBD) . .
ce MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)] loso) (FBI);|:| (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: " RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs )
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Patriot Act-678 b5
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b5

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

b6
b7C
From: | |(OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 10:49 AM
To: Y J(0GC) (FBI); C) (FBI); smw&i{; 0GC)
(FBD] I(OGCI_I)(FBI); | (0Ge) (FBD); 0GC) (FBI);
(OGC) (FBI) : :
ce: LM'CN'KEEVTEFFK!{ D (OGC) (FBI);| focoy ey Joeo) (e
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5

[ ]

From: | !(OGC) (FBI) b6
Sent: onday, october 05, 2009 10:26 AM b7cC
To: | koGc) (FBI); STEGEL, fmro_m)ﬂd:rlml:l

[ (OGOYFBDI 1(0OGC) (FBI) (OGC) (FBI);| (OGC) (FBI);

] (0GC) (FBD)

ce: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);] loce) ey, ](0Ge) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Have wel [ Is that| | ®s
| [? How| P Do we really want to sayl [
[ il ] Will this cuase concern?| |
| I
<< File: QFR (2).wpd >>
[ |
OGC/NSLB
Unit Chief
Policy & Training Unit
| | ' . b6
b7C
From: l ] (0GC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 9:42 AM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FB)] toco) eeltriot Act-679)o60) (Fen____Josc)reI;
| 0GC) (FBI);| KOGC) (FBI)
4
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cc MCNALLY, RICHARD (0GC) (FBI);[ focoy e ](oGc) (Fa)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD
b6
<< File: QFR (2).wpd >> yle
Steve here is a draft of the QFRs assigned to NSLPTU.
They need to be reviewed byf ____|and the ops attys who may have further insight.
-I'li be back around noon to finish.
I I
Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit )
National Securitv Law Branch ®
PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBU’TE OUTSIDE OF THE F BI WITH’O.UT OGC APPROVAL
From: " SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) ,
Sent: 09 8:46 AM
To: %ﬂ Joccyeml” Josoy ey ]
(OGC)(FBI) (OGC) (FBI);| kOGC) (FBI) ,
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); KoGO) (°BI,L_____— kOGC) (FBI) b6 -
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs . b7cC
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Elaine sent something out changing the deadline to 9 am. We should do our best to get it to her as soon as possible.
What is the ETA on close to final? .
Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel
b6
' b7cC
From: | JcoGo) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:39 ?M—I
To: IEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); (0e) (B fosc) (FBI)I:kOGC)(FBI),
(OGC) (FBI)}| |(OGC) (FBL)
Cc MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);[ JOGC) (FBD] foeo) (rBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Steve, we have a draft response but | had the deadline from Elaine as COB today and the hard deadline for Valerie as
COB 10/8. If the 9 am is your internal deadline, we'll need a little more time this morning.

Just let me know. : .
Thanks. , Patriot Act-680

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00200



Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent:

b6
b7C

Monday, October 05, 2009 8:02 AM
To: [ koco) renl loco) (Fen]

beoyren] ]

(OGC)(FBI)} KOGC) (FBI)|

[OGC) (FBI)

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBD)]
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

J(oGC) (FaL)

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Reminder that responses are due by 0900 today. Where are we with these?

Thanks.
Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

b6
b7C

Josoren |

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) :
Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2009 8:17 AM
To: I logo (e kogo) (B0
(OGC)(FBD)] (0GC) (FB)] [(0Go) (7B
cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)] foGo) (FED)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

My comments on who should answer are below.
Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch

gflf ff the %Tneral Counsel

From:
Sent:

(OGC) (FBI)
Monday, September 28, 2009 4:08 PM

b6
b7C

Patriot Act-681

FBI-PREPROCESSED00201



To: [ losor eany ] lcoso) (reny] IOGC)(FBI),:l (0GC)

(FBI)1 10GC) (FBI)} [OGC) (FBI)
Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI) . v
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs b6

Importance: High : ) _ : b7C

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Ladies and gentlemen:

Below are the QFRs, which were generated after the Director's testimony on September 16th. Per
Valerie, they are due to Elaine NLT Monday morning, October 5th. | am taking a best guess on who
owns these, but obviously defer to Steve and Rick for a more concise assignment.

Thanks. v | b6
b7C

Questions 15, 16, 32, 33, 34, and 39 pertains'to NSLB:

# 15 deals with the renewal of the roving wiretap authority. NSLPTU, Ops Units? This is the
ascertainment question. Did start looking in to this?

# 16 deals with the Lone Wolf provision. NSLPTU, Ops Units? NSLPTU.

# 32 deals with the Detention Policy Task Force. - but some of the parts of this question need
to be referred to others (DOJ?)

#33 deals with HIG issues specifically on when High-Value detainees will be Mirandized.|:|

but some or most of this question needs to be referred to DOJ and/or NSC.

#34 deals with with roving wiretap, Lone Wolf, and buness records NSLPTU, Ops Unlts’7
NSLPTU.

#39 deals with HIG again, same as #33. L but will need input from NSB,
From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 11:26 AM
To: OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
Importance: High _
] ‘bo
UNCLASSIFIED ' . : bic
- NON-RECORD
Hereitis[_____ | Thanks.

Elaine N. Lammert
Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch

Office Ig_unglGeneral Counsel
Room ) _

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI) Patriot Act-682
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 7:40 AM :

FBI-PREPROCESSED00202



b6

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)] kosc) (reny koo (Fa) b7C
Ce: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs

Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
- NON-RECORD.

Good morning,

OCA has advised that following the Director's 9/16/09 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC), they have
received numerous Questions for the Record (QFRs) for response. | have attached the QFRs assigned to OGC and |
have noted which branch is tasked to respond to a QFR. lf classified responses are necessary, please provide paragraph
markings so OCA can segregate that content.

Please forward responses to me by COB Monday, October 5, so | can obtain Valerie's approval by OCA's deadline of
COB Thursday, 10/08/09.

Thank you.
<< File: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd >>

Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel
Room

b6
- b7C

UNCLASSIFIED

" Patriot Act-683 -

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00203



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINELD
HEREIN I% UNCLAZSIFIED
DATE 09-20-2010 BY o5175 DMH/STE /KR

(OGC) (FBI) 10-CY-00755
From: | loGe) (FBI) : " be
Sent: I_Mnndalﬁﬁﬂbﬂﬂwﬂ% 3:33 PM b7cC
To: (0GC) (FBN lioca) (FBI); SIEGEL,
STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)] [[OGC) (FBI] |
(OGC) (FBI) ‘
Subject: ' RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5
From: [ (0Ge) (Far)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 3:26 PM
To: , OCA) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); losoy e[|
_ {0GC) (FBI) (0GC) (FBI) e
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs :b7C
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Also, | noticed that in Director Mueller's testimony in response to Sen. Feinstein's questions on
9/16/09 (to which these QFRs that we are addressing today), he said that "the business records,
200-215, between 2004 and 2009, we've used that more than 250 times."

He also said that we used roving wiretaps approx. 140 times

The Dir also gave a good answer to Feingold on the roving issue. "To prove more would mean that
we would be oing back to the judges day in and day out in this day were cell phones are throwawy
cell phones....In...adding another requirement, it will inhibit our ability to swiftly track those individuals
who are seeking to avoid surveillance...":

I |

Assistant General Counsel

Policy and Training Unit »
National Security Law Branch . b6

b7cC

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: [ J(ocay (FaI)

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 3:04 PM

To [ ] (OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)] | cosc) (FBI);I:'
(0GC) (FBY); 0GC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Director's 9716/09 SIC QFRS . . be

b7cC
. UNCLASSIFIED ‘
NON-RECORD

Patriot Act-684

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00204



[ 1 . prc

Actually, I've just verified that the below response WAS provided to the Hill on 9/15/09. | still think it's July and my sense of
timing is way off! -

Sorry if | caused confusion.

Special Counsel

Office of Congressional Affairs
Roomi i(send mail to Room|:| '

From: | J(oca) (FBI) : ,

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 2:29 PM . ‘

To: 0GC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); osc) (FBI):I
I—l(OGC) (FBD) J(oGe) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs ’

UNCLASSIFIED ' Y

NON-RECORD . . b7C

Below is our response to Q 35 from the Director's 3/25/09 SJC QFRs. This response was the result of coordination with
| |and is currently at DOJ for review (hasn't yet been provided to the Hill).

Is this what you were looking for?

35. Some provisions of the PATRIOT Act will expire this December. Two sections pertaining to Roving
Wiretaps and Business Record Access give the FBI some of its most powerful tools in investigating
suspected terrorists operating in the United States. Roving Wiretaps are used in other criminal
investigations, for example organized crime and drug trafficking investigations. An examination of
business records can provide critical insight into possible pre-attack planning by suspects. Director, how
important are these tools in furthering the FBI’s mission in investigating terrorism activity here in the
United States?

Response:

These tools are extremely important in the FBI’s investigative work and we have a solid track
record of using both of them. The FBI began using the business records authority in 2004,
obtaining approximately 236 orders from the FISA Court to produce business records from that
time through Calendar Year (CY) 2008. The business records authority has been exceptionally
useful in our national security investigations; some of these orders have been used to support
important collection operations, of which Intelligence Committee Members and their staffs are
aware. Roving wiretap authority has similarly increased the FBI’s efficiency in critical
investigations. The FBI has obtained roving wiretap authority an average of approximately 22
times per year from 2004 through CY 2008. It is the FBI’s hope that both tools will be extended.

Special Counsel -
ffi f ressional Affair:

Roo (send mail to Roolel Patriot Act-685

b6
b7cC

3
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From: loGe) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 1:58 PM : )

To: IFGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBL); (0GC) (FBI):l(OGC) (FBI; |
(OGC) (FBI); .

Subject: RE: Director's 9 b6

b7C
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD.
|:|do you have a cite for testimony regarding the number of business records that the FBI hase _
issued? Steve thinks| | b
_ b6
I'hanks. ‘ _ b7C
!n| |draft letter to Senators Feinstein and Bond dated 4/16/09, it states that|
b5
I |
Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch :
b6
p7C
PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE QUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL
b6
b7C
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) _ ,
Sent: I_M.nudammt&mi.moall:% PM ,
To: (06C) (Fa| |coso) ran | lcoco) rap)]
OGC) (FBD); OGC)(FBI){ JoGC) (FBD)] koGC) (FBD)]
: [ J(0GO) (FBI)
Ce ““MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);] losey e (0GC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs B
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5
Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch _
Office of the General Counsel : ‘ -ES
. biC

Patriot Act-686
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b6

From: | 1(OGC) (FBI) bic
Sent: . Mon C r 95, 2009 10:49.AM
To: [ iroc;cx (FBI);| LcoGe) (reY); SIE 0GC)
G koce)Feny] |coGe) (FBI);i i(OGC) (FBD); |
[ J(oGc) (Far) :
cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)]| kosoyrery[_ wos0) (FaD)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5

b6
From: | Ii 0GC) (FBI) b7C

Sent: 9 10:26 AM

To: [ 060 e secet, wl:ko_mu@
(OGC)(FBIY |(OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI);| (OGC) (FBI);
. I *

J(OGC) (EBD

cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)]| loGey (FBI);|:I(OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED '

NON-RECORD

2 s that] | b°

Ve Wd ‘
[ [? How] [? Do we really wan{ |
?

| Will this cuase concern?| |

<< File: QFR (2).wpd >>

| | ' ~ C be
OGCINSLB . ] ' » b7cC
Unit Chief '
Policy & Training Unit

. be
From: [ Josc) (Fn) biC
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 9:42 .
To: | . SIEGEL, STEVEN N, (OGC) (FB) Yoco el Josoy e Joacyran;
| | (0GC) (FBI)I (0GC) (FBD
ce: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);| J(G0) (Fan] ooy FeD
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs : A
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
. <<File: QFR (2).wpd >> Patriot Act-687
Steve[ | here is a draft of the QFRs assigned to NSLPTU.

4
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They need to be reviewed by: |and the ops attys who may have further insight.
I'll be back around noon to finish.

[ | b6

Assistant General Counsel _ b7cC
Policy and Training Unit

National Security Law Branch

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

b6
p7C

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:46 AM .
To: I 1 (oGO ceg);| kogo) rany| losey ey ]

(OGC)(FBI); 0GC) (FBD)] lioco) (FBI)

Cc: ' MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); (0GC) (FBI);| |(OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Elaine sent something out changing the deadline to 9 am. We should do our best to get it to her as soon as possible.
What is the ETA on close to final?

Steven N. Siegel . : - b6

_ Deputy General Counsel : bic
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

From: l | (0GC) (FeI) A

. Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:39 AM

To: I_S.ImEL._SIBLEN_NJIOGC) (FBD)] logc) ceen)| |(OGC) e[ oeoxeen;
(0GC) (FBD)] ](0GC) (FBD '

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);| loGe) (FBI) ;| |(OGC) (FBI) _ b6
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs . : o

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Steve, we have a draft response but | had the deadline from Elaine as COB today and the hard deadline for Valerie as
COB 10/8. If the 9 am is your internal deadline, we'll need a little more time this morning.

Just let me know.

Thanks. :

[ 1 o b7C
Assistant General Counsel '
Policy and Training Unit : '

National Security Law Branch Patriot Act-688

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00208



PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHQUT OGC APPROVAL

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: I_M,Q,n,d,amm_g;of, 2009 8:02|AM—I ‘ :
To: (OGC) (FBI): 0GO) (ke |cos0) (FBI);:|
‘ (OGC)(FBD)] 0GC) (FBI);| [(OGC) (FBI) )

cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); OGCTTrED) b6
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs - b7C

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Reminder that responses are due by 0900 today. Where are we with these?
Thanks.

Steve

' ' : b6
Steven N. Siegel ‘ b7C
Deputy General Counsel

National Security Law Branch

Office of the General Counsel

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2009 siJ.LAM_I

To: (OGC) (FBI); (OGQO) ( FBD'l |(OGC) (FBI); I:l
(OGC)(FBI){ 1(0GC) (FBD [(OGC) (FBI)

Cc: .. MCNALLY, RICHARD (0OGC) (FBI);| |(0GC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs b6

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

My comments on who should answer are below.

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

b6
b7C

From: L loce) (rer)
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 4:08 PM
To: (OGC) (FBIM kogo esn] lOGC)(FBI);l |(OGC)

(FBD)] J(oGS) (FBD); L —__1(0GC) (FBI)
Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED :
NON-RECORD . Patriot Act-689

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00209



Ladies and gentlemen:

Below are the QFRs, which were generated after the Director's testimony on September 16th. Per
Valerie, they are due to Elaine NLT Monday morning, October 5th. | am taking a best guess on who
owns these, but obviously defer to Steve and Rick for a more concise assignment.

ks
Thanks. ‘ ' ' ' bic

Questions 15, 16, 32, 33, 34, ahd 39 pertains to NSLB:

#15 deals with the renewal of the roving wiretap authority. NSLPTU Ops Units? This is the
ascertainment question. Dldtart looking in to this?

# 16 deals with the Lone Wolf provision. NSLPTU, Ops Units? NSLPTU.

# 32 deals with the Detention Policy Task Force. |:I- but some of the parts of this question need
to be referred to others (DOJ?) )

#33 deals with HIG issues specifically on when High-Value detainees will be Mirandized. |:|

but some or most of this question needs to be referred to DOJ and/or NSC.

#34 deals with with roving wiretap, Lone Wolf and buness records NSLPTU Ops Units?
NSLPTU.

#39 deals with HIG again, same as #33. I:I- but will need input from NSB.

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 11:26 AM
To: IiLI(OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
Importance: High
_ . b6
UNCLASSIFIED : . bc
NON-RECORD '
Here it is Thanks.
Elaine N. Lammert
Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel
_Roo |
From: ' LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI) )
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 7:40 AM
To: _ SIEGEL, STEVEN N (OGC) (FBI);l;’:kOGC) (Fa1);| | (oGe) (FeN) e
Cc: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FB . - '
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs b7c
Importance: High ’

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Patriot Act-690

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00210



Good morning,

OCA has advised that following the Director's 9/16/09 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC), they have
received numerous Questions for the Record (QFRs) for response. | have attached the QFRs assigned to OGC and |
have noted which branch is tasked to respond to a QFR. If classified responses are necessary, please provide paragraph
markings so OCA can segregate that content.

Please forward responses to me by COB Monday, October 5, so | can obtain Valerie's approval by OCA's deadline of
COB Thursday, 10/08/09.

Thank you.

<< File: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd >>

Elaine N. Lammert b6
Deputy General Counsel ) b7C
Investigative Law Branch

Office of the General Counsel

Roo
|

Patriot Act-691

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00211



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HERFEIN I35 UNCLASSIFIED

DATE 086-20-2010 BY 65179 DMH/STF/EN
10-C¥-00755 L

| !(OGC) (FBI)

From: f(ocA) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 2:56 PM _
To: l ] (OGC) (FBI) bé
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs - v b7C

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

[ ]

| called and left a message.

b5

l |
Special Counsel
Office of Congressional Affairs

| b6
Room| [send mail to Room|:|) : b7C
From: l (OGC) (FBI) , -
Sent: 009 2:33 PM
To: %ﬂ&fﬂ STEVEN . (05C) (o) Josoy e |
(OGC) (FBI) (OGC) (FBI) - _
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED .
NON-RECORD : 15
Yes, but
Please call me when you have a chance.
Thanks.
Assistant General Counsel b6

Policy and Training Unit

National Security Law Branch ‘ : B7C

i

P.RIV.tLEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

b6

From: | J(oca) (FBIy Patriot Act-699 7c
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 2:29 PM

FBI-PREPROCESSED00212



To: I l(OGC) (FBI): SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBD)] locoypey ]

(0GC) (FBI)] loGe) (rBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs : b6
UNCLASSIFIED : b7c
NON-RECORD ' :

. i sponse to Q 35 from the Director's 3/25/09 SJC QFRs. This response was the result of coordination with
and is currently at DOJ for review (hasn't yet been provided to the Hill).

Is this what you were looking for?

35. Some provisions of the PATRIOT Act will expire this December. Two sections pertaining to Roving
Wiretaps and Business Record Access give the FBI some of its most powerful tools in investigating
suspected terrorists operating in the United States. Roving Wiretaps are used in other criminal
investigations, for example organized crime and drug trafficking investigations. An examination of
business records can provide critical insight into possible pre-attack planning by suspects. Director, how
important are these tools in furthering the FBI’s mission in investigating terrorism activity here in the
United States? :

Résponse:
These tools are extremely important in the FBI’s investigative work and we have a solid track
record of using both of them. The FBI began using the business records authority in 2004,
obtaining approximately 236 orders from the FISA Court to produce business records from that
time through Calendar Year (CY) 2008. The business records authority has been exceptionally
useful in our national security investigations; some of these orders have been used to support
important collection operations, of which Intelligence Committee Members and their staffs are
aware. Roving wiretap authority has similarly increased the FBI’s efficiency in critical
investigations. The FBI has obtained roving wiretap authority an average of approximately 22
times per year from 2004 through CY 2008. It is the FBI’s hope that both tools will be extended.
‘Special Counsel b6
Office of Congressional Affairs b7cC
Roomi i(send mail to Room :l ' ‘ : _ .
From: [ | (0G0) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 1:58 PM :
To: IFGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)] 1(0GC) (FBI);I:I(OGC) (FBI);I
(OGC) (FBI); HAYN, LINDA SUSAN (OCA) (FBI) -
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs b6
UNCLASSIFIED ; bic

NON-RECORD

_issued? Steve thinks
| | v Patriot Act-700 _ b5

Thanks.

FBI-PREPROCESSED00213



b6

b7C
|n| |draft letter to Senators Feinstein and Bond dated 4/16/09. it states|
b5
|
Assistant General Counsel ,
Policy and Training Unit bé
National Security Law Branch ) . ) b7C
PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) ' . :
Sent: 145 PM
To: %«E&n; | |cocor cren] oso) (FBIi{;l |
(OGO (FBD: 0GC) (0GC) (FBI)][ OGC) (FBD);

. [ [(0GC) (FBI) ; L
Cc MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);l |(OGC) (FBI);:l(OGC) (FBI) b6
Subject: . RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs ‘ ' . b7C
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

b5
Deputy General Counsel . _
National Security Law Branch ‘ ‘ b6
Office of the General Counsel » ‘ b7C
From: l [(0Ge) (FBY) .
Sent: I.M.undaL.Qdabans, 2009 10:49 AM ' )
To: (0GO) ()] lose) (ran); siE : loco)
(FBIY (0GC)(F8I);] JoGe) (FBI) (OGC) (FBI);
. [ JOGC) (FBY) , — : o
ce: MCNALLY, RICHARD (0GC) (FBI);| oGy (reY); I:l(OGC) (FBI) b6
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs b7C
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
, b5
Patriot Act-701

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00214



b5

-

From: 0GC) (FBI) b6
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 10:26 AM . BIC
To: (OGQ) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N, (OGC) ceany kocey ean-
TOGCYERDL JoGe) (FBI);l [(0GC) (FBI)] (OGC) (FBI);
|(OGC) (FBD)
Ce: MCNALLY, RICHARD (0GC) (FEI)/| Josoy ] foeo) (FBD)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED
‘NON-RECORD
I_Haxemﬂ_ l2_is thatl b5
[? How| P Dg we really want to say|
I] & | Will this cuase concern?] |
<< File: QFR (2).wpd >>
| | b6
OGC/NSLB : o
Unit Chief pre
Polici & Training Unit
From: l | (0Ge) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 9:42 AM
To: (QGC) (FBI)

Iﬁl&ﬂ:ﬂﬂ@lﬂ..l(
FBI

0GC) (FBI);[ | ocoy (e Joceyrel;
(OGC) (FBI); )

oGO 1

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);| lcoGe) (FBIY; |(OGC) (FBI) o

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs iro]
. . : C

UNCLASSIFIED ‘

NON-RECORD

<< File: QFR (2).wpd >>

Steve ere is a draft of the QFRs assigned to NSLPTU.

They need to be reviewed by and the ops attys who may have further insight.

I'll be back around noon to finish.

Assistant General Counsel .

Polipy and Trai_ning Unit igc

_National Securitv | aw Branch

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

Patriot Act-702

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00215



¢

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: I_MQ.DQQMMLZQF9 8:46 AM
To: (0Go) eIy oo cen ] i060) G I

(OGC)(FBI)] (nr C) (FRTY] I(0GO) (FBD
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); [coce) (raiy] JoGe) (ee1)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIJC QFRs
b6
UNCLASSIFIED b7C

NON-RECORD

Elaine sent something out changing the deadline to 9 am. We should do our best to get it to her as soon as possible.
What is the ETA on close to final?

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

From: | [(0GC) (FBI) v
Sent: - Monday, October 05, 2009 8:39 AM .
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (06C) (FBD; ] koco) (ean);| focoy ke oceyrey;
(OGC) (FBI) |Gy (FBI___—
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); ﬁC) (FBI) foGe) (reI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
b6
UNCLASSIFIED bC

NON-RECORD

Steve, we have a draft response but | had the deadline from Elaine as COB today and the hard deadline for Valerie as
COB 10/8. If the 9 am is your internal deadline, we'll need a little more time this morning.

Just let me know. .

Thanks.

Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

b6
b7C

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent

: ; Monday, October 05, 2009 8:02 AM .
To: : I I(OGC) ( FBI)] lcogo esny:l

lcosc) (e

(OGC)(FBN)] (0GO) (FBN [(OGC) (FBY)
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); [(0GC) (FBI)
Subject:

RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Patriot Act-703

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00216



’

Reminder that responses are dué by 0900 today. Where a_ré we with these?
Thanks. . |
Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel

National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

b6
b7cC

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: r 29, 2009 8. :

To: 0GC) (FBI); (06¢) (Fa1);] |
(OGC)(FBI) (OGC) (FBI): (OGC) (FBI)

cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI) [(0GC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

My comments on who should answer are below.

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

From: | ](OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 4:08 PM ’ :

To: [ IOGC) (FBI)] loGo) (F I);l lOGC)(FBI)] |(OGC)
(FBD)} |(OGC) (FBI) (OGC) (FBI)

Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI

Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED : . . : }
NON-RECORD | e
: : b7C

Ladies and gentlemen:
Below are the QFRs, which were generated after the Director's testimony on September 16th. Per

Valerie, they are due to Elaine NLT Monday morning, October 5th. | am taking a best guess on who
owns these, but obviously defer to Steve and Rick for a more concise assignment.

Thanks.
Questions 15, 16, 32, 33, 34, and 39 pertains to NSLB:

# 15 deals with the renewal of the roving wiretap authority. NSLPTU, Ops Umts’7 This is the

ascertainment question. Dld[lstart looking in to this?
Patrlot Act-704

# 16 deals with the Lone Wolf provision. NSLPTU, Ops Units? NSLPTU.
6 _

FBI-PREPROCESSED00217



b6
b7cC

N

# 32 deals with the Detention Policy Task Force. |:I- but some of the parts of this question need
to be referred to others (DOJ?)

#33 deals with HIG issues specifically on when High-Value detainees will be Mirandized. |:|

but some or most of this question needs to be referred to DOJ and/or NSC.

#34 deals with with roving wiretap, Lone Wolf, and buness records. NSLPTU, Ops Units?
NSLPTU. ‘

#39 deals with HIG again, same as #33. but will need input from NSB.

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 11:26 AM

To: (0GC) (FBI)

Subject: . FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

Importance: High . .
. b6

UNCLASSIFIED A . ‘ b7C

NON-RECORD .

Here it is:| Thanks.

Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel

Investigative Law Branch

Office of the General Counsel

Roo |

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI) ‘

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 7:4 o

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI);‘ (0GC) (FBI)| | coGc) (FBI) b6

Cc CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FB b7cC

Subject: ' FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

Importance: High .

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Good morning,

OCA has advised that following the Director's 9/16/09 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC), they have
received numerous Questions for the Record (QFRs) for response. | have attached the QFRs assigned to OGC and |
have noted which branch is tasked to respond to a QFR. [f classified responses are necessary, please provide paragraph
markings.so OCA can segregate that content.

Please forward responses to me by COB Monday, October 5, so | can obtain Valerie's approval by OCA's deadline of
COB Thursday, 10/08/09.

Thank you. ) '
<< File: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd >>

Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel o Patriot Act-705 -
Investigative Law Branch

FBI-PREPROCESSED00218



Office[oi_m.&feneral Counsel
| Room

UNCLASSIFIED
UNSLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-706

b6
biC -

FBI-PREPROCESSED00219



ALL INFORMATION CONTAIMNED
HERETIN I5 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 07-13-2010 BY 65179 DMH/STP/FI 10-CV-00755

(OGC) (FBI)
[

From: loGce) (FBI)

b6

Sent: rM.Q.DdﬁALDﬁ.QbﬂLQi_ZOQQ_f 1:14 AM b7C
To: (OGC) (FBI)
Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)] | (0GC) (FBY)
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs -
UNCLASSIFIED b6
NON-RECORD b7C
| [ lcan vou tinker with the 215 responseI perl |email; ‘1 think we need to b?
[
OGC/NSLB
Unit Chief
I_Edm_uanml Unit
b6
. B7C
From: I I(OGC) (FBI) ) : ‘
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 10:49 AM
To: - [ lcoGoy (Fery] L(0Ge) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); 0GC)
(een] KOGC)(FBL)| [coGe) (ra1) i(OGC) (FB);
(OGC) (FBI) -
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);| josy (FBI);IZ'(OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs _ '
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5
b6
From: l kOGC) (FBI) :
Sent: 09 10:26 AM , ‘ bic
To: (OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, : 0GC) (FBI);
—(OGOY(FB J(oGC) (FBI) (OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI);
| J(OGC) (FBY)
cc MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI) Josoy ey 1(0Ge) (Fen
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs .
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Have wel [ Is that] | ©°
PP How i twiaeFiyGvant to say| [

[l

Will this cuase concern? |

FBI-PREPROCESSED00220



b5

<< File: QFR (2).wpd >>

OGC/NSLB
Unit Chief
Policy & Training Unit

b6
b7C

From: | [OGC) (FBI) . . .
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 9:42 AM '

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)] loco gy kocoy per; [ Joeyrsuy;
(0GC) (FeN)] (OGC) (FBL) ,

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);] JoGC) (reD)] ] (0GC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

<< File: QFR (2).wpd >>

Stevd ___ Jhere is a draft of the QFRs assigned to NSLPTU.

They need to be reviewed byIZland the ops attys who may have further insight.
I'll be back around noon to finish.

Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit

National Security Law Branch bo

b7C

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:46 AM
To: (QGQC) (FBI) I |(OGC\ (EBI}: I |OGC) (FBI):

(0GC)(FBI);| (OGC) (FBI);| [(OGC) (FBDY

Cc: - MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); [T0GC) (7B | (oGe) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Elaine sent something out changing the deadline to 9 am. We should do our best to get it to her as soon as possible.
What is the ETA on close to final?

Steven N. Siegel ’ ' b6
Deputy General Counsel b7C
National Security Law Branch

8ffice of the General vCounseI

Patriot Act-720

FBI-PREPROCESSED00221



From: l loGe) (FBIY
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:39 AM

To: I_ﬂmgulmu_u_(loeq e Joee) (FeD] coce) (reny] kosoyran;
(OGC) (FBI) ](0GC) (FBL) _
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); |(0Ge) (FeD) ] |coce) (FaI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs - :
v b6
UNCLASSIFIED : : b7C
NON-RECORD : : )

Steve, we have a draft response but | had the deadline from Elaine as COB today and the hard deadline for Valerie as
COB 10/8. If the 9 am is your internal deadline, we'll need a little more time this morning.

Just let me know.

Thanks.

Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
National Securitv Law Branch

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL
’ b6
b7¢

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) :

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:02 AM :

To: [ 1c0GO) (kBN koco) eand |coce) (ra); |:|
(OGC)(FBI)l— OGC) (FBI 0OGC) (FBI) - i

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI); [(0GC) (FBD) ‘

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Reminder that responses are due by 0900 today. Where are we with these?
Thanks.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel

National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2009 SiJ.LAM_I
To: I lcoGo) (kRD: (0GC) (FBD:| |coGe) (FBI);:| :

(OGC)(FBI)| 0GC) (FBI (OGC) (FBI)
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)] (OGC) (FBI o b6
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 S)C QFRs atriot Act-721 B7C

FBI-PREPROCESSED00222



UNCLASSIFIED -
NON-RECORD

My comments on who should answer are below.

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

| ! : b6

b7cC

From: | |iOGC) (FBI)

Sent: Mon mber 28, 2009 4:.08 PM
To: B Yoot e locovemn Jocoren]______ ]os0)

(FeD);] Jocoyrenl___ koGC) (FeN)
Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Ladies and gentlemen:

Below are the QFRs, which were generated after the Director's testimohy on September 16th. Per
Valerie, they are due to Elaine NLT Monday morning, October 5th. | am taking a best guess on who
owns these, but obviously defer to Steve and Rick for a more concise assignment.

Thanks.

Questioné 15, 16, 32, 33, 34, and 39 pertains to NSLB:

_ b6
# 15 deals with the renewal of the roving wiretap authority. NSLPTU, Ops Units? This is the brc
ascertainment question. DiDstaft looking in to this?

~ # 16 deals with the L.one Wolf provisiovn. NSLPTU, Ops Units? NSLPTU.

# 32 deals with the Detention Policy Task Force. I:l but some of the parts of this question need
to be referred to others (DOJ?) _ _ '

#33 deals with HIG issues specifically on when High-Value detainees will be Mirandized.
but some or most of this question needs to be referred to DOJ and/or NSC.

#34 deals with with roving wiretap, Lone WoIf and buness records. NSLPTU, Ops Units?
NSLPTU.

#39 deals with HIG again, same as #33. - but will need input from NSB.

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: r 28, 2009 11:26 AM : : b6
To: (OGC) (FBI) BIC
Subject: . FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs '

Importance: High

: Patriot Act-722
UNCLASSIFIED

FBI-PREPROCESSED00223



NON-RECORD

Here it is|:| Thanks.

Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

ko) (ren]

| coGe) (FaI)

Roo |

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 7:40 AM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI);

Cc: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
Importance: High -

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Good morning,

b6
b7cC

OCA has advised that following the Director's 9/16/09 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC), they have
received numerous Questions for the Record (QFRs) for response. | have attached the QFRs assigned to OGC and |

have noted which branch is tasked to respond to a QFR. If classified responses are necessary, please provide paragraph
- markings so OCA can segregate that content

Please forward responses to me by COB Monday, October 5, so | can obtain Valerie's approval by OCA s deadline of

COB Thursday, 10/08/09.

Thank you.
<< File: OGC QFRS.100809.wpd >>

Elaine N. Lammert
Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch

Ofﬁc:lmhf_?eneral Counsel
Roo

UNCLASSIFIED

- UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-723

FBI-PREPROCESSED00224



ALL INFURMATION CONTAINED D&TE: 07-13-2010

S%&T HEFEIN IS TNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/KM
WHERE SHOWH OTHEEWIRZE | . FEASON: 1.4 {c,d]
: , DECLASSIFY ON: 07-13-2035
| !(OGC) (FBI) : © 10-C¥-00755
From: I koGoe) (FBI) - | /
Sent: 1, 2009 1:56 PM
To: (OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)I
(OGC) (FBI) be
Cc: ) [ |(OGC) (FBI) b7C
Subject: " RE: Roving Authority Issue
Attachments: 278-HQ-C1 229736-V10-8121[1].EC.WPD
SE%%T S o ‘ .
R] ORB\415-HQ ‘ b7E
Attached is the only EC from| [t it h ACS and Sentinel searches from 4/17-present. The I0B
number assigned is: 10B # 1668 and assigned to | ) ‘ . .

278-HQ-C1229736- / : : - b6
VIO-8121[1)EC.. - : ' : 17C

Management & Program Analyst

- _OGC/NSLBP&TU

This communication contains privileged and confidential attorney work product/attorney client information.

From: T koGe) (Fen) o
- Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 1: ZI‘J.EM_I( : :b6
To: I_SJ.&EL..SIELEN.N._{QiC) (FBI); OGC) (FBI) . : bic
Cc: - : (OGC) (FBI)] koac) (rI)
Subject: Roving Authority Issue j
Importance: High
s T o ' N _ BT
co 15-HQ : Cot
Steve,

Valerie asked if we were aware of an instance where we used roving FISA authority and erronedusly "roved” onto a
facility that was NOT being used by our target

I:landzlhad looked into this issue in April 2009. As you can see by the email chain below, there were NO reports -
where we erroneously "roved" onto a facility that was not the target.

|:| is checking now to determine whether we had any reports from April 2009 to present. _ e

: Patriot Act-758
S)?él\%ET -

FBI-PREPROCESSED00225



SPERET

From: l loGe) (FBI)

Sent: _Eu'nunm_].umalnss PM

To: ) iy Jcoac) (ren (060) (Fe) b
cc: L I(OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) - < D
Subject: 10B database--Roving Authorlty ‘ . ’ ]
SESRET

REZORD 415-HQ
I:land:l searched ACS (Case ldentification Number 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO where reports of potential 0B

matters and OGC/NSLB's OB decisions are located) and all of the IOB databases. Based upon their search, the

- following information was found: .
bl

1. Potential IOB Matter 2005-160 ‘ , : : b6
. o : b7C
Report of potential IOB, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 848;
IOB Opinion, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO serial 1068
() b1
b2
b7E
Z. I_n:menna.l.u.maa.l.l.elrzuua-ﬂ/a , _ _
Report of potential IOB, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 7089 -
1OB QOnpinion: As of April 17, 2009 no opinion by OGC/NSLB vet
(3] .
bl
b2
b4
b7D
bTE
':S :' | foverproduction in response to an NSL). ‘
— bl
(3] b6
_ b7C
(51

Please let me know if there is any other information that you need.
b6
_ ; b7C
Patriot Act-759

From: ' | JcctD) (FBY)

SPERET

FBI-PREPROCESSED00226



SBZ‘T%ET

Sent: rE;mL_AnuLLZ_ZQ@I 10:34 AM
To: (0GC) (FBI):(OGC) (FBI)

Subject: IOB database b 6
. b7cC
ET _
RD 415-HQ

Hello,

~

| |su ggested | contact you as | am working on a tasking due today to determine if there haveAbeen any 10B bl

{5~ Viokations on| cases. These cases had roving wiretap authority and the Director's office wants to know if any IOB _
violations have been associated with the cases in using it. The cases are: - bl
; b6

,:5:,1 v b7C

ase is currently in but the authority was used when the case was in | b2
‘ b7E

Please let me know if you can help out with this, or provide the correct POC The deadline is 2pm today, was ask this
morning for the info. Thank you in advance for you assistance.

1

b2
ITOS 1/TDY Front Office ' : ‘ b6

b7cC

DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
'SECRET_

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

igence Investigations

ssification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterl

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G=
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

. Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign
"DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

unterintelligence Investigations

tigations

: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3 .dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence In
Y ON: 20340417 -

Patriot Act-760
SEPRET |

FBI-PREPROCESSED00227



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED D&TE: 07-13-2010
HEREIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/EM
WHEFE SHOWN OTHERWIGE EEALZ0M: 1.4 (c,d)

. DECLASSTIFY ON: 07-13-2035
SERRET//NOFORN

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

(Rev. 05-01-2008)

Precedence: ROUTINE : ‘ Date: 04/22/2009 b6

biC
I

To: - General Counsel Attn? acc |

NSLB, Room| |

b2
From: [ 1] | | - b7z
CDC1 .
Contact: | |
: b6
Approved By: bre
Drafted By: | | b2
_ ' b7A
m-Case-ID-#:- P&  278-HQ-C1229736-VIO  (Pending) ' ' DbIE
S I I (Pending)
WPt ler— 04 REPORTING OF POTENTIAL IOB VIOLATION;
OVER COLLECTION OF FISA DERIVED INFORMATION
Synopsis: To report a potential Intelligence Oversight Board
(PIOB) matter relative to the over collection of FISA derived
information.
Derive om : -1
Declassi n 4/22/2034
iUl4mReferencey~G§(: 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO Serial 5693 and serial 3726. -

Details: TS#ANF) This EC advises OGC/NSLB of a PIOB violation = 27
involving the over collection of FISArdgxi¥ed information b1
pursuant to an FBI] |Division Resident Agencyv (RA) e
(8) b7cC
b2
//Thel | RA case agent assigned to this\ fnvestigation P7E
1s SA | and the SSA is 16

() b7C

bl
b6
b7C

§§E§ET//N0F0RN

Patriot Act-761

FBI-PREPROCESSED00228



1N

2

To: General Counsel }From: :
Re(;S( 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, 04/22/2009

SE@&//NOFORN

b2
b7E

bl
b2
b6
b7cC
b7D
b7E

bl

(31

gy

b2

b7E

s@zé;T//NOFORN
| 2

Patriot Act-762

FBI-PREPROCESSED00229



sﬁbkéiz/NOFORN | -~

To: General Counsel From: | | b7E
WRer IR 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, 04/22/2009
18
bl
b2
b6

b7C .
>< L1 [

s@ﬁ&gj//NOFORN
3

Patriot Act-763

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00230



SE /NOFORN

b2
To: epneral Counsel Fer:l | b7E
iUhRe:%Bg 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, 04/22/2009
LEAD(s) :

Set Lead 1: (Action)

GENERAL_COUNSEL

AT WASHINGTON, DC

O ) To report a potential Intelligence Oversight Board
(PIOB) matter relative to the over collection of FISA-related
information. '

134

s@ﬁ(/NOFORN
.

Patriot Act-764 -

FBI-PREPROCESSED00231



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED DATE: 07-13-2010
3 ET . HEEEIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/KN

WHERE 3HOWH OTHERWISE REASON: 1.4 {c.d]
DECLASSIFY OH: 07-13-2035
(OGC) (FBI) : L0 CY-O0755 :
From: o I(OGC) (FBI) . : : o
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 2:06 PM b6
To: (OGC) (FBI) ‘ : : b7C
Subject: RE: Roving Authority Issue
S T
‘RE 415-HQ
/
| Let me know if there is anything else! b5
I I ,
-Management & Program Analyst : be
OGC/NSLBP&TU BIC

This communication contains privileged and confidential attorney work product/attorney client information.

" From: l loce) (FBI) - :
- Sent: '_Mmdaaden:zmher_ll.|2009 2:05 PM .
To: (OGC) (FBI) b6
Subject: RE: Roving Authority Issue ' b7C
CBET

RECGORD 415-HQ

Thank voul | b5
| __| Thanks again.

From: | [(0Gc) (Fany - : o '
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 1:56 PM ' bE
To: loGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N, (OGC) (FBI);|:|(OGC) (FBI) b7
c: KOGC) (FBI) , bic
Subject: RE: Roving Authority Issue
S ET ) .
R D 415-HQ . b2
_ : _ bTE

Attached is the only EC froml |that hit i h ACS and Sentinel searches from 4/17-present. The I0B
number assigned is; |0OB # 1668 and assigned to ’ )
<< File: 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO-8121[1].EC.WPD >>

| | ) . ) ’ bé
Management & Program Analyst » _ n7C

| —

This communication contains privileged and confidential attorney work product/attorney cliént information.

~ Patriot Act-765

From: | I(OGC) (FBI)

SEPRET

FBI-PREPROCESSED00232



Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 1: )
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. {OGC) (FBI); OGC) (FBI)
ce: (OGC) (FBI) 0GC) (FBI)

Subject: Roving Authority Issue

Importance: High

S T :

RE 415-HQ » . b6
b7C

Steve,

Valerie asked if we were aware of an instance where we used roving FISA authority and erroneously "roved" onto a
facility that was NOT being used by our target. o

I:Iandlzlhad looked into this issue in April 2009. As you can see by the email chain below, there were NO reports
~where we erroneously "roved” onto a facility that was not the target.

I:Iis checking now to determine whether we had any reports from April 2009 to present.

From: l foGe) (FI)

Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 1:56 PM .
To: kemoyrey . os0) ren)] lcosc) re1y .
Cc: [(OGC) (FBIL); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (F8I) -
Subject: IOB database--Roving Authority bic
S T
ORD 415-HQ
| and] kearched ACS (Case Identification Number 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO where reports of potential IOB
matters and OGC/NSLB's I0OB decisions are located) and all of the IOB databases. Based upon their search, the
following information was found: o ' i‘é
1. Potential IOB Matter 2005-160 . - R o b7C
Report of potential OB, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 848;
IOB Opinion, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO serial 1068
b1
(5] b2
b7E
2. | Potential I0B Matter 2008-1178 . . b1
(5} oo ot potential I0B, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 7089 ‘ : N
IOB Opinion: As of April 17, 2009, no opinion by OGC/NSLB yet lgé
(3] | | Patriot Act-766 B7D
b2

' S%QET | ‘ | b7E

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00233



| | |
(5] b1
b2
b7E
R Koverproduction in response to an NSL). | b1
' b6
150 b7¢C
|
15|
Please let me know if there is any other information that you need. _
beé
b7Cc
From: ] | SYG)
Sent: I_Ennu.AnuLLLZQ.QSI 0:34 AM
To ‘ sy Jioso) e
Subject: .10B database
: : ' b6
Tr : b7C

RECO 15-HQ

Hello,

S | _ lsuagested | contact you as | am working on a tasking due today to determine if there have been any I0OB
': :' V‘ib'létibﬁs'orl ases. These cases had roving wiretap authority and the Director's office wants to know if any IOB
-violations have been associated with the cases in using it. The cases are: : b1

b6
b7cC

sase is currently inlzl but the authority was used when the case was in|:|_
. b2

b7E

iSL

Please let me know if you can help out with this, or provide the correct POC. The deadllne is 2pm today, was ask this
morning for the info. Thank you in advance for you assistance.

ITOS 1/TDY Front Office ' ‘ b6
b7C

DER OM: G-3 FBI WGuide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreiqn. Counterlintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON=26340417
SEC ‘

Patriot Act-767

S?,(RET

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00234



ntelligence Investigations

DERIVED FROM: FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Count
DECLASSIFY ON: 20330417 :
SECRET :

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97; Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417 '
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, datéd. 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations |
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417 '
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBt Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Co
DECLASSIFY ON:
SECRET

terintelligence Investigations

D FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence
LASSIFY ON: 20340417 :
SECRET

|  Patriot Act-768
Sgb(&ET
. .

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00235



: ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED DATE: 07-13-2010
SE@RET HEREIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STE/KN

WHERE SHOWH OTHERWISE FEASON: 1.4 (c,d)
DECLASSIFY ON: 07-13-2035
|==4(OGC) (FBI) . 10_Cv_o072os

From: l(0GC) (FBI) ' b6
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 4:19 PM b7C
To: SIEGFl STEVEN N. (OGC) (FB|)
Cc: I [0GC) (EBI); lcoco) FBi |

OGC) (FBI) [oGTyFEN| [(0GC)

: (FBI ‘

Subject: Roving Authority Issue

SEC //NOFORN
RECORD™15-HQ

Steve,

Valerie asked if we were aware of an instance where we used rovmg FISA authority and erroneously "roved" onto a
facility that was NOT being used by our target.

Response: Our research indicates that there were NO reports where we erroneoUst “roved" onto a facility that was not
the target:
b6
“In April 2009]:|and|:|searched ACS (Case Identification Number 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO where reports of - b7¢C
potential IOB matters and OGC/NSLB's 10B decisions are located) and all of the 0B databases. Based upon their
search, the following information was found:

1. Potential OB Matter 2005-160 | o
) — b7C
Report of potential I0B, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 848;
10B Opinion, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO serial 1068
()
bl
b2
b7E
2 2. Potential IOB Matter 2008-1178 , bl
’ Report of potential |OB, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 7089
10B Opinion: no opinion by OGC/NSLB yet
23
I I ,
bl
b4
b’?D
|

(-1

[>< 1 o
[ e
>

Patriot Act-769

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00236



13 .
bl

b2

b7E

e [overproduction in response to an NSL).
‘ bl
1a- b6
b7C
(&)
Let me know if you need anything else.
, b6

L 1 | | -

From: [ | D) (Fe) ' 3
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009'10:34 AM
To: ﬁ_p_‘_| ©co) Fe________ ]oGc) (Fen)
Subject: 10B database ) b6
. : ) b7C
S ET

R D 415-HQ

Hello,

| |'<lmgested | contact you as | am working on a tasking due today to determine if there have been any 10B bl
ES :' ~violations of [:ases. These cases had roving wiretap authority and the Director's office wants to know if any I0B
violations have been associated with the cases in using it. The cases are:

bl
b6

15|

b7C
ase is currently in but the authority was used when the case was in I:'
v b2

b7E

Please let me know if you can help out with this, or provide the correct POC. The deadline is 2pm today, was ask this
morning for the info. Thank you in advance for you assistance. ‘

, | ’ ' b2
. ;b6
ITOS 1/TDY Front Office ~.bicC

Patriot Act-770

S%T

FBI-PREPROCESSED00237



SOARET

\E‘RIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3 dated 1/97, Forelqn Counterintelligence Investidations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBLClassification Guide G- 3 dated 1/97, Foreign Countérintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417 '
SECRET

. DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide-G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417 :
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI.Classifjeati
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

eign Counterintelligence Investigations

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligehece Investigations

DECL FY ON: 20340921 -
S ET/NOFORN

: Patriot Act-771
sf,&{r T
, ; .

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00238



ALL INFORMATIGON CONTAINED DATE: 07-13-2010
S%ET HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCERT  CLAZSIFIED EY 65179 DMH/STP/KM

WHERE SHOWH OTHERUISE RELZ0H: 1.4 (c,.d)
_ DECLASSIFY ON: 07-13-2035
(OGC) (FBI) , 10-C¥-00755
From: R |(oGC) (FBY)
Sent: ' eptember 21, 2009 1:53 PM
To: ' (OGC) (FBI) ‘ b6
Subject: FW: Roving Authority Issue ' b7cC

.8 r
REQORDY15-HQ

~ Could ¥ou see if there has been an opinion in the following situation, ‘and if so, whether it was reportable. Thanks!

I: o :I . Potential IOB Matter 2008-1178
-

bl
Report of potential IOB, 278-HQ-C1229736-VI0, serial 7089
IOB Opinion: As of April 17, 2009, no opinion by OGC/NSLB yet
From: l koace) (Fer)
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 l.ZIS_IZI!I_k
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); OGC) (FBI)
Cc: [ | (0GC) (FBD)] [coGe) (FB)
Subject: Roving Authority Issue
-Importance: High
SECR
REZORD 415-HQ
b6
b7C

Steve,

Valerie asked if we were aware of an instance where we used roving FISA authority and erroneously 'roved" onto a facility
that was NOT being used by our target.

I;Iandlzlhad looked into this issue in April 2009. As you can see by the email chaln below, there were NO reports
ere we erroneously roved" onto a facility that was not the target. ~

I:lls checking now to determine whether we had any reports from April 2009 to present.

I

From: | kocc) (Fe1)

Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 1:56 PM - .

To: [ |(cTD) (FBI) |oGe) (reD)| loce) (re) _

cc: [ JOGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) b6
Subject: TOB database-—-Roving Authority b7C
S T

RECO 415-HQ
[ ] ' Patriot Act-775

%ET o

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00239



852435

b6
[ Jand[Jsearched ACS (Case Identification Number 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO where reports of potential IOB matters | -
and OGC/NSLB's 10B deC|S|ons are located) and all of the |OB databases. Based upon their search, the following

-information was found:

. bl
1. Potential IOB Matter 2005-160 b6
|: s :| b7C
Report of potential I0B, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 848;
inion, 278-HQ- - rial 1068 l
(Eh bl
b2
b7E
I: S:I 2 " Potential IOB Matter 2008-1178 bl
Report of potential 10B, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 7089
IOB Qoinion: As of April 17, 2009, no opinion by OGC/NSI B vet Lbl
E535 b4
, | | b7D
b2
b7E
I: S:I | overproduction in response to an NSL). B
. b6
(5] b7C
(8
Please let me know if there is any other information that you need. e
[ ]
From: l lccto) (FBI)
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 10:34 AM
To: - %:;(OGC) ;[ ooo) (ren
Subject: atabase BE
SECREL b7C
RECORDN15-HQ
Hello,
|:S:| ) uggested | contact you as | am working on a tasking due today to determine if there have been any I0B bl
violatiors-o cases. These cases had roving wiretap authority and.the Director's office wants to know if any IOB
violations haveeen associated with the cases in using it. The cases are: _
Patriot Act-776 bl
8 [ bs
bicC

| |
SPERET | 2

FBI-PREPROCESSED00240



S%ET : | | ' | b1

b7C

ase is currently in but the authority was used when the case was in

Please let me know if you can help out with this, or provide the correct POC. The deadline is 2pm today, was ask this
morning for the info. Thank you in advance for you assistance.

I:l : ‘ ' : b2
) . ) ’ b 6
ITOS 1/TDY Front Office b7C

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterlntelllgenc nvestigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET™

DERIVED FROM: G-
DECLASSIFY ON: 2034
SECRET -

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification“Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investiqatio'ns
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated n Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417

SECRET

Forei

n Counte igence Investig

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreig
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SE

Patriot Act-777
SEPRET

FBI-PREPROCESSED00241



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

DATE: 07-13-20L10
g T HEFEIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED BY 65173 DMH/STP /K
WHERE SHOWH OTHERWISE : BEAZON: 1.4 (c,d)
DECLASSIFY ON: 07-13-2035
(OGC) (FBI) 10-CY-00755
From: I | (OGC) (FBI) b6
Sent: Monday, September 21f 2009 3:46 PM bicC
To: ' (OGC) (FBI)
Cc: I | (0Ge) (FBI)
Subject: " RE: Roving Authority Issue
| do not have that OB here. | do not recall having one with that issue.
. Thanks,

Assistant General Counsel b2
National Security Law Branch - b6
Federal Bureau of Investigation b7¢

This document may contain Attorney-Client/Attorney Work Product or other privileged information and may not

be disseminated without prior OGC approval.

From: | l(oGe) (FBL)
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 3:34 PM
To: [ |(OGC) (FBI)

Cc: l __koace) (reI)
Subject: RE: Roving Authority Issue
SECRET

RECORR 415-HQ

H_]

Do you have 10B #11787? If so, is it reportable?

Management Program Analyst
OGC/NSLB
National Security Law Policy

and Training Unit v
SPERET
7

Patriot Act-781

;

FBI-PREPROCESSED00242



SPERET

From: - sy ' b6

Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 1:53 PM ‘ b7C
To: - (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Roving Authority Issue

SESRET

RECORB.415-HQ

]

Could foL, see if there has been an opinion in the following situation, and if so, whether it was reportable. Thanks!

" Potential IOB Matter 2008-1178 | -

~ Report of potential 10B, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 7089 :
10B Opinion: As of April 17, 2009, no opinion by OGC/NSLB yet

From: | |(OGC) (FBI)
Sent: onday, September 21, 2009 1:29 PM

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (QGC) (FBI);[ koco (FBI)

Ca ‘ 0GC) (FBI)] |(oGe) (FBI) - : b6
Subject: Roving Authority Issue b7C
Importance: High \ :
SECRE

 REGORDY{5-HQ

i
Steve,

Valerie asked if we were aware of an instance where we used roving FISA authority and erroneously "roved" onto a facility
~: that was NOT being used by our target. .

:land Elhad looked into this issue'in April 2009. As you can see by the email chain below, there were NO reports
where we erroneously "roved” onto a facility that was not the target.

:Iis checking now to determine whether we had any reports from April 2009 to present.

[ ]

From: | |(OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Fri il 1:56 PM -

To: (cTD) (Fa1)] |(0Go) (FBD)] J(oae) (FBD)

Cc: l [(OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) ,

Subject: "~ IOB database--Roving Authority b6
RET b7C

REZORB. 415-HQ

[

[ Jand[__Isearched ACS (Case Identification Number 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO where reports of potential IOB matters
and OGC/NSLB's 10B decisions are located) and all of the IOB databases. Based upon their search, the following

information was found: .
. Patriot Act-782
1. Potential IOB Matter 2005-160

sE)z(RET \

FBI-PREPROCESSED00243



bl

SERRET |
. ' b6
(&) ] s ’ b7C

Report of potential 10B, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 848;
IOB Opinion, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO serial 1068

15|

bl
b2
b7E

|: 2 :| 2. Potential IOB Matter 2008-1178 : ' : b1

Report of potential IOB, 278-HQ-C1229736-VI0, serial 7089
IOB Opinion: As of April 17, 2009, no opinion by OGC/NSLB yet

bl
5} i Y
‘ [ | 7D
b2
b7E
(5] 1 | (overproduction in respovnse to an NSL). -
. b6
(3 B7C
(&)

Please let me know if there is any other information that you need.

- b7C

From: | | (CTD) (FBI)
Sent: I_Fnd_athQm_]_th@‘ 10:34 AM
To: (0GC) (FBI);|:|(OGC) (FBI)
Subject: I0B database .
) b6
SE T b7C
CORD 415-HQ o
Hello,

I: S:l | |squested | contact you as | am working on a tasking due today to determine if there have been any OB bl -

~ violations o1 [cases. These cases had roving wiretap authority and the Director's office wants to know if any 10B.
violations have been associated with the cases in using it. The cases are: ‘ )

bl
. b6
I: = :l ' v ' ' b7C
ase is currently in but the authority was used when the case was in
’ b2
Patriot Act-783 b7E
3

SORRET

FBI-PREPROCESSED00244



SPERET

Please let me know if you can help out with this, or provide the correct POC. The deadline is 2pm today, was ask this
morning for the info. Thank you in advance for you assistance. ,

I:l ' _ b2
b6

ITOS 1/TDY Eront Office b7c

VED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign. Counterintelligence |
SSIFY ON: 20340417

DERIVED FROM-\G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterhitelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foréign Counterintelligence Investigations
- DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417 '
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Gui
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET ‘

G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classificati 7, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417

SECRET

Guide G-3, dated

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBf Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign |
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterlntelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

’ . Patriot Act-784
SPRET

FBI-PREPROCESSED00245



(8]~

ALL INFOFRMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN If UNCLASAIFIED EXCEPT
WHERE 3SHOWI OTHERWISE

S%T

DATE: 07-13-2010
CLASSIFIED EY 65179 DMH/STE/EM
EEASON: 1.4 (c,d)

DECLASSIFY OM: 07-13-2035
| |(OGC) (FBI) 10-CV-00755
From: l(oce) (FBI)
Sent: I_M.an.daLS.emethLfL 2009 3:38.PM
To: (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Roving Authority Issue
) b6
b7cC
SECRE
REZORD#46:HQ
It has not.
I |
Management Program Analyst
OGC/NSLB
National Security Law Policy
I_an.d_tmmm_uf/t
From: (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 2:17 PM
To: (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Roving Authority Issue
S ET b6
c 415-HQ b7C

:’could you also see if 2009-1668 has been signed by Steve? It's still in the pending uploads file. Thanks!

From: l ] (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: , 2009 1:53 PM
To: (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Roving Authority Issue
SE¢ZRET

R D 415-HQ

[

b6
b7C

Could fou see if there has been an opinion in the following situation, and if so, whether it was reportable. Thanks!

I_EQ.I&D.T.LaLIQB_M.aﬁ.E[ 2008-1178

Report of potential 10B, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 7089
10B Opinion: As of April 17, 2009, no opinion by OGC/NSLB yet

‘ (OGC) (FBI)

From: | |

Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 1:

To: Slaiel S1RUsH L 0 (FBDET:k%LfFBI)

Cc: (OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: Roving Authority Issue

Importance: High

SECRET Patriot Act-785
R D 415-HQ )

SPPRET

bl

b6
b7C

FBI-PREPROCESSED00246



SP;‘RET

Eb6
Steve, b7cC
Valerie asked if we were aware of an instance where we used roving FISA authority and erroneously "roved" onto a facility
that was NOT being used by our target. .

[ land had looked into this issue in April 2009. As you can see by the email chain below, there were NO reports
where we erroneously "roved"” onto a facility that was not the target.

I:l is checking now to determine whether we had any reports from April 2009 to present.

[ 1

From: [ | (0GC) (.FBI)

Sent: : Friday, April 17, 2009 1:56 PM

To: | D) (FeI)| (oce) (FaI)| |(oGe) (FBL Y
Ce: J(OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) B
Subject: ' atabase--Roving Authority <

S T.

R 415-HQ

[ ]

nc‘ :searched ACS (Case Identification Number 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO where reports of potential [OB matters
and OGC/NSLB's IOB decisions are located) and all of the |OB databases. Based upon their search, the following
information was found:

bl
1. Patential IOR Matter 2005-160 b6
_b7C
FIR
Report of potential IOB, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 848;
I0OB Opinion, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO serial 1068 y
I
(& b1
b2
b7E
I:S:I 2. Potential IOB Matter 2008-1178 b1
Report of potential I0B, 278-HQ-C1229736-VI0, serial 7089
I0B Opinion: As of April 17, 2009, no opinion by OGC/NSLB yet
18] b1
| | | b4
b7D
b2
b7E
I:S:I | S Patriot ACt-/c6
overproduction in response to an NSL). bl
2 b6
b7cC

FBI-PREPROCESSED00247



SPRET

bl
(5] | b6

b7C
(3]

Please let me know if there is any other information that you need. v
b6
b7C

From: [ [(CTD) (FBD)

Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 10:34 AM

To: I Joco ey Jocc) 8D e

Subject: 10B database b7C

S T

D 415-HQ .

Hello,

| |su ggested | contact you as | am working on a tasking due today to determine if there have been any |OB bl
': ] :' “violations 01 ases. These cases had roving wiretap authority and the Director's office wants to know if any IOB

violations have been associated with the cases in using it. The cases are: bl
, _ ' b6
(51 ' ‘ bIC
| ase is curréntly in but the authority was used when the case was in b2
‘ b7E
Please let me know if you can help out with this, or provide the correct POC. The deadline is 2pm today, was ask this
morning for the info. Thank you in advance for you assistance.
b2
. b6
ITOS 1/TDY Front Office : . : BIC

DﬁNED\FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterlntelliqemiqations'
DECLASSIFY-ON: 20340417
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Gu
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

d 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations

DERIVED FROM:G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counter

ON: 20340417 . -‘
s&cﬁET Patriot Act-787

SE]SRET o

elligence Investigations

FBI-PREPROCESSED00248



ALL 'INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASZIFIED EXCEPT
WHERE SHOWH OTHERWISE

S?é&ET

DATE: 07-13-2010

CLASSIFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP/KH
FE&EON: 1.4 (c,d)
DECLABEIFY ON: 07-13-2035
10-C¥=-00755

_I [oGe) (FBY)

| |(OGC) (FBI)”

From:

Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 3:30 PM
To: [ |(OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Roving Authority Issue

2|

EORET
=CORD 415-HQ

Feb., 2009. | was getting ready to send him an e-mail.

Management Program Analyst
OGC/NSLB .
National Security Law Policy

and Training urlt

From: | |(0GE) (FeD)
Sent: 1, 2009 3:28 PM
To: (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Roving Authority Issue
SESRET

RECORD 415-HQ

He got that one a while ago!

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

RE

1 kOGc) (FBI)

Monday, §§Q§§mh§ﬁ 21,2009 3:26 PM
(OGC) (FBI)

RE: Roving Authority Issue

T
D 415-HQ

I:lis assigned and | have no indication that he has adjudicated it.

Management Program Analyst

OGC/NSLB

National Security Law Policy
and Training Unit

[ [(0GC) (FBI)

From:
Sent: 1, 2009 1:53 PM
To: Emwj(osq (FBI) .
Subject: . Roving Authority Issue
S T
RE 415-HQ o .
/ ~ : : Patriot Act-791

SE\E/%T

b6
b7cC

b6
b7cC

b6
b7C

FBI-PREPROCESSED00249



| S%QET | |
I:ll ’ . . ﬁsc

oul u see if there has been an opinion in the following situation, and if so, whether it was reportable. Thanks!

r 2008-1178

g - |
: Report of potential 10B, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 7089 bl
10B Opinion: As of Aprit 17, 2009, no opinion by OGC/NSLB yet .

From: | JOGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, September 21, 2009 1:29 PM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBD)[ lcoGo) (FBI)
Cc: 0GC) (FBI);]| koace) (FeI)
Subject: Roving Authority Tssue
Importance: High
S : L
: b6
RE 415-HQ b7C
Steve,

~ Valerie asked if we were aware of an instance where we used roving FISA authority and erroneously "roved” onto a facility
that was NOT being used by our target. ‘ :

I;landDhad looked into this issue in April 2009. As you can see by the email chain below, there were NO reports
where we erroneously "roved” onto a facility that was not the target.

is checking now to determine whether we had any reports from April 2009 to present.

[ 1

From: | (OGC) (FBI) _
Sent: . '_E[Ld_aL_AQLLI_].Z._M 156 PM

. To: ﬁ(cm) crenl }coc0) (FeD)] | coae) (FeYy _
Cc: [ OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) o b6
Subject: 108B database--Roving Authority b7cC
SECRET
RE 4:] RB.415-HQ

[ 1

|:|and| |searched ACS (Case Identification Number 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO where reports of potential IOB matters
and OGC/NSLB's 0B decisions are located) and all of the IOB databases. Based upon their search, the following

information was found: ﬁé
1. _Potential IOB Matter 2005-160 p7C
R
Report of potential I0B, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 848; : ' bl
I0B Opinion, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO serial 1068 ‘ : ' b2
bTE

Patriot Act-792

S%HET

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00250



%QET | : ‘ B S

(1]

b7E

(gy .2 Eolentiel 0B Malier 008-1178 o o1

Report of potential IOB, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 7089
IOB Opinion: As of April 17, 2009, no opinion by OGC/NSLB yet

(5:,5 bl

b7D

=y L ‘ |overproduction in response to an NSL). , b1l
b6

(31 b7C

(5

Please let me know if there is any other information that you need.

: _ : b7C

From: | CTD) (FBI) _ . . b6
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 10:34 AM i te
o oo e oso e o
Subject: 10B database ‘ . ’
SECRET

RECORR,415-HQ )

Hello,
. . o . bl
| |squested | contact you as | am working on a tasking due today to determine if there have been any I0B
': ] :' ~violations'onl_lcases. These cases had roving wiretap authority and the Director's office wants to know if any IOB b1
violations have been associated with the cases in using it. The cases are: - ‘ " be
‘ ‘ - _ b7C
(8| S
3‘ ase is currently inlzl but the authority was used when the case was ir:| b2
v b7E

Please let me know if you can help out with this, or provide the correct POC. The deadline is 2pm today, was ask this ’
morning for the info. Thank you in advance for you assistance.

[ ]

ITOS 1/TDY Front Office - , Patriot Act-793

S;E{RET 3

b6
b7C

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00251



SE ‘T ' ' b2
‘ . b6
b7C

hERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligencg’Investigations
DEGLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Count
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

ntelligence Investigations

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBKClassification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Fogéign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 2034041

SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classificatien Guide G-3, d
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

d 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification G
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET )

dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Clas£ification Guide G-3, dated 1/9K, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 2034041

SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Cdunterlntelll ence Investigations
DEZLASSIFY ON: 20340417
ﬁCRET

Patriot Act-794
SEZ@ET :

FBI-PREPROCESSED00252



I

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEFEIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT
WHEFE SHOWN OTHERWISE

SPERET

DATE: 07-13-2010
CLASSIFIED BY oLl79 DMHASTE/EN

REAZON: 1.4 {c,d)

: DECLASSIFY ON: 07-13-2035

Iéoe'c) (FBY)

From: I l(0Ge) (FBI)

Sent I_Mmﬂ_amﬁ_gﬂemﬁft 2009 2:18 PM

To: (OGC) (FBI)

Subject RE: Roving Authority Issue

SEORET b6

X bicC

REZORB.415-HQ

Will do.
I |

Management Program Analyst

OGC/NSLB :

National Security Law Policy

and Training Unit

 From: 0GC) (FBI)

Sent: 1,2009 2:17 PM

To: (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Roving Authority Issue : ! b6

b7cC
S
15-H

CO

From: l 1(0GC) (FBI)
Sent: . Monday, September 21, 2009 1:53 PM
To: [ ] (oGe) (FBI)

. Subject: FW: Roving Authority Issue
S T
RE 415-H

]

could you also see if 2009-1668 has been signed by Steve? It's still in the pending uploads file. Thanks!

bé
b7C

ould you see if there has been an opinion in the following situation, and if so, whether it was reportable. Thanks!

Potential 10B Matter-2008-1178
I :

' |
Report of potential 10B, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO, serial 7089
IOB Opinion: As of April 17, 2009, no opinion by OGC/NSLB yet

From (OGC) (FBI)

Sent Monday, September 21, 2009 1:

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI)

Cc: | KOGC) (FBI)] |(OGC) (FBI)

Subject: Roving Authority Issue

Importance: High ‘

S ' Patriot Act-798
RE 415-HQ :

SPXRET

bl

b6
" bic

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00253



sﬁ‘ﬂa

Steve,

Valerie asked if we were aware of an instance where we used roving FISA authority and erroneously "roved" onto a facility

that was NOT being used by our target.

I;landIZIhad looked into this issue in April 2009. As you can see by the email chain below, there were NO reports
e A

re we erroneously "roved" onto a facility that was not the target. b6
" b7C
:'s checking now to determine whether we had any reports from April 2009 to present.
From: | (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 1:56 PM
To: ] _1(cTo) (FBD)] | cosc) (ranyi| lcoGe) (Fe)
Cc: o ] (0GC) (FBI); SIEGET, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: 10B database--Roving Authority b6
b7C
S ET
CORD 415-HQ

1

andl____lsearched ACS (Case Identification Number 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO where reports of potential IOB matters

and OGC/NSLB's |OB decisions are located) and all of the IOB databases. Based upon their search, the following

information was found: ié
: 1. Potential IOB Matter 2005-160 b7C
- "Report of potential TOB, 278-HQ-C1229736-VI0, serial 848
. 10B Opinion, 278-HQ-C1229736-VIO serial 1068 b1
(&) b2
b7E
2. i r 2008-1178 ,
eport of potenual 108, 278-HQ-C1229736-VI0, serial 7089
10B Opinion; As of April 17, 2009, no opinion by OGC/NSLB yet
(5) b1
I | b4
b7D
b2
b7E
Fatriot ACt-/5Y .
ES:I | l»verproduction in response to an NSL). bl
. : b6
2 b7cC

SPERET

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00254



' . bl
(3] b6
b7cC
(5) -
Please let me know if there is any other information that you need. . ‘ b6
1 | ere
From: | |(cTD) (FBI)
Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 10:34 AM : b6
To: [ Jocoy e JoGo) (FBI) b7C
Subject: 10B database ~
S T
R’ 415-HQ
Heilo, .
bl
| |quaqested | contact you as | am working on a tasking due today to determine if there have been any I0B
|: 5:| —violations-on|___|cases. These cases had roving wiretap authority and the Director's office wants to know if any IOB
violations have been associated with the cases in using it. The cases are: b1
b6
|: S :I b7cC
1 ase is currently ianl but the authority was used when the case was in oo
b7E

Please let me know if you can help out with this, or provide the correct POC. The deadline is 2pm today, was ask this
morning for the infq. Thank you in advance for you assistance.
b2

[ 1]

ITOS 1/TDY Front Office b7cC

DERIVEB-EROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G-3, dated 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON:
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-3 FBI Classification Guide G=3-datéd 1/97, Foreign Counterintelligence Investigations
DECLASSIFY ON: 20340417 .

SECRET
DERIVED pstigations
DECTASSIFY ON: 20340417 .
SECRET Patriot Act-800
3
4

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00255



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINELD
HEFEIN I35 UNCLASSIFIED :
DATE 07-13-2010 BY 65179 DMH/STEF/FEM 10-CV-00755

(OGC) (FBI)
From: | koce) (FBI) ,
Sent: Wednesday, August 26, 2009 5:01 PM bE
To: I J(OGQ) (FBI) ‘ B7C
Cc: | l(0GC) (FBI FOGCYFEBI): SIEGEL, STEVENN. ~'
: (OGC) (FBI)] |(0GC) (FBI;l |(OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's Congressional Appearance 9/16/2009 '
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
- . b5
Excellent,|

I?

From: l l(oGge) (;FB) - b6

Sent: mmmmm_zloosa 4:58 PM b7¢C
To: (0GC) (FBI) v
cc: [oGO) (Fy;| JoGe)(FBr); SIEGEL, STEVENN. (0GO) (FBI;[___ ](0G0)

1
Subject: RE: Director's Congressional Appearance 9/16/2009

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD .

| the reason for this is thatl

From: [ JioGo) (Fen)

Sent: Wednesday, August 26, 2009 4:55 PM C
To: [ ] (OGC) (FBI) ) . bo6
Cc: | |(OGC) (FBI);I |(OGC)(FBI);| |(OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) b7¢C

(FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's Congressional Appearance 9/16/2009

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

[ ]

Can you ?

b5

Thanks

Chief, Counterterrorism Law Unit 1
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

b2
b6
b7cC

This may be a privileged attorney-client/ attorney work produ@zitioneic@iR

1
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FEDEEREAL BUEEAL OF INMVESTIGATION
FOIPA

DELETED PAGE INMFORMATION SHEET

Mo Duplication Feesz are charged for Deleted Page Informmation Sheetis).

Total Deleted Page(s) — 129

Fage 14 — Duplicate
Fage 15 —~ Duplicate
Fage 18 — Duplicate
Fage 19 ~ Duplicate
Fage 21 ~ Duplicate
FPage 22 ~ Duplicate
Page 353 — b5

FPage 34 — b5

FPage 35 —~ b5

Fage 58 ~ hsS

Fage 37 ~ hs

Fage 38 — Duplicate
Fage 39 ~ Duplicate
Fage 40 ~ Duplicate
FPage 46 — Duplicate
FPage 47 — Duplicate
FPage 48 — Duplicate
FPage 49 — Duplicate
Fage 50 — Druplicate
Fage 51 — Druplicate

ermail string
ermail string
ermail string
ermail string
etnall string
ermall string

ernail string
etnall string
ermall string
ernail string
ernail stritg
ermail string
ermail string
ermail string
ernail string

Fage 55 ~ Outside the Scope
FPage 568 ~ Outside the Scope

Page 57 — Outside the Scope

Page 58 — Outside the Scope
FPage 59 — DOutside the Scope

FPage al — Outside the Scope

Fage a1l — Duplicate
Fage 62 — Duplicate
Fage 63 ~ Duplicate
Fage a4 ~ Duplicate
FPage 65 — Duplicate
FPage 74 — Duplicate
FPage 75 — Duplicate
FPage 7o — Duplicate
Fage 25 —~ Duplicate
Fage 24 — Druplicate
Fage 25 ~ Duplicate
Fage 96 ~ Duplicate
Fage 97 ~ Duplicate
FPage 28 — Duplicate
FPage 299 — Duplicate

FPage 100 — Duplicate email string
Fage 101 — Duplicate email string
Fage 102 — Duplicate email string

ermail string
ernail string
ermail string
etnall string
ernail string
ernail string
ernail stritg
ermail string
ermail string
ermail string
ermail string
etnall string
ermall string
ernail string
ernail stritg
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Page
FPage
FPage
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Page
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Fage
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
FPage
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Fage
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage

103 — Duplicate
104 — Duplicate
105 ~ Duplicate
108 ~ Duplicate
115 — Duplicate
118 — Duplicate
117 — Duplicate
118 — Duplicate
119 — Duplicate
120 — Duplicate
121 ~ Duplicate
122 ~ Duplicate
123 ~ Duplicate
124 — Duplicate
125 — Duplicate
126 — Duplicate
127 — Duplicate
128 — Duplicate
155 — Duplicate
158 ~ Duplicate
157 ~ Duplicate
158 — Duplicate
159 — Duplicate
160 — Duplicate
161 — Duplicate
170 — Duplicate
171 — Duplicate
172 ~ Duplicate
173 ~ Duplicate
174 — Duplicate
175 — Duplicate
178 — Duplicate
177 — Duplicate
178 — Duplicate
179 — Duplicate
180 ~ Duplicate
181 ~ Duplicate
187 — Duplicate
188 — Duplicate
1589 — Duplicate
120 — Duplicate
191 — Duaplicate
1922 — Duaplicate
193 —~ Duplicate
194 ~ Duplicate
195 ~ Duplicate
1968 — Duplicate
197 — Duplicate
198 — Duplicate
199 — Duplicate
200 — Duplicate

email string
ernail string
ermail string
ermail string
etmail string
etmnail string
etmnail string
email string
email string
email string
ermail string
ermail string
ernail string
etmnail string
etmnail string
email string
email string
email string
ernail string
ernail string
ernail string
etmail string
etmnail string
email string
email string
email string
ernail string
ermail string
ernail string
etmail string
etmnail string
email string
email string
email string
ernail string
ermail string
ermail string
etmail string
etmnail string
etmnail string
email string
email string
email string
ermail string
ernail string
ernail string
etmnail string
etmnail string
email string
email string
email string
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Page
FPage
FPage
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Page
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Page
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
FPage
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page

201 — Duplicate
202 — Dmuplicate
203 ~ Duplicate
204 ~— Duplicate
205 — Duaplicate
208 — Duplicate
207 — Duplicate
208 — Duplicate
209 — Duplicate
210 — Duplicate
211 ~ Duplicate
212 ~ Duplicate
213 ~ Duplicate
214 — Duplicate
215 — Duplicate
218 — Duplicate
217 — Duplicate
218 — Duplicate
219 — Duplicate
220 ~ Duplicate
235 ~ Duplicate
238 — Duplicate
237 — Duplicate
241 — Duplicate
242 — Duplicate
243 — Duplicate
251 — Duplicate
252 ~ Duplicate
253 ~ Duplicate
258 — Duplicate
259 — Duplicate
260 — Duplicate
264 — Duplicate
2% — Duplicate

email string
ernail string
ermail string
ermail string
etmail string
etmnail string
etmnail string
email string
email string
email string
ermail string
ermail string
ernail string
etmnail string
etmnail string
email string
email string
email string
ernail string
ermail string
ernail string
etmail string
etmnail string
email string
email string
email string
ernail string
ermail string
ernail string
etmail string
etmnail string
email string
email string
email string
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN I5 UNCLASSIFIED

DATE 06-le-20Ll0 BY o3179/DHH/3TE/FH
10-CV-00755

(RMD)(FBI)
From: | l(oce) Fai)
Sent: 9 9:21 AM
To: (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: - FW: High side e-mail .
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
My| ﬂ
testimony? And caii | stop by to grab a copy?
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Thursday, October 15, 2009-5:58 AM
To: (0Ge) (BN koo (ra1)
Ce: [ | OGN | [ GO (FBD)
Subject: High side e-mail

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

HMu_T-maﬂ on the high side Wlth DaVId Kris' pfoposed HPSCI testlmony on the Patriot Act reauthorization.

heeds commients by noon todav. Can vou take a ook (it is only 7 pages). | had 2 potential concerns: 1) b
Jand 2)

| B
shuttie.

Thariks.
Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

|are out), can we speak early today about this? | havé tc go to LX, possibly on the 9:45

Patriot
Act-814

| Can I get you to print out the proposed b2

bé
b7C

b6
b7C

b6
b7cC
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 06-16-2010 BY &5179/DMH/STP/EM
10-CV-00755
RMD)(FBI)
From: | loGe) (FBI)
Sent: I_'ﬂ;ﬁﬁ_axmm_f 2009 4:35 PM
To: , (OGC) (EBIY: SIEGFL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI] | .
" (0GC)(FBI)] OGC) (FBI): kOGC) ¢
(FBN] [OGC)(EBI I(Cf.em_cﬁau;l_|_|
[ (OGC) (FBIy; (OGC) (FBI)
(OGC)(FBI)

Subject: RE: Patriot Act issues
SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Somé tweaks to-my earlier questions...
From: l koGce) (FBD) b6
Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 3:09 EM—k BIC
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N, (OGC) (FBI) 0GC) (FBD): | liocoy ceand |

(OGC) (FBI); (OGC)(FBD)] foce) (e foco) (Bl |
] L______I0GC) (FBD)] ] (OGTY(FET)
Subject: RE: Patriot Act issues
SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Here are some possible quéstions. Deperiding on how the bill héis changed over the past week, sonie of these may bé
OBE. Some of these questions highlight areas| |- I'm not suré whether we
want that or not. b5
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 11:38 AM
To: [ 1c0G0) (FRDY  Islelal !FRT);l lcoco) ceand | ve

(OGC) (FBI) koGO EsIy;| | (oGc) (FeD] [ | b7c

0OGC) (FBI); OGC)(FBI)
Subject: Patriot Act issues I—
Importance: High
SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
All ~ Patriot
Act-816
1
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Valerle is now invitét

stitute Patriot Act reauthorization bill. We ©*

have the opportunity
today, can you pass questions to me that would be good

mpact of the bill. By 4 pm
Goal - important issue,

open-ended questions

For éxample, a good question would be:

Obvivusly, this i§ a provisiofi of concern and the question (though compound) is opén-ended enough so that Valerie can

det our points out.

Obvisusly, we want questions on|

| but | know there are

moré:

Thanks.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch

I

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot
Act-817

b6
b7cC
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN I% UNCLASSIFIELD

DATE 06-16-2010 BY &5179/DHMH/STE/FH

10-CW-00755
| I(RMD)(FBI)

From: | l(oGe) (FBI)
Sent: . Tuesday, October 06, 2009 3:14 PIIVI |
To: STEVEN N. (QGC) (FBI): ( EBD)

| lloce) (Een (OGC) (FBI):

(OGC)FEBIYI [(OGC) (FBI); [[OGC) (FBI);

I foce) FB______ _J(OGC)(FBI b6
Subject: RE: Patriot Act issues bIC
SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
| will leave NSLs fo'r|:|to‘ tackle. Here aré some of my thoughts:

b5
| |
OGC/NSLB b7C
Unit Chief
I_EQ.I.LQL&_'I:caLm.n.T Unit

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) bé
Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 11:38 AM .
To: : 0Ge) (F81); [ koso) end | b7C

| OGC)(FBI) (0GC) (FaI);| foGe) (FeD);] ]

0GC) (FBI) (OGC)(FB)
Subject: Patriot Act issues 1—
Importance: High
SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
All ~
Valetie is how inviteqmwmmmmmﬁmmﬂlsﬁtute Patriot Act réauthorization bill. We
Have the opportunity about the impact of the bill. By 4 pm b5
today, can you pass questions to me that would be good P Goal - important issue,
open-ended guestiohs Patriot

Act-818
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For example, a good question would be:

b5

Obviously, this is a provision of concern &nd the question (though compound) is 6pen-efided enough so that Valerie can

gdet olir points out.

Obvibusly, we want questions 0n|

| but | know there are

rhore:

Thanks.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch

Office of fhe % eneral Counsel

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot
Act-819

b6
b7C
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ALLV INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEFEIN I5 UNCLAZSIFIED

DATE 06-16-2010 BY 65179/ /DMH/STE/EH

10-CW-00755

(RMD)(FBI)

From: | [OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 3:14 PM

To: I_S.LEGEL, STEVEN N, (OGC) (FBIYJ koce) Esiy
(OGC) (FBI (OGC) (FBI)| [OGC)(FBI);

S ), m R H—

1 (OGC) (FBI) (OGC)(FBI)
Subject: RE: Patriot Act issues

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

A few proposed gquéstions:

b6
b7C

b5

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 11:38 AM
To: [ [coco) (ra);| | (0GC) (FBD); 0GC) (FBL
OGCXEBD; J(0GC) (FeD); OGC) (FBI) :
(OGC) (FBI);

(OGC)(FBI)
Subject: Patriot Act issues
Importance: High

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

All ~

Valerie is now invited to testify before the SJC tomorrow regarding the Leahy substitute Patriot Act reauthorizatiori bill. We
have the opportunity labout the impact of the bill. By 4 pm
today, can you pass questions to me that would be good e Goal - important issue,
open-ended questions Fdiriot
Act-820

be
bicC

b5
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For example; a good question would be:

- p 4 F. . ' - N . s § . < . b5
Obviously, this i$ a provision of concern and the question (though compound) is open-ended enough so that Valerie can
get our points out.

Obviously, we want questions on | but 1 know there are
more.

Thanks.
Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch b6
Office of the General Counsel b7C

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot
Act-821
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEEEIN IS5 UNCLASZSIFIED

DATE 06-16-2010 BY &5175/DHH/STE /EH
10-CW-00755

(RMD)(FBI)
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Iﬂmmmm? 2009 12:05 PM
To: (0GC) (FBI)] [loce) (FI I
|_| kOGC) (FBNM lloGC) (FRI YOGCYFBI);
[(OGCL(EBN] [OGC) (FBI);| . bo
(OGC) ( FBI)| [(OGTY(FB bic
Subject: RE: Patriot Act issues
SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Sent on the low side.
Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel ,
National Security Law Branch b6
I_Qﬂnaouhasen.Tral Counsel b7C .

From: l I(OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 11:42 AM .
To: [ | (0Go) (kBN loco (eDy:| lcoso) e ]

) 0GC)(FBD)] [ (0GC) (FBI) ] J(oGC) (FBI);| |

' | [0GC) (FBI); OGC)(FBI

Subject: RE: Patriot Act issues ,ﬁ?c

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
‘NON-RECORD

Steve - can you send the latest version of the bill? I'm not sure anyrhore what language is from the Leahy bill and what is
from proposed changgés.

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: 06 2009 11:38 AM

To: (oec» (eeny:l |(0GQ) (FBI) (QGO) (FRD
ocOFen] ] ol%ec FBI [(oGC) (FED] |
(OGC) (FBI) (OGC)(FBI)

Subject: Patriot Act issues
Importance: High } b 7 c

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

All ~

Valerie is now invitéd to testify before thé SJC tomorrow regarding the Leahy substitute Patriot Act réauthorizatior: bill. We 5
have the opportunity |about the impact of the bill. By 4 pm

today, can you pass questions to me that would be good| ]? Goal - important issie,
open-ended questions

For éxample, a ood question would be: b5

Patriot

Ack Q01
MALU UL
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Obvidusly, this i§ a provision of concern arid the question (though conipound) is open-ended enough so that Valerie can:
det our points out.

Obvidusly, we want questions ‘on| |, but [ know there are - b5
more,

Thariks.

Steve
Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch

neral Counsel ‘ b6
, b7C

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot
Act-823
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN I3 UNCLASAIFIED .
DATE O6-1lo-2010 BY o5179/DMH/STE /BN

10-C¥-00755

(RMID)(FBI)
From: | loae) (FBI)
Sent: I_Mannmmmu-l% PM b6
To: (QGCY (FBI\'I it b7C
STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI);|
(OGC) (FBI) .
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD
. o L . . b5
but | just wanted to put forward what has been provided publicly so far.
Assistant General Counsel bé
Policy and Training Unit b7C
PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL
‘ bé
From: | |(0GC) (FBIL) b7C
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 3:33 PM
To: I 1o ceand kOCA) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI);|:|
(OGC) (FBI) (OGC) (FBI) .
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 5JC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5
From: | l(oGe) (FBI) b6

Sent: I_M.ondam_miaber_l]ﬁ_lzow 3:26 PM e
To: (OCA) (FBI): SIFGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI);| | 060y (FBI);l:l

(OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9716700 SJC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Also, | noticed that in Director Muéller's testimony in résponse to Sen. Feinstein's questiohs on

9/16/09 (to which these QFRs that wé are addressing today), he said that "the business records,

200-215, between 2004 and 2009; we've used that moré than 250 times."

He dlso said that we used roving wiretaps approx. 140 times

The Dir also gave a good answer to Feingold on the roving issue. "To prove more would mean that

we would bé oing back to the judges day in.and day out pthistday were cell phones are throwawy

cell phones....In...adding another requirement, it will inhjkitqr=ability to swiftly track those individuals
1
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Wwho are séeking to avoid surveillarice..."

Assistant General Counsel ig ¢

Policy and Training Unit
i i nch

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: | |(oca) (Fa)

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 3:04 PM

To: | (€OGC) (FBI; SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (0GC) (FBI);| losey ey [ |

(0GC) (FBI)] YOGC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD ‘
- b6

b7C
[ ]

Actually, I've just vérified that the below response WAS provided to thé Hill on 9/15/09. 1 still think it's July and my sense of
timing is way offl ‘

Sorry if | caused confusion.

Special Counsel

Office of Congressional Affairs
Roo;‘ i(send mail to RoomIZI

From: l foca) (Far)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 2:29 PM I—l
To:  SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI){ | (oG (FaI);

{0GO) (/8D i(OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs :
UNCLASSIFIED ‘ b6
NON-RECORD b7C

[ ]

Below is our fegponse to Gi 35 from the Diréctor's 3/25/09 SJIC QFRs. This response was the result of coordination with
| and is currently at DOJ for réview (hasn't yet begn provided to the Hill).

I5 this what you were looking for?

35. Some provisions of the PATRIOT Act will expire this December. Two sections pertaining to Roving
Wiretaps and Business Record Access give the FBI some ofitsmapst powerful tools in investigating
suspected terrorists operating in the United States. RovingaWiggtgps are used in other criminal

2
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investigations, for example organized crime and drug trafficking investigations. An examination of
business records can provide critical insight into possible pre-attack planning by suspects. Director, how

important are these tools in furthering the FBI’s mission in investigating terrorism activity here in the
United States? :

Response:

b5

Special Counsel
Office of Congressional Affairs
;I i(send mail to RoomIZl
b6

From: l l(oGc) (FBI) b7cC
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 1:58 PM

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBD] koee) renf_______Jcoac) (ran)|
C_kocc) (ren;| [CENRGEY
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

b7cC

do yéu have a cité for testimony regarding the nufriber of business records that the FBl hase  ©°
issued? Stéve think:
| [

Tharks. | ;E gc
In| |draft letter to Senators Feinstein and Bond dated 4/16/09, it states thaﬂ |
b5

b6
Assistant General Counsel b7C
Policy and Training Unit

National Security Law Branch

Patriot
Act-827
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PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

b6

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) b7C
Sent: Monda October 05, 2009 1:45 PM
To: — koso) ceany; |j:
EOGCE SFBIEf! [oGe)(FaD); (OGC) (FB;l foGo) (e
, (OGC) (FBI)
ce: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)4 losoy e Joso) (k)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5
Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel
b6
b7C
From: ] | (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: I_Mmdaunmnauis, 2009 10:49 AM
To: (0Ge) (FaIy;| Jcoce) (FBD); SIEfEL,j[E}LEN_N_mQ_LEE? 0GC)
(FBI);] (0GC)(FBD)] J(0Ge) (FBD); (OGC) (FBY);
L ](0GC) (FBI)
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);| |(oGc) (FBI),|:|(OGC) (FBD)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED

[ ]

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject:

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

(OGC) (FBI)

L1
Monday, October 05, 2009 10:26 AM W
(OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); 0GC) (FBI ;bo
I (OGCOYFBIM |coGe) (Fei);] i(OGC) (FBI);i [(0GC) (FBI); b7C

[(0GC) (FBD)

MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)] losoy e JcoGo) e
RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

Patriot Act-828
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b5
_Have wel P s that] |

J? How] P Do we really want] ]
Pl ] Will this cuase concern?| ]

<< File: QFR (2).wpd >>
I I

OGCI/NSLB be

Unit Chief bic

Policy & I;aininT Unit

From: | I(0Ge) (FBY)

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 9:42

To: 0GC) (FBI);AIM.]:I.«LGQ.LEIB,I);I:I(OGC) el Locore;
m(OGC) (FBI) (OGC) (FBD i ]

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);| [(0GC) (FBI);l |(OGC) (FBD) b6

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs b7cC

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

<< File: QFR (2).wpd >>

Steve[ | here is a draft of the QFRs assigned to NSLPTU. ‘

They need to bé reviewed by and the ops attys who may have further insight.
I'll bé back arourid noon to finish.

b6

b7C
I |
Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE QUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) .
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:46 AM
To: I locoean Josoey Josomyl 1]
(OGC)(FBI) oGO (BN —— — — ](0GC) (FBI)
cc MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI) ©GO (FBD]  J(©oGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs _
b6
UNCLASSIFIED b7C
NON-RECORD

Elairié serit somathing out changing the deadline to 9 am. We sholild do our best to get it to her as soon as possible.
What is the ETA oh close to final?

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel

National Security Law Branch ] _
Office of the General Counsel Patriot Act-829

FBI-PREPROCESSED00273



From: | |(0GC) (FBIL) b6

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:39 AM b7C
To: IﬂEﬁELﬁIBLEhLN_fOGC) (FBD);[ lacey !FFI);! |(OGC).(FBI);|:kOGC)(FBI);
). -

(OGC) (FBI (0]

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (0GC) (FBI); | [oco) (rBY) Joce) (D)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs ‘

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Steve, we have a draft response but | had the deadline from Elaine as COB today and the hard deadline for Valerie as
COB 10/8. If the 9 am is your internal deadline, we'll need a little more time this morning.

Just let me know.

Thanks.

Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch

b6
“b7C

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

b6

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) . bic

Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:02 AM

To: [ lcoGo) (Fan koco) (ran:| |coG0) (FBI);|:|
(OGC)(FBI); lcoGo) (FBDd ] (OGC) (FBI)

Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FET); | |(oGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Remihder that resporises are due by 0900 today. Where are we with these?
Thariks.
Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

b6
b7cC

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2009 8: H
To: 0GC) (FBL); eoyc:y I
GC)(FBD); (OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBD)

6
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Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (0GC) (FBI);l |(OGC) (FBD)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

b6
UNCLASSIFIED b7c
NON-RECORD
My commenhts oh who should answer are below.
Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the %e neral Counsel
bé

. b7C
From: l l(0Ge) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 4;08 PM .
Tor I_”_:Imuan_ﬂ_ﬂ_—okﬂ:u_kaJ:I osoreL______ Jioso)

(FBI); OGC) (FBL); 0GC) (FBI)

Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Ladies and gentiemen:

Below aré the QFRs, which were generated after the Direstor's testimony oh September 16th. Per
Valerie, they aré due to Elaine NLT Monday morning, Octéber 5th. | am taking a best guess on who
owns these, but obviously defer to Steve and Rick for & iriore concise assignment.

Thanks.
Questions 15, 16, 32, 33, 34, and 39 pertains to NSLB:

# 15 deals with the refiéwal of the réving wiretap authority. NSLPTU, Ops Units? This is the
asceftainment question. Did[__|start looking in to this?

# 16 deals with the Lone Wolf provision. NSLPTU, Ops Units? NSLPTU.

# 32 .deals with the Detention Policy Task Force L but soine of the parts of this question need
to bé referréd to others (DOJ?)

#33 deals with HIG issués specifically on when High-Value detainges will be Mirandized. I:I

but Some or most of this gtiestion needs to be referred to DOJ arid/or NSC. i,‘;
b7C

#34 deals with with roving wiretap; Lone Wolf, and buiness records. NSLPTU, Ops Units?
NSLPTU.

#39 deals with HIG again, same as #33. - but will need input from NSB.
From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 11:26 AM

To: — Y Patriot Act-831
SubJect FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs ‘

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00275



Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Here it is |:| Thanks.

Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

Room |

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 7:40 AM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI);

Cc: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI
Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Good morning,

OCA has advised that following the Director's 9/16/09 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC), they have
received numerous Questions for the Record (QFRs) for response. | have attached the QFRs assigned to OGC and |
have noted which branch is tasked to respond to a QFR. [f classified responses are necessary, please provide paragraph

markings so OCA can segregate that content.

Please forward responses to me by COB-Monday, October 5, so | can obtain Valerie's approval by OCA's deadline of

COB Thursday, 10/08/09.

Thank you.
<< File: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd >>

Elainé N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel
“Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel -
Room '

UNCLASSIFIED

b6

koso) (ren) p7C

Patriot Act-832

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00276



ALL INFORIATION CONTAINED

HEREIN I35 UNCLASSIFIED

DATE 06-16-2010 BEY &65178/DMH/STE/EH
10-C¥-00755

(RMD)(FBI)
From: I koGC) (FBI)
Sent: MMQ_M_%OOQ 2:33 PM
To: ( : STEVEN N. (QGC) (FB)]
(OGC) (FBI) (OGC) (FBIY,]| [oGe)
b6
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs b7C

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Yes, but we'd like tol

-

Please call me when you have a chance.

Thanks.
Assistant General Counsel b6
Policy and Training Unit b7C

National Security Law Branch

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: | koca) (FB)

Sent: 09 2:29 PM

To: LOGC (FRIY STEGEL, STEVEN N, (0GC) (FB)] loso e ]
(OGC) (FBI) |(OGC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: Director's e

UNCLASSIFIED b7C

NON-RECORD ‘

BeloW is our response to Q 35 fromi the Diréctor's 3/25/09 SIC QFRs. This response was the result of coordination with
|and is currently at DOJ for review (hasn't yet beén provided to the Hilr).

I$ this what you were looking for?

35. Some provisions of the PATRIOT Act will expire this December. Two sections pertaining to Roving
Wiretaps and Business Record Access give the FBI some of its most powerful tools in investigating
suspected terrorists operating in the United States. Roving Wiretaps are used in other criminal
investigations, for example organized crime and drug trafficking investigations. An examination of
business records can provide critical insight into possible pre-attack planning by suspects. Director, how
important are these tools in furthering the FBI’s mission inPimy¢stigatiz@3terrorism activity here in the
United States?

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00277



Response:

b5
| ‘ b6
Special Counse . . b7C
Office of Congressional Affairs
;oomi i;send mail to Room|:|
b6
b7C
From: l koace) (FBD)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 1:58 PM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN.N. (QGC) (ERIM lcoce) (FBI);I:I(OGC) (FBD);| |
Toco) (reD)] [(oca) (FBD)
Subject: "~ RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
- s . i e bS
do you have a cite for testimonv regarding the number of business records that the FBI hase
issued? Steve think |
— b6
Thanks. _ e
lh| | draft letter to Senators Feinstein atid Bond dated 4/16/09, it statés that| I
b5

Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch bIC

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APFROVAL

Patriot Act-834
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From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: 1:45 PM _
To: weovrenl_ logo e ] coGo) (FBY); b6
OGC)(FBI),| YoGce) (Fan);| [(0GC) (FBDY; b7cC

(0GC) (FBD)

ce: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI) ooy e coac) ceep

Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch

“ b6
eneral Counsel
Imﬂ ‘ b7C

From: | loGe) (FBI)
sent: 5, 2009 10 49 AM bE
To: : ;i lcoGe) (FBY); SIEGEL. STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); SR

FBL kOGC)(FBI)I | ©oGo) (FBI); | [(0Gc) (FeD) bic

GO) (FBD)
ce: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI),l loso) ey JoG0) (Fa)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5
b6
b7C
From: | |(OGC) (FBI)
Sent: n (o] er 05,2009 10:26 AM
To: [ koGe) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (0GC) (Fal)] koo and |
(0GC)(FBD);] J(oGo) (FBI),| KOGC) (FBI);| J(0GC) (FBI);
[ FOGT) (FB) A -
cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (0GC) (FBI);| Jose) (FBI):' (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5
| Is thatl
[ Howl | Do we really want]
] Will this cugse concern?| |
| Patriot Act-835

FBI-PREPROCESSED00279



<< File: QFR (2).wpd >>

| | e

b7cC

OGC/NSLB
Unit Chief

I_Ealm&lca.l.mn.c Unit
From: I OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 9:42
To: SIEGEL G0 (e | loco) (FBI),l fosoy e[ JosoyeBiy;

OGC)-(FBI); oGSy (FED
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI){ | (0GC) (FBI) foGo) (FBY)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs
UNCLASSIFIED b6
NON-RECORD b7C
<< File: QFR (2). wpd >> 3 o
Steve[__|here is a draft FRs assighed to NSLPTU.
They need to be reviewed b)j and the ops attys who may have further insight.
I'll bé back around nooh to finish.
Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) ) b6
Sent: I_Mnunax_amnams_zqoe 8:46 AM b7C
To: (QGO) (FRD)] koce cean:| losoy ey
(OGC)(FBI); 0GO) (FBD: l(0GC) (FBD)
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBL); |0GS) (7D |cocc) (FBD)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs )
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Elairie sent §omething out chaiiging the déadline to 9 am. We should do our best to get it to her as soon as possible.
What is the ETA oni close to final?
Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel
b6
b7C
From | foe0) @) Patriot Act-836
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 8:39 AM
4
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To: I_SJ.EGEL.SEBLEN_N_L‘)GC) (FBI);:I{.QEQ.LE 1); I:l(OGC) (FBI):OGC)(FBI),
(OGC) (FBI); 0GC) (FRL

© Ce MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)}| (OGC) (FBI); |(OGC) (FBI) b6
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs ‘ b7C
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Steve, we have a draft response but | had the deadline from Elaine as COB today and the hard deadline for Valerie as
COB 10/8. If the 9 am is your internal deadline, we'll need a little more time this morning.

Just let me know.

Thanks.

b6

Assistant General Counsel
Policy and Training Unit
National Security Law Branch

b7cC

PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION-DO NOT DISTRIBUTE OUTSIDE OF THE FBI WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (0GC) (FBI)

Sent: IMQM&?, 2009 8:02'AM—|
To: QGC) (FBI): (QGO) (FRIY:| koso e ]

(0GC)(FBI)} (0GQ) (FBD I(0GC) (FBI)
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI) |(oGC) (FBL)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED be
NON-RECORD biC

Reminder that résponses aré due by 0900 today. Where are we with these?
Thanks.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel

National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

b6
b7cC

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: IJuadaLSamembzi{ r 29, 2009 SILLAL’I_I
To: QGC) (FRIY: (0G0 (FeDd | occ) (FBI); :I

(OGC)(FBD);] l(oGc) (FeD)] koac) (FBI)
Ce: MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);| |(OGC) (FB)
Subject: RE: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

UNCLASSIFIED Patriot Act-837
NON-RECORD

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00281



My comments 6h who should answer are below.

- Steven N. Siegel
Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch

neral Counsel .
b6
b7C

From: l l(oGe) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 408 PM

To: MILLER. KAREN D (QGC) (FRIY:| koso) cesiy osc)creny;| foce)
(FBI); J(0GC) (FBD)] J(0GT) (FBD)

Cc: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SJC QFRs

Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Ladies and géntlemen:

Below aré the QFRs, which were generated after the Director's testimony on September 16th. Per
Valerie, they are due to Elaine NLT Monday morning. October 5th. |am taking a bést guess on who
owns these, but obviously defer to Steve and Rick for a more concise assignment.

Thaiiks.
Questions 15, 16, 32, 33, 34, and 39 pertains to NSLB:

# 15 deals with the reh'ew,aiflsthe roving wiretap authority. NSLPTU, Ops Units? Thisisthe 1

ascertainment question. Did tart looking in to this? . b7C

# 16 deals with the Lornié Wolf provision. NSLPTU, Ops Units? NSLPTU.

# 32 deals with the Détention Policy Task Force. - but some of the parts of this question need
to beé referred to others (DOJ?)

#33 deals with HIG issues specifically on when High-Value detainges will be Mirandized.
but some or most of this quéstion needs to be referred to DOJ and/or NSC.

#34 deals with with roving wiretap; Lone Wolf, and buness records. NSLPTU, Ops Units?
NSLPTU.

#39 deals with HIG again; same as #33. - but will need input from NSB.

‘From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI) b6
Sent: r 28, 2009 11:26 AM b7C
To: | (0GC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD Patriot Act-838

FBI-PREPROCESSED00282



. - b6
Here it |s|:| Thanks. B7C

Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Ofﬁcelaf_l‘.h_al General Counsel

Room

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 7:40 AM ‘ b6
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (0GC) (PRI ](0Gc) (Fa)] kose) (raD) b7C
Cc: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: Director's 9/16/09 SIC QFRs

Importance: High

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Good morning,

OCA has advised that following the Director's 9/16/09 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee (SJC), they have
received numerous Questions for the Record (QFRs) for response. | have attached the QFRs assigned to OGC and |
have noted which branch is tasked to respond to a QFR. If classified responses are necessary, please provide paragraph
markings so OCA can segregate that content.

Please forward responses to me by COB Monday, October 5, so | can obtain Valerie's approval by OCA's deadline of
COB Thursday, 10/08/09.

Thank you.
<< File: OGC QFRS 100809.wpd >>

Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel

Investigative Law Branch bE
Office Ff the General Counsel ‘

Room b7C

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED .
Patriot Act-839
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ALL INFURMATION CONTAINED

HERFEIN IS UNCLASSIFIED

DATE 06-16-2010 BY 65175 /DMH/STE/EN
10-CV¥-00755

e JruDEB)
From: | | (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: ' Monday, October 05, 2009 1:52 PM b6
Tor (OGC) (FBI)| lioce) FBI) p7C
Subject: Correct transcript

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

this is the correct testimony--not what | sent earlier

On Wednesday, September 23, the Senate Judiciary Committee held a hearing to consider provisions of the
PATRIOT Act, which are set to expire later this year. Specifically, the roving wiretap provision, the "lone wolf"
provision and section 215, which provides access to certain records, will all sunset on December 31, 2009
unless Congress approves a reauthorization package during this Congressional Session. Appearing before the
Committee was Assistant Attorney General David Kris and Inspector General Glenn Fine. Earlier in the week,
the House Judiciary Subcommittee on the Constitution, Civil Rights, and Civil Liberties held a similar hearing.
For additional information, please see the attached transcripts.

Senate Judiciary Committée Transcript

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-840
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEFEIN IS TNCLASSIFIED
DATE 06-16-2010 BY o3179/DMH/STP/FH

10-C¥-00755
(RMD)(FBI)
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Thursday, October 01, 2009 10:51 AM b6
To: (0GC) (FBI)_ loce)yFB; [ 1 wic
[(OGC) (FBI)
Cc: (OGC) (FBI)] loGe) (FBI)
Subject: NSL reporting

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD :

As part of the Patriot Act Reai
on NSL usage. We think

b5

So, Valerie woiild fike us tol

This would requirel

Who would like to be lead on this? And turn around time will be rélatively short.

Thartks.
Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Deputy General Counsel
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-841
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HERETHN I3 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 06-16-2010 BY &5179/DMH/STE/EN

10-C¥-00758
(RMD)(FBI)
From: [Do) (FaI)
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2009 11:2 b6
To: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI) OGC) (FBD); LAMMERT, b7cC
ELAINE N. ( BI). (OGC) (FBNY |
(OGC) (FBI) (OGC) (EBIY
CJIS) (FBI); EBD
| |(CJIS) (FBI] [[CIS) (FBIH i(NSB) (FBI); HQ-
I_leg;ExEmArF;l INSB) (FBI); HQ_DIV05 CD EXEC STAFF:
(CTD) (FBD [(cTD) (FBI)] |
(CTD) (FBN] (CTD) (FBI
Cc: [ [BAYERD: lnoy (eI loca)
(FBI] OCA) (FBI); :
E. (DO) (FBN] ] (DO)(FBI) (OCA) (FBI)
Subject: DOJ Draft Testimony Reauthorization of USA Patriot Act; Deadline TODAY 9/17 2pm; RFC
Attachments: FISA32 doc.doc

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

by oI
)

FISA32 doc.doc
(105 KB)

The attached testimony is being routed by DOJ for official comment.

RE: This statement will be used for both House and Senate hearings on the reauthorization of the

PATRIOT Act, taking place 9/22 and 9/23.

FYI FOR OGC - Ms. Caproni has dlready provided comments, and those have been sent to DOJ direct. b6

Please provide coriments in 2 WORD DOCUMENT only.

b7C

in OCA, with a cc to|

Please provide riwwﬁh comments to
| I)an

If you feel there is someone else who should see this and who has not been included, PLEASE forward it
to them and then let me know that I should add them on to the lists for future distribution. '

division's position.

recommendations for substitute language sufficient to correct

DEADLINE: TODAY - September 17, 2pm

Please indicate if your division is in favor or opposed to the testimony, as well as the reasons for your

If your division opposes the testimony fully or in part, but believes that it can be remedied by changes in
the verbiage, please describe in detail what should be added, deleted, or changed, including

If your division is not taking a position and has no comments,

Patriot Act-842

the objectionable section(s).

please send an E-mail stating such.
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As always, I appreciate your attention to this matter.

CLUI
FBI OCA

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-843
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEFEIN I3 TNCLASSIFIED

DATE 05-16-2010 BY &5175/DMH/STE/EM
LO-CV-00755

(RMD)(FBI)
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) b6
Sent: 2009 2:05 PM b7C
To: (OGC) (FBI); oGC) (FBI)
Subject: FW: DOJ EXECSEC / TRIM Document : 09/D0O/3031 : (Fax rec'd from OLA) Ltr from Chmn
Feingold, Subcomte on the Constitution, Judiciary Comte, advising that several provisions of
the USA PATRIOT Act will expire at the end of the year. As the Department formul
Attachments: (Fax ~ Act will expire at the end of the year. As the Department-formulates its views on the
Patriot Act, they.pdf
Zmu
(Fax ~ Act will
ire at the ...
SPIe e UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Steven N. Siegel
Section Chief _
National Security Law Branch b6
Office of the General Counsel b7C

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, August 17, 2009 12:55 PM

To: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI). MCNALLY,
RICHARD (06C) (FBI)| | (06¢) (FBI)

Subject: FW: DOJ EXECSEC / TRIM Document : 09/D0/3031 : (Fax rec'd from OLA) Ltr from
Chmn Feingold, Subcomte on the Constitution, Judiciary Comte, advising that several provisions
of the USA PATRIOT Act will expire at the end of the year. As the Department formul

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

fyi

) Patriot Act-851
Elaine N. Lammert
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D;bu’ry General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

b6
Room| | b7C

From: ExecSec (DO)
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2009 10:38 AM
Tof | (DO)(FBRI)| | ©0) (FBI)| I
(DO) (06A);| (DO) (FBI); BEERS, ELTZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI),| |
[ |(ocA) (FRI):| | (0) (FRI)] | (DO) (FBI); LAMMERT,
ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI):; |(06C) (FBI)| [(NSB)
(FRI)| |(NSB) (FBI):; [(NSB) (FBI); | b6
| [(CTD)(FBI)] (cTD)(FBIL)] ety ¢
(FBI);| |(cTD) (FBI); HQ DivOO_NSB_ADMINISTRATIVE;
| |(NsB) (FBI)| [(DO)(FBI): |
_(DO) (FBI); HARRINGTON, T. J. (DO) (FBI)| |(cID) (FBI);| |
CID) (FBI)| |(CID) (FBI): MCTIGHE, TAMES S. (DO) (FBI):
(DO) (FBI); PISTOLE, JOHN S. (DO) (FBI); FRIES, ELIZABETH A. (DO)
(FBI);| |(0O) (FBI); MURPHY, TIMOTHY P. (DO) (FBI); BOEHRINGER,
CHRIS (DI) (FBI); HQ-DIV19-EXECSTAFF;] |(€D) (FBI)
Subject: DOJ EXECSEC / TRIM Document : 09/D0/3031 : (Fax rec'd from OLA) Ltr from
Chmn Feingold, Subcomte on the Constitution, Judiciary Comte, advising that several provisions
of the USA PATRIOT Act will expire at the end of the year. As the Department formulates

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

b6
b7C

INFORMATION ONLY: DD, ADD, SPECIAL COUNSEL[ | EAD-NSB, AEAD-NSB, EAD-
CCRS, CID, DI, CD, OGC, CTD, OCA,| [ |, 4 |

Instructions:

Attached is correspondence referred to the FBI by the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ)
Executive Secretariat, FOR INFORMATION ONLY. IT DOES NOT REQUIRE ANY FBI
ACTION; however, it is being referred to you for your information in the event you may be
contacted by the DOJ entity tasked with handling the response. The original will be maintained
in the ExecSec office for a period of 90 days; and thereafter, disposed of due to limited
record storage space. Should you need to refer to thigidegueerdsof ter this time frame, a copy
can be provided from the TRIM database.

2
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If this matter needs to be reassigned to another entity, the FBI ExecSec should be advised
immediately (within 2 days of e-mail receipt). The ExecSec will need to know to whom the
request should be reassigned, together with a point of contact (if known).

If you have any questions, comments, suggestions, or require the attached correspondence to

be sent to another division/office for action or information, please contact the Executive be
Secretariat JExt 1] | Extl |, or by e-mail to HQ_DIVOO °'°
_ExecSec.

Date Due
Addressee
Current Action
All Contacts : Office of Congressional Affairs (Other)
AD-Office of the General Counsel (Other)
Special Counsel to the Director (Other) ‘
| | (Other)  Business Phone: oo
AD-Counterterrorism (Other)
EAD-National Security Branch (Other)
Associate Executive Assistant Director-National Security Branch (Other)
| [(Other)
EAD-Criminal, Cyber, Response, and Services (Other)
AD-Criminal Investigative Division (Other) Business Phone:| |
Deputy Director (Other)
Associate Deputy Director (Other)
Directorate of Intelligence (Other)
AD-Counterintelligence (Other)

Access DB or Workflow : 1648627

From : FEINGOLD, RUSSELL D.

Constituent :

Title (Free Text Part) : (Fax rec'd from OLA) Ltr from Chmn Feingold, Subcomte on

the Constitution, Judiciary Comte, advising that several provisions of the USA PATRIOT Act

will expire at the end of the year. As the Department formulates its views on the Patriot Act,

they :

Date of Communication Thursday, August 06 ;2009 A + g53

Notes: SUBJECT: request that DOJ consider the Security and Freedom Enhancement or
: 3
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SAFE Act of 2005 (S. 737) and the National Security Letter (NSL) Reform Act of 2007 (S.
2088), both narrowly tailored bipartisan bills that would have added important conditions
protections to several provisions of the PATRIOT Act. Also suggest that DOJ review the
attached letter of 12/14/2005 which identifies several important reforms from the Senate-
passed version of the PATRIOT Act. reauthorization bill that was not included in the final
version of the bill. Letter also signed by MC Richard Durbin. See related corres in ES.
(Enclosure not rec'd in ES.) (DA) b6
"'Monday, August 17, 2009 at 10:00:56 AM (6MT-04:00) v b7C

Related Records

UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-854
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SPORET

(RMD)(FBI)

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED BY 65172 DMH/ETE/EM

WHEFE SHOWH OTHERWISE

DATE: 06-28-z2010

REASOM: 1.4 (c)
DECLASSIFY ON: 08-28-2035
10-CYV-00755

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject:

uaust 04, 2009 11:39 AM

|(oGe) (FBI)

l(0Ge) (FBI] [OGC)EBN:; 6
| (SecD) (FBI) (OGC) (FBI b7C

[OGC)(FBI] (OGC) (FBN] kTSC) (FBI);
[(OGCYFBIY; [(TD) (FBI);
IWE) (EBI:[ [(OGC) (EBN] |
(OGC) (FBIX] [oGe) (FaI)) ( :
I koGC\(FBI); MCNALLYI_RLQI:IABQMQ_{,-B ):i I
(OGC) (FBIy| (OGC)(FBI); (OGC) (FBI); | |
YOGC) (FBN] 1(0GC) (FBN] [(CYD)(FBI);
[(OGC) (FBL [OGCMERD
[(OGC) (FBL: (OGC) (FBI);
[ koGe) (FBI] OGC) (FBI); ]

L_lccYD)(FBI); l(DN) (FBI)
Business reco - ss of the information obtained by the field

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

If anyone has any offhand knowledge about the use that the field has gotten out of recotds received from business record
[kriow. We are trying to put something together in response to question 1, below, and will

afi email to each field agent and find 6ut what help the BR records gave in their investigation.
But if you know sométhing off-hand, or couid easily find out by contacting an agent with whom you have obtained such an

ordels, pleasé let|
probably just have to send

ordef, that would be helpful.

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Tuesday, August 04, 2009 11:29 AM
(OGC) (FBI)

[OGOYFBD

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

[ 1]

Désked me to send this to you. Can you ensure that your Unit knows about th
You guys have two weeks (COB 8/18) to get this to me. You lost a day because

Thariks.

Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Section Chief

‘National Security Law Branch

Office of the Ge

neral Counsel

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

is and gets the information requésted?
forgot to send this out.

b6
b7C

b5

b6
b7cC

SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) b6
Al , 2009 10:31 AM b7C
0GC) (FBI)1 lcoGe) (remy;| |(OGC)(FBI);| koso)
(FBI); 0GC) (FBI);| ‘ (mrq@g)mg? RICHARD (OGC) (FBI):] ]
(0GCQ) ] (OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI)
I ] b5
1

SEBRET
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SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

See below for action. Pleasé canvass to find examples for #1.

b5

[ cantnd

Please have at least preliminary information back by Wednesday at noon.

[ Jand[ ] sce#szaani e

Rick, we rieed to talk about #8. e
Thanks:
Steve
Steven N. Siegel
Section Chief
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel
b6
b7C
From: l (DN) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, August 03, 2009 9:25 AM
To: ERS, ELIZAEELH_BALm)_LEEmISIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI); DESLAURIERS, RICHARD (CD) (FBI);| ]
(CTD) (FBI); (CTD) (FBIL); ooy (e |(DI) (FBI); CLOYD,
DANIEL L. (CDY (FBD)
Cc: | (0o)(FBI)] ] (0O) (FBI) b5
Subject: | | ’
SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Hello everyone, b5

Here is a summary ofl |
| |Please let me know with whom | should coordinate to get
responses back to| |in a reasonable time (By August 24th).

Doabeiot A O

| LIS LI A\ V] R v Jw po )

SPERET 2
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)

8

| |
b5
|
bl
bl
Please let me know if you more information or if you have any questions about this material.
Thanks...IZI
I |
Office of Congressional Affairs b6
b7cC

Congressional Liai Unit 1
FBIHQ-Room I

SSIFIED

SENSITIVE BUT UNCL,

Patriot Act-860
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ALL INFOEMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 06-15-2010 BY o5173/DMH/STE/FH

10-CY-007E8E
| kRMD)(FBI)

From: [ |(DO) (FBI) b6
Sent: I_Mﬂnd.aLAW.i1 AM : b7C
To: (OGC) (FBN
Subject: ?f ?ff I:_r on| je

b5

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Excellent -thank you.

“ bé

From: l I(0GC) (FBD) b7C
Sent: I_Mmdax_amuo._ioog 11:30 AM .
To: (DO) (FBI)
Subject: FW: DOJ Ltr or] | bS
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
&< Eilf, ?DJ Letted b>

b5

C |

Attorney
National Security Law Policy and Training Unit - b6
Nationa i ch BIC

This communication may contain attorney-client or attorney work product information. Do not disclose without
OGC approval.

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009-5:50 PM
To: [ Joce) (re) Yocoyren| koso) (FBI);II |

- MCNALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBI);| [oGCy (FaD] (0GC) (FBD)] |

[ i(OGC) (FBI)

Subject: RE: DOJ Ltr or] | b5
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

b6

My ¢omments are attached. Sée the 4th paragraph under Busiriess Records.

b5

- CD may want to ook at this letter, particularly the third E@l%%d%%b%%der Roving Authority.

1

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00295



b2
b5
b7E
Y thirik you asked[ ____Jabout the violations. Can they search ACS urider the 278 file for "roving"
to find that information?
Thariks.
Steve .
b6
‘ ‘ b7C
Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight
TATS TS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF OGC
WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL
b6
From: | koGo) (FBI) bic

Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 5:15 PM

To: (0Gc) (rany;| Losc) (FBI);I:kQﬁQ.LﬁBI);
I_LQ.EQ.LEBD'_MLTALLY, RICHARD (OGC) (FBDII Joco) (FeD; (OGC) (FBD)
| b

(OGC) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Subject: FW: DOJ Ltr on
Importance: High

5

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Section and Unit Chiefs,

This is a draft letter from DOJ| | »°
|:| Thé hard deadline for FBI input into the letter is NLT Maohday, April 20tA.

Please disseminate this to all concérned attorneys. In order to allow me time to reconcile our inputs, please have any and
dll responses to me by 0900 Monday.

I |
Attorney
National Security Law Policy and Training Unit
X : h

b6
b7C

This communication may contain attorney-client or attorney work product information. Do not disclose without
OGC approval.

b6

From: | | (DO) (FBI) b7C
Sent: Thursday, April 16, 2009 4:34 PM
To: HQ-DIV05-CD-EXEC-STAFF; ko) (rED) 1 ccTD) (FBD);] |(CTD) (FBI);

| 1(CTD) (FBI);] I(CID) (FBI), CID) (FBI); CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC
EBI); OGC) (FBI); LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI (OGC) (FBI);
OGC) (FBI); (DO) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI)

Cc: | (Do) (FBD1 ](DO) (FBI): BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI); POWERS, RICHARD C.
(DO) (FBY); OCA) (FBD] J(oca) (Fa1) ] (D0) (FBI);
(DO) (FBI); (DOY(FBI):| BI): (OCA) (FBD

Subject: DOJ Lir on| - b5

Importance: High

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00296



UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

<<File: PA reauth letter MJW Draft April 16.doc >>

The attached letter / official communication is being routed by DOJ for official comment.
RE: This letter is a draft in response to a Senate Select Intelligence Coramittee Letter on March 31 re:
Reauthorization of FISA Provisions

Please forward this draft on to all those you feel should have eyes on; however, please note the deadline
as DOJ has inforimed us it is "firm" and no extensions shall be granted.

Thank you.

Please provide comments in a WORD DOCUMENT only. b7c

| Please provide tl)'l‘i'mary résponses with comments t0|:|in OCA, with a cc to
and

If you feel there is someone else who should see this and who has not been included, PLEASE forward it
to them and then let me know that I should add them on to the lists for future distribution.

o Please indicate if your division is in favor or opposed to the letter, as well as the reasons for your
division's position.

¢ If your division opposes the letter fully or in part, but believes that it can be remedied by changes in the
+ verbiage, please describe in detail what should be added, deleted, or changed, including
recommendations for substitute language sufficient to correct the objectionable section(s).

e Ifyou have additional comments which are not suitable for dissemination, please include them in the
body of your E-mail separate and apart from the attachment. '

e If your division is not taking a position and has no comments, please send an E-mail stating such.
DEADLINE: Monday April 20, 4pm

As always, I appreciate your attention to this matter.

| | |
CLUI v, L
FBI OCA

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-863
UNCLASSIFIED
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN I3 UNCLARSIFIED

DATE 0&-le-zZ010 BY o3178/DMH/STP /R
10-C¥-00755

__I(RMD)(FBI) 16
b7C

From: I |(0Ge) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, April 20, 2009 11:09 AM

To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) ( oce) Feiy| |
[C]oacce) (FBi) ,

Subject: FW: DOJ Lir on | b3
1

Attachments: PA reauth letter MJW Draft April 16.doc

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

From: DESLAURIERS, RICHARD (CD) (FBI) ?ig c

Sent: Friday, April 17, 2009 5:02 PM '

To: (0GC) (FRL)

Cc: BUCKLEY, MARGARET R. (CD) (FBN] lccp) (FRIY: CLOYD. DANIEL I, (CD) (FR) 5

Subject: FW: DOJ Ltr on

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

[ ]

Dari and | have both reviewed the verbiage in the draft resporise | 5
|Thanks for running this by
us....Rick
From: BUCKLEY, MARGARET R. (CD) (FBI)
Sent: ’ Thursday, April 16, 2009 6:02 PM
To: I_DES.LALLRJ.ERS_RLCHAﬁD (CD) (FBI) b6
Ce: (CD) (FBI) b7C
Subject: FW: DOJ Ltr on|
Importance: High b5
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
fyi
From: HQ_DIV05_CD_EXEC_STAFF
Sent: il 16, 2009 5:47 PM bo
To: (DO) (FBI) b7C
Cc: BUCKLEY, MARGARET R. (CD) (FBI)] JcD) (FBI);l | 00 (ke !ECDE
: (KC) (CoNy;] J(oca) (FBI) (CD) (FBI);
(COY.LCON)
Subject: : T on| | b5
Importance: High
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
| |CD has reviewed the DOJ Letter o
[ } ahd concurs with DOJ lettef. b5
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Fér mformatlon of CD provisions of the FISA is scheduled to sunset on December 31, 2009. DOJ Letter
dddresses the r S 2(

recofnmerided

13, | one Wolf Intelligerice

Reforrn arid Terforisiri Prévention Act of 2004, Séction 6001. 1t is fecornmended]

| ‘ b6
Coluriibia/CD Divisionh b7cC

Please take a moment to visit the CD Administrative Section's Customiér Sérvice Satisfaction sufvey. We appreciate you letting us
Know how we are doing.

From: | | (DO) (FBL) b6
Sent: ursday, April 16, 2009 4:34 PM b7C
To: -DIVOS-CD-EXEC-STAFF] lccto) cean lccron ey lco) FeDy;

| Vo5 GEV D) (FBI)E! :fcmz fFBI%'f CAPRONI, VALERIF&I

FBI); ; LAMMERT, E 0GC) (FBI);
(OGC) (FBI); DO) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI)

Cc: ' _|mF_51€;|_ﬂ_rﬁm_(m;|BEERs, Eumlw%ﬂ (FBI); POWERS, RICHARD C.
(DO) (FBI) OCA) (FBI); (OCA) (FBD); DO) (FBI); i |
(DO) (FBI); 1 ooxeBn lcoca)y (FBD| loca) FBD

Subject: DOJ Ltr on| } -

Importance: High -

UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

e T
i
PA reauth letter
MIW Draft Apr...

The attached letter / official communication is being routed by DOJ for official comment.
RE: This letter is a draft in response to a Senate Select Intelligence Committee Letter on March 31 re:
Reauthorization of FISA Provisions

Please forward this draft on to all those you feel should have eyes on; however, please note the deadline
4s DOJ has informed us it is ""firm" and no extensions shall be granted.

Thank you.

Please provide comments in a WORD DOCUMENT onlsg‘triot Act-865

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00299



b6

Plesse provide primarv resporises with comments t0|:|i'n OCA, with a cc to bic

and

If you feel there is someone else who should see this and who has not been included, PLEASE forward it
to them and then let me know that I should add them on to the lists for future distribution.

o Please indicate if your division is in favor or opposed to the letter, as well as the reasons for your
division's position.

¢ If your division opposes the letter fully or in part, but believes that it can be remedied by changes in the
verbiage, please describe in detail what should be added, deleted, or changed, including
recommendations for substitute language sufficient to correct the objectionable section(s).

¢ Ifyou have additional comments which are not suitable for dissemination, please include them in the
body of your E-mail separate and apart from the attachment.

e If your division is not taking a position and has no comments, please send an E-mail stating such.

DEADLINE: Monday April 20, 4pm

As always, I appreciate your attention to this matter.

| | ' b6
CLUI b7C
FBI OCA

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-866
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN I: UHCLASSIFIED

DATE 06-16-2010 EY &517% DMH/STE/EM
10-CY¥-00755

| |(RMD)(FBI)

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) b6
Sent: Monday. April 13, 2009 9:30 AM b7C
To: (OGC) (FBI)

Cc: OGC) (FBI) .

Subject: FW: DOJ EXEC SEC / TRIM Document : 09/D0/1237 : (Rec'd from OAG) Ltr from Chmn

Feinstein and Vice Chmn Bond, Select Comte on Intelligence, advising that three provisions of
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 are scheduled to expire on 12/31

Attachments: (Rec ~ Surveillance Act of 1978 are scheduled to expire on 12 31 2009, specifically Sections

206, 215 of the.pdf
2

({Rec ~ Surveillance

Actor197-+ UNCLASSIFIED

NON-RECORD

Steven N. Siegel, Section Chief
NSLB - Policy, Litigation, Training and Oversight

b6
b7cC

THIS IS A PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT WORK PRODUCT/COMMUNICATION AND IS
NOT TO BE DISTRIBUTED OUTSIDE OF O6C WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, April 13, 2009 9:17 AM

To: STEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI). MCNALLY, RICHARD (O&C) (FBI)

Subject: FW: DOJ EXEC SEC / TRIM Document : 09/D0/1237 : (Rec'd from OAG) Ltr from
Chmn Feinstein and Vice Chmn Bond, Select Comte on Intelligence, advising that three

provisions of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 are scheduled to expire on
12/31

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Patriot Act-895

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00301



fyi

Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

Room , b7C

From: ExecSec(DO)

Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2009 9:55 AM

To: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI)] (OCA) (FBI);

OcA) (FBI)| (DO)FBI).| |(>O) (FBI):;
HARRINGTON, T. J. (DO) (FBI)] —__|(NSB) (FBI); |(NSB)
(FBI);| |(NSB) (FBI): HQ DivOO_NSB_ADMINISTRATIVE[ |  »s

[ [(NSB) (FBT)| (DO) (FBI); LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (06¢) °'°
(FBI); (O6C) (FBI):; [DO) (FBI): CARLIN,
JOHN (DO) (FBI); BOEHRINGER, CHRIS (DI) (FBI); HQ-DIV19-EXECSTAFF:;

Ii_2| (DI) (FRI)| |(cD) (FRI)| [
(CTD)(FBI);] [(CTD)(FBI) [CTD) (FBI);

| ] (¢TD) (FBI):| |(cID) (FRIL)| |
(CID) (FBI); MCTIGHE, JAMES S. (DO) (FBI); l(>o) (FBI):

PISTOLE, JOHN S. (DO) (FBI)

Subject: DOJ EXEC SEC / TRIM Document : 09/D0/1237 : (Rec'd from OAG) Ltr from Chmn
Feinstein and Vice Chmn Bond, Select Comte on Intelligence, advising that three provisions of
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 are scheduled to expire on 12/31/200

INFORMATION ONLY:
Instructions:

Attached is correspondence referred to the FBI by the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ)
Executive Secretariat, FOR INFORMATION ONLY. IT DOES NOT REQUIRE ANY FBI
ACTION; however, it is being referred to you for your information in the event you may be
contacted by the DOJ entity tasked with handling the response. The original will be maintained
in the ExecSec office for a period of 90 days; and thereafter, disposed of due to limited
record storage space. Should you need to refer to.this document after this time frame, a copy
can be provided from the TRIM database.

: Patriot Act-896
If this matter needs to be reassigned to another entity, the FBI ExecSec should be advised

2
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immediately (within 2 days of e-mail receipt). The ExecSec will need to know o whom the
request should be reassigned to, together with a point of contact (if known).

If you have any questions, comments, suggestions, or require the attached correspondence to

be sent to another division/office for action or information, please contact the Executive -ﬁg
Secretariat ] |, Ext] |1 |Ext , or by e-mail to HQ_DIVOO ©
_ExecSec.

Date Due

Addressee

Current Action

All Contacts : Office of Congressional Affairs (Other)

EAD-National Security Branch (Other)

Associate Executive Assistant Director-National Security Branch (Other)

EAD-Criminal, Cyber, Response, and Services (Other)

Office of General Counsel (Other) ‘ b6
AD-Criminal Investigative Division (Other) Business Phone: b7C
AD-Counterterrorism (Other)

AD-Counterintelligence (Other)

Directorate of Intelligence (Other)

Deputy Director (Other)

Chief of Staff (Other)

Deputy Chief of Staff and Counselor to the Director (Other)

Access DB or Workflow : 1551472

From : FEINSTEIN, DTANNE

Constituent :

Title (Free Text Part) : (Rec'd from OAG) Ltr from Chmn Feinstein and Vice Chmn

Bond, Select Comte on Intelligence, advising that three provisions of the Foreign Intelligence
Surveillance Act of 1978 are scheduled to expire on 12/31/2009, specifically Sections 206, 215
of the
Date of Communication : Tuesday, March 31, 2009
Notes: Subject: USA PATRIOT Act of 2001 and Section 6001 of the Intelligence Reform
and Terrorism Act of 2004. Requesting that DOJ consider these provisions so that legislation
can be enacted in advance of the end of the year. Therefore, requests by 5/1/2009 DOJ's
recommendations together with written presentation of the facts and reasons that support
those recommendations. Mentions that the Comte infignds,fasecledule a hearing in May that will
provide the Comte with an initial opportunity to consider DOJ's recommendations. See WF

3
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1535052 & related corres in ES. (DA) b6
"'"Thursday, April 09, 2009 at 9:43:33 AM (6MT-04:00) p7c
Related Records 09/D0/819: (Fax) Ltr from Chmn Leahy, Judiciary Comte, expressing

his concerns about the USA PATRIOT Improvement and Reauthorization Act of 2005, three
authorities permitting certain government intelligence gathering and surveillance activities

(Related to)

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-898

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00304



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEFEIN IS UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 05-16-2010 BY &3172 DMH/STP/FH

10-CW-00755

_{RMD)(FBI)
_b6
From: I |(NSB) (FBI) ' b7C
Sent: Monday, March 30, 2009 10:30 AM
To: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI);|
[_JoGe) (FBIY;] (OGC) (FBI) [DO)(FBI)
Subject: RE: MEETING DNVDIRECTOR
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
Thank you
b6
s b7C
From: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE-(QCA) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, March 30, 2009 10:18 AM
To: [ I\ (EBI); SIEGEL, STEVEN N, (0GC) (FBI); [ s ren] | cosc)
Dl |ooyren
Subject: RE: MEETING DNI/DIRECTOR
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

The Director téstified before the Sehate Judiciary Committee last week and when asked by Members, fe said the he is "a
strory supporter of the Patriot Act, particularly the areas where it broké down the walls between ourselves and the

mtelllgence commumty . The three prowsmns that are to sunset are lmportant provusnoT_ﬁnawmig@n_L, b5
Acted I 3 Y 3 nse fs that

I'm addlng:lto the distro because OCA did send a legislative wish list package to ODNI and|:|:an provide you b6
W/ a copy of that package. b7C

Beth Beers
Office of Congressional Affairs

[ 1

b6
b7C

From: | lon) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, March 30, 2009 10:08 AM

To: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBL); SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (0G0) (P (0sC) (¢
(OGC) (FBI)

Subject: MEETING DNI/DIRECTOR

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Beth and Steve:

What is the FBI's offical position on our legal authorities at present? _

1 assume] ]Is that b5
correct?

If not, could you send me our offical wish list for legislation so | can get it o the Director's office for his meeting with the

DNI at 11:00 am.

Thanks Patriot Act-903

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0305



DECLASSTIFIED BY &517% DMH/STP/EM 10-CV-00755
0 07-14-2Z010

(RMD)(FBI)
From: I lcTD)(FBI)
Sent: 09 10:46 AM b6
To: (OGC) (FBI) b7cC
%&E
ECORD 415
Below is response,
b4
"In related cases from thel [215 requests were made tfo identified US companies in order to obtain b7E
business records|
b6
b7C

ITOS 1 CONUS 4

VED FR
DECLA
) T

Patriot Act-908
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(51

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED o iTrize T Selne pam/eTe /EL
SB?R‘ET HEPFEIN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT  CLASSIFIED BY 6517 #HTR/RT

WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE REASON: 1.4 (e}
DECLASSTFY ON: 06-28-2035

10-C¥-00755

(RMD)(FBI)

From: | lwF) (FBI) e

Sent: . Friday. August 14, 2009 1:50 PM :b?] o

To: OGC) (FBI) ’

Subject: FW: 215 Business Records Request

S T

RE 415

Here you go!

From: | krBI) b6

Sent: _EndaM_AugusLlﬂl 2009 1:40 PM bIC

To: (TN (FBT)

Ca: (FB1); (G G2y

Subject: RE: 215 Business Records Request

S ET

CORD 415
b2

Here we go: b7E
bl
b2
b4
bTE

Jthe use of the

215 request was a necessary ihvestigative step which allowed thé ivestigation to ¢ontinug its focus on the identification of b2

dthef individuals who in quastion. bTE
b2
b5
b7E

From: l _____lcm)y (FBY)

Sent: j :43 AM

To: %(WD

Cc: CTD)(FBI)

Subject: : usiness Records Request )

Importance: High Ib 6

b7C
S
415

W] Patriot Act-909
Please see the below regarding a very old case closed in April 2007. | don't know if I:l(or me) sént this request out
} 1

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0307




SSRET

_last week or not, but NSLB must provide an answer to the Director on this today. The task appears to be pretty easy, a
duick paragraph summarizing the value of some 215 business récords reques] The pony paragraph
is listed below. If you can provide us with a short 2-3 sentences, we'll provide the information to NSLB.

Thanks,
I
b6
b7C
From: | | (cTD) (FBI)
Sent: Wednesday, August 05, 2009 5
To: I () I keoyren
Subject: FW: 215 Business Records Request
Importance: High
S
ORD 215
Please see below and make contact with SC to request the info.
Thariks
| |
Unit Chief | bo
CTDATOS 1, CONUS VI Bic
From: | J(oGe) (FBD) ‘ b6
Sent: ugust 05, 2000 3:14 PM b7C
To: (cTD) (FBD kcto) (rBI):;| lcto) (FBY)
Cc: HECK, BRENDA L (CTD) (FBL); | J(cD) (FBL)
Subject: 215 Business Records Request
Importance: High
SESRET
RECORQ 415
Hi Everyone,

If you could have your teams get in touch with the agents from these cases and provide a brief paragraph of how the 215
Business Records were helpful to their case. Specifically, | need the feedback to look something like this:

b2
b5
b7E

The responses can be classified. | need specifics but keeping it genpﬁﬁaﬂg&_glo
Deadline: COB August 13th.

SPERET

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0308



SDARET

Here are the respective cases per CONUS:

CONUS 4:
(8]
CONUS 5: .
_— bl
b6
& , b7C
CONUS 6:
L&)
Thanks,
LQ
I I
Assistant General Counsel
National Security Law Branch/ CTLU | b2
b6
b7¢C

PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION AND ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT. DO NOT DISSEMINATE
WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL.

RIVED FROM: G-1 FBI Classification Guide G-1, dated 1/99, Foreign Government Information
DEC FICATION EXEMPTION 1 '
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-1 FBI Classifica i d 1/99, Foreign Government Information
DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION 1
SECRET

DERIVED F 7 G-1 FBI Classification Guide G-1, Qated 1/99, Foreign Gov ent Information

DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION 1
CRET - Patriot Act-911
3
SERRET

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0309



ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED DATE: O6-28-2010
ET HEREIN I5 UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT [LASSTFIED BY 65179 DMH/STP /KN

WHERE SHOWH OTHERWIZE EEASON: 1.4 (b,c,d)
DECLASSIFY ON: 08-28-2035
(RMD)(FBI) - Cv_on7Ee

From: I licTD) (FBI)
Sent: 09 1:24 PM
To: OGC) (FBI)
Cc: CTD) (FBI)
Subject: FW: 215 Business Records Requests
Importance: High

‘ b6
Follow Up Flag: Follow up . b7C
Flag Status: Red
S ET
RECORD 415
. ‘ b2
Below are the two paragraphs from b7E

From: I I(FBI)
Sent: Thursday, August 13, 2009 1:19 PM . bé
To: I | (cTD) (FBL) ;

Cc: l loca) bic
Subject: FW: 215 Business Records Requests

Importance: High

S ET

R D 415

No additions or changes as of yet.
Please consider this our final draft; unless | hear something different, or you need further info.

Sincerely,
b2
b6
b7cC
b7E
From: | [(FBD)
Sent: Wednesday, August 12, 2009 1:08 PM
To: ] (FBI)
cc: [cocn)i | eBD); | re] [FeD; 15
[ (FBD)] | (FBT) p7C
Subject: FW: 215 Business Records Requests
Importance: High
=C : T
REZORDM45
[ ] SE?éRET Patriot Act-912

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00310



S}QQRET
This is our proposed response to NSLB's request via our ITOS team.
Deadline is.tomorrow. Please let me know if there are any additions or changes and we will send it forward.
bl
ey b6
d b7C
b2
‘ b7E
(FOUO) In related cases from the 1215 requests ‘
! i ifi i 2 i j o learn information relevant bl
18y b2
b6
b7C
b7D
b7E
bl
1)
b7C
b2
b7E
(SANF] In related cases from thel | 215 requests were
made to] lin order to i ircumstances under which Captioned |
[ 5] Subject had used any of several o
b6
bic
b7E
Sincerely,
b2
b6
b7C
b7E
From: l f(FBI)
Sent: Monday, August 10, 2009 12:48 PM
To: (0GA) : ‘ b6
Cc: fcTD) (FBI) i
Subject: FW: 215 Business Records Request b7c
Importance: High
S T
R 415
Since |:|will be out until the deadline has passed, please also research his case and provide our response.
b2
Sincerely, b6
b7C
b7E
Patriot Act-913 be
From: [ (cTD) (FBY) bic
2
SEPRET
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PRET

Sent: _EMAMSIQZ_ZOQQIE% AM
To: (EB]) (0GA)

Ce: I(éf);:W:ITD) (FBI) b6

Subject: FW: 215 Business Records Request b7cC
Importance: High

SESRET

RECORD 415

Please seé the below request on the use of 215 business records requésts in cases assigried to you. Note the deadling of
August 13. Thefe is & paragraph to follow on how to write a respohse. Any questions, let e know. Thanks.

b2
ITOS /CONUS 5 b6
“b7C

From: 1 [coGo) (FaI)

Sent: ugust 05, 2009 3:14 PM b6

To: (CTD) (FBL);| (CTD) (FBI)] |cTo) (rB1) b7C

Cc: “HECK, BRENDA L (CTD) (FBI) (CTD) (FBI) ’

Subject: 215 Business Records Request

Importance: High

S T

RE 415

Hi Everyone,

If you could have your teams get in touch with the agents from these cases and provide a brief paragraph of how the 215

Business Records were helpful to their case. Specifically, | need the feedback to look something like this: B2
b5
b7E

{3

The responses can be classified. | need specifics but keeping it general as well.

Deadline: COB August 13th.

CONUS 5:

bl
b6
b7cC

Patriot Act-914

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00312




SP?QET

Thanks,
LQ

| b2
Assistant General Counsel . b6
National Security Law Branch/ CTLU 1 biC

PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION AND ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT. DO NOT DISSEMINATE
WITHOUT OGC APFROVAL.

DERIVED FROM: G-1 FBI Classification Guide G-1, dated 1/99, Foreign Government Information
DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION 1

DERIVED FROM;s G-1 FBI Classification Guide G-1, dated 1/99, Foreign Governmentinformation
DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION 1
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-1 FBI Classificati i igh Government Information
DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTIO
SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-1 FBI Classification Guide.G-1, dafed 1/99, Foreign Govemmen‘t Information
DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION 1

SECRET

DERIVED FROM: G-1 FBI Classificatio
DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION
SECRET ‘

Guide G-1, dated 1/99, Foreign Government Information

DERIVED FROM: G-1 FE

Classification Guide G-1, dated 1/99, Foreign Government Information

DECLASSIFICATIONEXEMPTION 1

SECRET

DERIVED'FROM: G-1 FBI Classification Guide G-1, dated 1/99, Foreign Government Information
DECLASSIFICATION EXEMPTION 1

_S;Eﬂ

S%ET Patriot Act-915
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED DATE: 06-30-2010
S%ET HEFEIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT CLASSIFIED EY 65179 DMH/STE/FH
WHEFE SHOWH OTHEEWISE FEAZOH: 1.4 (e} .
DECLASSIFY ON: 06-30-2035

I—é (RMD)(FBl) 10-C¥-00755

From: I [OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Thursday, August 06, 2009 6:51 PM be
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) v
Cc: MCNALLY, RICHARD (QGC) (EBN] | (OGC) (FBI);I I b1
‘OGC)(FBI);| |(OGC) (FBI)] |
(OGO) (FBI)

Subject: ] |

: bb
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Red
Attachments: BizRecords.pdf

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

All,
Attached is & FISAMS report dépicting all business records for the pas’c 2 years. This report includes thé following data: 2

i
BizRecords.pdf (68
KB)

vir
I I
Chief, Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act Unit
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

Room .

I | b

b7C

From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2009 12:20 PM
To: (0GC) (FBDd (OGC) (FBI)
Ce: l koGo)(FBD] [oG0) (FeD] Jcocc) (FBY) _
Subject: | b5

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Lets §tart by getting a list of the field agents/squads with BR requests for the past 2 years. Can we det that today? Maybe ©6
¢an hélp with that. b7c

| will send an e-mail back to the DO telling them that CTD and CD neéd to compile the opetational information from their
folks. My sénse, though, is thaf |

b5
Steven N. Siegel
Section Chief
National Security Law Branch ) b6
Office of the General Counsel Patriot Act-916 bIC

SERRET
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SE BﬁE T
b6
From: | JoGo) (FBI) b7C
Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2009 11:38 AM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)] koaGc) (FBD)
Cc: (0GC)(FBI);] ] (OGC) (FBI) .
Subject: I 1 =B
SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
gave mé her folder and | cah provide them the questions you wanted below. The only thing is, &s| ointed ., ,
out, the BR reguests| b
I | b7E
How do )_pu waht to handle this? | know we| |
LQ
Assistant General Counsel b2
National Security Law Branch/ CTLU | b6
b7C
PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION AND ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT. DO NOT DISSEMINATE
WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL.
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)
Sent: ﬂwﬁmult% AM :
To: 0GC) (FBD) b5
Cc: lcocc) (FBD] J(OGC)(FBI)
Subject: | |
SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED .
NON-RECORD b6
NON-RECORD b7C
Don't worry about réguest #2. FISAMS is hahdling that one. | will send CD and CTD ménagemerit the request arid let
them know that their troops should be gathering that information. They will likely want help from us.
Thanks.
Steven N. Siegel
Section Chief
National Security Law Branch
I%aneral Counsel
) Patriot Act-917
2
SQ(RE T
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SpeET

b7cC

From: l KoGC) (Fa1)
Sent: Tuesday, August 04, 2009 11:33 AM
To: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) .
Cc: [ lcoGo (Frnd koGoyFer) b5
Subject: |
SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

b5

As t6 the sésond request, | will serid arourid an email to gather such informatiori. But i canhot be the POC, as | am out of
the office for the new thrée wéeks.

From; SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: I_Iu.ﬁdaL.Amusr_ﬂﬂ_ZO.ﬂa.lll:B AM

To: (OGC) (FBI) b5
Cc: KOGC)(FBI)

Subject: |

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b6

b7cC

I:lésked e to sehd this to you. Can yoii ensure that your Unit knows about this and gets the information requested?
You guys have two weeks (COB 8/18) to gét this to me. You lost a day becaus orgot to send this out.

Thariks.
Steve

Steven N. Siegel

Section Chief

National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

b6
b7C
From: SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI) :
Sent: Monday, August 03, 2009 10:31 AM
To: [ koso) (FeD)] laGo) (Fa] IOGC)(FBI)I loso
(F8D)l 1 (oG (Rl koGc) (FBI); MCNALLY, :
(0GO) (FBIY] loGo) (FRDY: SIE EN N. (OGC) (FBI); 0GC) (FBI)
Subject: | I -
: b5
SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
See below for &ction. Please canvass to-find examples for #1.
b5
b6

b7cC
[ Jeanthe| Patriot Act-918
b5
3
SEPRET
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SEPRET | b

Pleage have at least prelimirary information back by Wednesday at hoon.

[ Jesersasdn

b6

Rick, wé nieed to talk about #8. ’ BIC
Thanks.
Stevé
Steven N. Siegel
Section Chief
National Security Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

b6

b7C
From: l l(ON) (FBI)
Sent: Monday, August 03, 2009 9:25 AM

To: BEERS, ELIZAR : SIEGEL, STEV C) (FBD); DESLAURIERS, : HEIMBACH, MICHAEL
3. (CTD) (FBI); (€mD) (FBN] |(0O) (FBI); (DI) (FBI); CLOYD,
DANIEL L. (CD) (FBD)

Cc: [ kooyren o) (FeY) b5
|

Subject: [

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Hello everyone,

rv of | | b5
| Please let me know with whom | should coordinate to get

responses back tq |in a reasonable time (By August 24th).

(S) bl
Patriot Act-919

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00317



(8)

b5
I | bl
b2
Please let me know if you more information or if you have any questions about this material.
Thanks...I:|
. b6
Office of Congressional Affairs biC

Congressional Liaison Unit 1
FBIHQ-Room

SéNSITNE BUT UNCLASSIFXED

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

SENSITbE BUT UNCK‘SSIFIED
SENSITIVE;T Ué)LASSIFIED
SENSITIVEBU?&NCLASSIFIED
SENSITIV%UT U&LASSIFIED

SENSITIVE BUT UNCLASSIFIED

SE/ SITIVE BUT UNCLASSIRIED

Patriot Act-920
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CLASSIFICATION: % PAGET0QF10

ALL THFORMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN 1% URCL&SSIFIED EXCERT
WEERE SHOUWN OTHERWISE

DaTE: 07-14-2010

CLASSIFIED BY 65719 DIBL/STR/RE
FERSTE 1.4 o,

DECLARSIFY O 07-14-2035
10-CH-00755

FISA Order Report
FISA Management System

[S e
farh Y

Za
[

Creator Generation Date: Aug 6, 2009 6:32 PM
Creator Office/Role: FISA/Order Handler

Note: This report was generated at the time specified above and the data is valid only up to that time.
Additionally, the report was, generated by the specified user, while acting in the given role.
Requests to which the creator does not have access will not be included in the report,

CLASSIFICATI(%W PAGE 1 OF 10

Patriot Act-921
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CLASSIFICATION: S%l‘ PAGE20F 10
Parameters
Start Date: Jan'1,2007 12:00 AM
Coverage Type: BR
Cornpletion Date: Aug 5,2009 12:00 AM
b2
biE
)
BIE
bl
b
YIo
| 51
b6
bic
msmmnomsﬁz({r PAGE20F 10
Patriof-Act-922 —————
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CLl‘\SSll‘lCM'[OI‘%R}7

PAGE3 OF 10, .,

| | bR

5)

b2

“b7E

5]

51|

bl
bt
b7c

I = o
- —d SN

CLASSIFICAT[ON:S%ﬂ

Patriot Act-923

PAGE3OF 10
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mssmcmon:}éz;

PAGE4OF 10

b2
b7k

L]

CLASSIFICA’HO]%

Patriot Act-974

PAGE40F 10
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CLASSIFICATION: Sﬁ PAGESQF 10

is?\ bl

iy

il b

L B7C

5

cr.:xssmnon;%&;x : PAGE S OF 10

Patriot Act-925
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CLASSIFlCAﬂON%

PAGE 6 OF 10

b2
bIE

8]

CLASSIFICATION: S%Q

Patriof Act-926

PAGEGOF 10
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CLASSlFlCATlON:%é@ 7 PAGE7OF 10

blE

5

CLASSIFICATIOI\#W\ ' PAGETOF 10

Patriot Act-977
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CLASSIHCATION}{N PAGES OF 10
b2
bIE

b2
bIE

i
:b?C

CLASSIFICATION: S?é{ ) PAGESOF 10

Patriot Act-928
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CLASSIFICATION: Sﬁ%\

PAGESOF 10

-
—1 N3

fad

31|

bl
b6
D7C |

12)

<2

o R

cmssmcmon:?(gr

Patriot Act-929

PAGESOF 10
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CLASSIFICATION:#QE[

PAGE100F 10

3]

5|

ol e e

—a Sy

bt
b1

CLASSIFICATION: 59@

Patriot Act-930

PAGE100F 10

_
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S;?t‘RET
| ! (RMD)(FBI)

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED DATE: 0&8-17-2010
HEFEIN I5 UNCLAZSIFIED EXCEPT CLAXRERIFIED BY ©3179 DMH/STE/FM
WHEEE HHOWH OTHERWIZE FEAZ0N: 1.4 (o,d)
DECLAZSTFY ON: 0g-17-2035
10-C¥-00755

From: |

koce) (Fsl)

Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject: 215 BR Research

Importance: High

SECRET
RECORD 415

[ ]

IJALedn.eﬁsiaLAuguﬁmiﬂm%{zne PM
OGC)Y(FBI) b6

SIEGEL, STEVEN N. (OGC) (FBI)j|

[O0GC)(FBI) - b7C

Fromql stack of 215 Records, these are CD's within the last 3 years. There could be more, and we would need b5
FISA unit's help in identifying more. Steve indicated that|
I |
Here's the language that Steve wants us to compile is something like this:
b2
b5
b7E
The responses from the field can be classified. As Steve mentioned before, we have roughly 2 weeks to get this done.
b5

I'm working on the CTD ones. Not sure who is working on the CD ones. | assume we

These are some business records from CD.

(2]

Is that ok Steve?

bl
b6
b7C

Patriot Act-933
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Assistant General Counsel b2

National Security Law Branch/ CTLU | ﬁ? c

PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION AND ATTORNEY WORK PRODUCT. DO NOT DISSEMINATE
WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL.

D D FROM: G-1 FBI Classification Guide G-1, dated 1/99, Foreign Government Information
DECLA CATION EXEMPTION 1
SECRET

S,EQET Patriot Act-934
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FEDEEREAL BUEEAL OF INMVESTIGATION
FOIPA

DELETED PAGE INMFORMATION SHEET

Mo Duplication Feesz are charged for Deleted Page Informmation Sheetis).

Total Deleted Page(s) — 289
1 ~ Dutside the Scope

email string
ernail string
ermail string
etnail string
etnail string
etnail string
ermail string

10 — Duplicate email string

21 — Duplicate email string

Page

FPage 2 — Outside the Scope
Fage 3 — Druplicate

Fage 4 — Duplicate

Fage 5 — Duplicate

FPage & — Duplicate

Page 7 — Duplicate

FPage 8 — Duplicate

FPage 2 — Duplicate

Page

Fage 12 — Duplicate email
FPage

Fage 41 ~ b5

FPage 42 ~h5
Page 45 — b5
FPage 44 — b5
FPage 45 — b5
FPage 48 —~ b5
Fage 47 —~hs

52 — Dutside the Scope

553 — DOutside the Scope
54 ~ Cutside the Scope

FPage
FPage
Fage
FPage 64 — b5
Page 65 — b5
FPage aa — b5
FPage a7 —~ b5
Fage a8 —~ hs

FPage

Page
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage

6% — Duplicate email strings
Fage 70 ~ Duplicate email strings
Fage 71 ~ Duplicate emnail strings
Page 72 — Duplicate email strings
Page 73 — Dplicate email strings
FPage 74 — Dplicate email strings
FPage 75 — Duplicate email strings
Fage 7a — Duplicate email strings
Fage 77 — Duplicate email strings
Fage 78 ~ Duplicate email strings
T9 — Duplicate ermail strings
&0 ~ Duplicate email strings
1 — Duplicate email stritnigs
82 — Duplicate email stritigs
23 — Duplicate email strings
84 — Duplhcate email strings
&5 — Duplicate email strings

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00331



Page
FPage
FPage
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Page
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Fage
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
FPage
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Fage
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage

26 — Duplhcate email strings
87 — Duplicate email strings
88 — Duplicate email strings
59 ~ Duplicate ermail strings
o0 — Duplicate email stritngs
01 — Duplicate email stritngs
96 — Dutside the Scope
97 — Dutside the Scope
95 — Dutside the Scope

29 — Cutside the Scope
101 ~ Cutside the Scope

102 ~— COutside the Scope

103 ~ Cutside the Scope
104 — Cutside the Scope

128 — Duplicate ermail string
129 — Duplicate email string
1532 — Outside the Scope
133 — Cutside the Scope

134 — Cmutside the Scope
135 ~— COutside the Scope

138 ~ Cutside the Scope

137 — Cutside the Scope
138 — Outside the Scope

139 — Cutside the Scope

140 — Cutside the Scope
141 — Cutside the Scope

142 — Cmutside the Scope

143 —~ Cmutside the Scope
144 ~ Cutside the Scope

145 — Cutside the Scope

146 — Cutside the Scope
147 — Cutside the Scope

148 — Cutside the Scope

149 — Cutside the Scope
150 — Cmtside the Scope

151 —~ Outside the Scope

152 ~ Outside the Scope
153 — Cutside the Scope

154 — Cutside the Scope

155 — Cutside the Scope
158 — Cutside the Scope

157 — Outside the Scope

158 — Cutside the Scope
159 — Cutside the Scope

1a0 ~— Cutzside the Scope

141 ~ Cutside the Scope
162 — Cutside the Scope

163 — Cutside the Scope

164 — Cutside the Scope
16% — COutside the Scope

1688 — Cutside the Scope
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Page
FPage
FPage
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Page
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Fage
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
FPage
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage
FPage
Fage
Fage
Page
Page
Page
Page
FPage

1a7 — Cutside the
188 — Chatside the

189 ~ Chatside the

170 — Cuatside the
171 — Cutside the

172 — Cutside the

1753 — Cutside the
174 — Cuatside the

175 — Catside the

176 — Catside the
177 — Cnatside the

178 — Cuatside the

179 — Catside the
180 — COutside the

181 — COutside the

182 — Cuatside the
183 — Catside the

184 — Catside the

185 — Chatside the
186 — COutside the

187 — Cutside the

188 — Cutside the
189 — Cutside the

190 — Cuatside the

191 — Cutside the
192 — Catside the

1953 — Chatside the

194 ~ Chatside the
195 — Cuatside the

196 — Cuatside the

197 — Cutside the
1958 — Cuatside the

199 — Catside the

200 — Catside the
201 — Cmatside the

202 ~ Cmatside the

203 — Ctside the
204 — Cmtside the

205 — Outside the

208 — COutside the
207 — Outside the

208 — Ctside the

209 — Cmtside the
210 — Cmatside the

211 — COtside the

212 — Cmtside the
2153 — Outside the

214 — Otside the

215 — Ouatside the
2168 — Catside the
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN I3 UNCLAZSIFIED

DATE 07-27-2010 BY &5179 DMH/STP/EM
10-C¥W-00755

(RMD)(FBI)

From: | (DO) (FBI)
Sent: I_Mmaax_qmneu.. 4:49 PM
To: (DO) ( OGA>I1:I1411<9§4\ I_—I_lmoﬁ.l
(OGA)| 1 (DO) (FBI)] (CIIS) (EBIY:
(CJIS) (FBI); CJIS FBI licJis)
I\VQ5_CD EXEC STAFE] I(CTD) (EBM

II_I(CTD\ fia=1N [(CTD) (FBI] (CTD) (FBI),

fcoyFByl____ [(AT)(FBI); (Cl) (FBI);

HQ-DIV16-EXECUTIVE-STAFF; BENNETT, D : ANTHONY M.
(DO (FRN (HRD) (FBI); MM) (FBI); bo
[regsyEs); C %(NSB) (FBI); HQ-DIV19= TAFF; ©7C
[NSB) (FBI); CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (OGC) Imjfj
[ (OGC) (FBI); LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI;
lOGCY (ERIY llaGe) (ERIY | IDO)

(OTD) (FBI); (
- (OGC) (FBI);

| ' WD) (FBIY, BENNETT, LAURIE (WMD)(FBI);]
1 lovmDy (BN FBI);
TW'IDAW-B]) WM : KCV) (FBI)

Cc: I (BA - BEERS, EL| E
. EOCA? fFBl) KELLY, STEPHEN (DO)(FBI)'| DO) (FBI); [

| locA) (FBI);] (DO (FBIY-
(DO) (FBIy;] (DO)(FBI);|
(OCA) (FBI)
Subject: Draft DOJ Views Letter on S 1692 PATRIOT Act; deadline Tuesday 10/21 10am - RFC
Importance: High
Attachments: S 1692 FISA Patriot.pdf; FISA34 let.doc

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

S1692 FISA  FISA34 let.doc (40
Patriot.pdf (318 K... KB)

The attached letter / official communication is being routed by DOJ for official comment.
RE: DOJ Draft Views -

Please providé comments in a WORD DOCUMENT oiily.
Please provide primary responses with comments to HQ-DIV00-OCA-SME:

If you feel there is someone else who should see this and who has not been included,
PLEASE forward it to them and then let me know that I should add them on to the lists for
Sfuture distribution.

e Please indicate if your division is in favor or opposed t@gtgitsttter, as well as the reasons for your
division's position. Act-1701

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0337



e Ifyour division opposes the letter fully or in part, but believes that it can be remedied by changes in the
verbiage, please describe in detail what should be added, deleted, or changed, including
recommendations for substitute language sufficient to correct the objectionable section(s).

" o Ifyouhave additional comments which are not suitable for dissemination, please include them in the
body of your E-mail separate and apart from the attachment.

e If your division is not taking a position and has no comments, please send an E-mail stating such.

DEADLINE: TUESDAY OCTOBER 21, 10am

As always, I appreciate your attention to this matter.

b6
L | b7e
CLUI :
FBI OCA

UNCLASSIFIED

. Patriot
Act-1702
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ALL INFOFMATION CONTAINED

HEFEIN I% TNCLASSIFIED

DATE 07-27-2010 BY 65179 DMH/3TE/EM
10-C¥-00755

\(RMD)(FBI)

From: | (0GC) (FBI) b6

Sent: Tuesdayv Qctoher 27 7009.i0 47 AM b7C

To: I OGC) (FBIy| |(oGe) (FBI)

Subject: FW: DOJ EXEC SEC / TRIM Document : 09/DO/3909 : Expressing concerns regarding the
Patriot Act, which was passed under the necessity of strengthening our law enforcement in the
fight against terror. (MW)

Attachments: Expressing concerns regarding the ~ necessity of strengthening our law enforcement in the

fight against terror. (MW).pdf

i
Expressing

oncerns regarding "UNCLAS SIFTED
NON-RECORD

From: LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI)

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 11:05 AM

To: CAPRONTI, VALERIE E. (OGC) (FBI); (OGC) (FBI). SIEGEL, STEVENN. .
(OGC) (FBI) , b7C
Subject: FW: DOJ EXEC SEC / TRIM Document : 09/D0O/3909 : Expressing concerns regarding
the Patriot Act, which was passed under the necessity of strengthening our law enforcement in

the fight against terror. (MW)

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

fyi

Elaine N. Lammert

Deputy General Counsel
Investigative Law Branch
Office of the General Counsel

Roon'l |

Patriot Act-1819
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From: ExecSec (DO)
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 10:57 AM

To: (DO) (FBI); KELLY, STEPHEN (DO)(FBI): [(NSB)
(FRI)] (NSB) (FRT)] INSB) (FBI); HQ_Div00
_NSB_ADMINISTRATIVE: (NSB) (FBI)] |(DO)(FBI);

|(DO) (FBI); HARRINGTON, T. J. (DO) (FBI); FRIES, ELIZARETH A.

(DO) (FBI)]

|(DO) (FBI); MURPHY, TIMOTHY P. (DO) (FBI); MCTIGHE,

JAMES S. (DO) (FBI):

|(DO) (FBI); PISTOLE, JOHN S. (DO)

(FBI)]

lorA) (FRI)] kora) (FBI);

[(OPA) (FBI): KORTAN, MICHAEL P. (OPA) (FBI);

(DO)(FBI)]

b6
b7

| (OPA) (FBI); MROSE, YONINA A. (OPA) (FBI)]

| | (OPA) (FBI); LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (O6C) (FBI);

| (06¢)

(FBI); BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI)| lloca) (FBI);| I
(OCA) (FBI): HQ DIVO5_CD_EXEC STAFF] | (D) (FBI);
(CTD)(FBI); (cto)FBI: [ |
(CTD) (FBI)] l(cTD) (FRIY| |

(CID) (FBI)]

|(cID) (FBI); HQ-DIV19-EXECSTAFF; CARLIN, JOHN (DO) (FBI)

INFORMATION ONLY:

Subject: DOJ EXEC SEC / TRIM Document : 09/D0/3909 : Expressing concerns regarding the
Patriot Act, which was passed under the necessity of strengthening our law enforcement in the
fight against terror. (MW)

Instructions:

-Attached is correspondence referred to the FBI by the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ)
Executive Secretariat, FOR INFORMATION ONLY. IT DOES NOT REQUIRE ANY FBI
ACTION; however, it is being referred to you for your information in the event you may be
contacted by the DOJ entity tasked with handling the response. The original will be maintained
in the ExecSec office for a period of 90 days; and thereafter, disposed of due to limited
record storage space. Should you need to refer to this document after this time frame, a copy
can be provided from the TRIM database.

If this matter needs to be reassigned to another entity, the FBI ExecSec should be advised
immediately (within 2 days of e-mail receipt). The ExecSec will need to know to whom the
request should be reassigned, together with a point of contact (if known). '

If you have any questions, comments, suggestions, or require the attached correspondence to 1
be sent to another division/office for action or information, please contact the Executive b7C
Secr'e‘rar‘iaT,| l, Ext | | Ext or by e-mail to HQ_DIVO0

_ExecSec. Patriot Act-1820
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Date Due
Addressee
Current Action
All Contacts : EAD-National Security Branch (Other)
Associate Executive Assistant Director-National Security Branch (Other)
Deputy Director (Other)
Associate Deputy Director (Other)
Office of Congressional Affairs (Other)
Office of Public Affairs (OPA) (Other)
Office of General Counsel (Other)
AD-Counterintelligence (Other)
AD-Counterterrorism (Other)
Directorate of Intelligence (Other)
AD-Criminal Investigative Division (Other) Business Phone
EAD-Criminal, Cyber, Response, and Services (Other) b7C
Deputy Chief of Staff and Counselor to the Director (Other)
| |(Other)  Business Phonef |

Access DB or Workflow : 1697028

From : | |

Constituent :

Title (Free Text Part) Expressing concerns regarding the Patriot Act, which was

passed under the necessity of strengthening our law enforcement in the fight against terror.
(MW)

Date of Communication : Friday, October 02, 2009

Notes:

Related Records

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

Patriot Act-1821
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED

HEREIN I3 TNCLAZSIFIED

DATE 07-27-20l0 BY &517% DMH/STE/EM
10-C¥-00755

(RMD)(EBI)

From: | kocc) (FBI) b6

Sent: Thursday. Se r 17,2009 1:12 PM pic
To: (OGC) (FBI)
Subject: : raft Testimony Reauthorization of: USA Patriot Act; Deadline TODAY 9/17 2pm;

RFC

Attachments: FISA32 doc.doc

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Atter all,| |
| | What more-is there-to-say? ;=)

" Assistant General Counsel
OGC, Privacy and Civil Liberties Unit
FBIHQ, Room| bE

b7C

THE FOREGOING MAY BE A PRIVILEGED FBI 0GC COMMUNIGATION AND SHOULD NOT BE DISSEMINATED
WITHOUT OGC APPROVAL

From: | 1(0GC) (FBI)

Sent: __'[h,uﬁd,ax.jgm_emhfr 17,2009 1:10 PM ‘
To: DO) (FBI)

Ce: [oemy res [ Jwoxrens [ ooy ray koso)

(FBI)
Subject: FW: DOJ Draft Testimony Reauthorization of USA Patriot Act; Deadline TODAY 9/17 2pm; RFC

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD b6
b7C

| don't have any coments oh behaif of the OGC Privacy and Civil Libérties Unit.

I I
Assistant General Counsel
OGC, Privacy ivil Liberties Unit
FBIHQ, Room

THE FOREGOING MAY BE A PRIVILEGED FBI 0GC COMMUNIGATION AND SHOULD NOT BE DISSEMINATED
WITHOUT OGG APPROVAL

From: l |(Do) (FBI)

Sent: _ Thursday, September 17, 2009 11:22 AM
To: CAPRONI, VALERIE E. (QGC) (FBIM 1(OGC) (FBI): LAMMERT, ELAINE N. (OGC) (FBI);l I
0GO) (FeD: lroGc teend l(oo) (FeD:; I(OGC)
FBD); (C1S) (FBI);[ (Q19) (FBI); b6
(CJIS) (FBI); NSB) (FBD): HO- -EXECSTAFF; [ J(NSB) (FBI); HQ_DIV05 b7C

CD_EXEC_STAFF, CTD) (FBI); B KCTD) (FBI);
e ok R4

Cc COYG:) |po) (rary;| |coca) (raiy; | l(oca)

1
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o m— oL I T m— Joew 5

FBI)
Subject: DOJ Draft Testimony Reauthorization of USA Patriot Act; Deadline TODAY 9/17 2pm; RFC

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

N
B
FISA32 doc.doc
(105 KB)

The attached testimony is being routed by DOJ for official comment.
RE: This statement will be used for both House and Senate hearings on the reauthorization of the
PATRIOT Act, taking place 9/22 and 9/23.

FYI FOR OGC - Ms. Caproni has already provided comments, and those have been sent to DOJ direct.
' b6

Please provide comments in a WORD DOCUMENT only. ' b7C

Please provide primary responses with comments to:lin OCA, with a cc to

| and

If you feel there is someone else who should see this and who has not been included, PLEASE forward it
to them and then let me know that I should add them on to the lists for future distribution.

¢ DPlease indicate if your division is in favor or opposed to the testimony, as well as the reasons for your
division's position.

e Ifyour division opposes the testimony fully or in part, but believes that it can be'remedied by changes in
the verbiage, please describe in detail what should be added, deleted, or changed, including
recommendations for substitute language sufficient to correct the objectionable section(s).

e Ifyour division is not taking a position and has no comments, please send an E-mail stating such.

DEADLINE: TODAY - September 17, 2pm

As always, I appreciate your attention to this matter.

| | . b6
CLUI ‘ b7C

FBI OCA

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED
Patriot Act-1855
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201 ~ b5
202 ~ b5
203 ~ hs
204 ~ hs
205 ~ hs
206 ~ hs
207 ~ b5
208 ~ b5
209 ~ b5
210 ~ b5
211 ~hs
212 ~hs
213 ~hs
214 ~hs
215 ~hs
216 ~ b5
217 ~ b5
218 ~ b5
219 ~hs
220 ~ hs
221 ~hs
222 ~hs
223 ~hs
224 ~— bS5
225 ~hs
226 ~ b5
227 ~ b5
228 ~hs
220 ~ hs
230 ~ hs
231 ~ b5
232 ~ hs
233 ~ b5
234 ~ b5
235 ~ b5
236 ~ hs
237 ~ hs
238 ~ hS
239 ~ hs
240 ~ b5
241 ~ b5
242 ~ b5
243 ~ b5
244 ~ hs
245 ~hs
246 ~ hS
247 ~ hs
248 ~ b5
249 — b5
250 ~ hs
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251 ~ b=

252 —~ bhs
253 ~ hs
254 ~ b5
255 — hs
256 — ba
257 — bsa
258 — bs
259 — bhs
260 — bs
261 ~ hs
262 ~ b5
263 ~ b5
264 — b
265 — b
266 — bs
267 — bs
268 — bs
269 — hs
270 ~ b5
271 ~hs
272 — b=
273 — bs
274 — bs
275 — bs
276 — hs
27T —hs
278 ~hs

279 — Cmtside the
280 — COmtside the

281 — Outside the
282 — Outside the

283 — Outside the

287 — Otside the
288 — Omtside the

289 — Cmtside the

290 — Ctside the
291 — Cmtside the

292 — Otside the

293 — Otside the
294 — Cuatside the

295 — Catside the

298 — Catside the
297 — Cmatside the

2958 — Ctside the

299 — Cmtside the
300 — Outside the

301 — Outside the

302 — Ouatside the
303 — Catside the

304 — Cmtside the

Scope
Scope
Scope
Scope
Scope
Socope
Scope
Scope
Socope
Scope
Scope
Socape
Scope
Socope
Scope
Scope
Socope
Scope
Scope
Socape
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Socope
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305 — Catside the
306 — Catside the

307 — Catside the

308 — Ctside the
309 — Ctside the

5310 — Outside the

5311 — Outside the
312 — Ouatside the

313 — COatside the

314 — Cmtside the
315 — Cmatside the

318 — Catside the
5317 — Cmtside the

5315 — Outside the
321 —~ hs
322 ~hs
323 ~ hs
324 ~ hs
325 ~ hs
326 — hs
327 — hs
5328 — Cmtside the

329 — Outside the
330 — Outside the

Socope
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Socope
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Socape
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Socope
Scope
Scope
Socope
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Scope

Scope
Socape
Scope

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO0350



ALL FEI INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEFEIN I% UNCLASSIFIED

DATE To-12-2UlT BT 6ol DMEZ3THE—

RE: Patriot Act Reauthorization 10-C¥-0073535 Page 1 of 1
Kelly, Stephen

From: Agrast, Mark D. [Mark.D.Agrast@usdoj.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, October 20, 2009 5:53 PM

To: Samuels, Jonathan D.; Monaco, Lisa (ODAG) (SMO); Caproni, Valerie E.: Libin, Nancy C. 1o

ODAG) (SMO); De, Rajesh (SMO); Wiegmann, Brad MO); Kris, David (NSD) (SMOY;] | be
I_(:f(SMO); Kang, Christopher D. | | Krass, Caroline D.. Siegel Steven Nl; '
Larson, David C.; Weich, Ron (SMO): Baker, James A, MO);
Kelly, Stephen;| l| i! I b6
|

l b7C

Subject: Introduction of House PATRIOT bill
Attachments: USA Patriot Amendments Act of 2009 Oct. 20.pdf, Section by Section Analysis USA Patriot

Amendments Act 2009 Oct 19.doc; Two Pager on Patriot Bill Oct 19.wpd; FISA Amendments Act
of 2009 Oct. 20.pdf; The FISA Amendments Act of 2009 Section by Section Oct 19.wpd

House Judiciary bills and analyses attached. We'll want to focus on the PATRIOT Amendments Act. The
FISA bill deals with broader issues and is on a separate - and slower — track.

From: Agrast, Mark D, ‘
To: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG) ; Caproni, Valerie E. (FBI) ; Libin, Nancy C. (ODAG) ; De, Rajesh ; Wiegmann b6

Brad ; Kris, David (NSD) tl Kang, Christopher D.; Samuels, Jonathan D.; | b7C
[} Krass, Caroline D.; Siegel, Steven N. (FBI) ; Larson, David C. (FBI) ; Weich : a
I_(OLAGI)IJﬂ Kelly, Stephen (FBI) ; Weich, Ron ; Robert Litt ;| ;&l )

Sent: Mon Oct 19 22:34:35 2009 b6
Subject: Introduction of House PATRIOT bill and request for Member briefing

{ wanted to give you a heads up that we expect Chairman Conyers and Chairman Nadler to introduce
their PATRIOT Act reauthorization bill this week--possibly as early as tomorrow. We also expect their bill
to be somewhat closer to the Leahy bill as introduced than to Feingold-Durbin. We will circulate language
as soon as we have it. | believe they will be eager to sit down with us to discuss the bill as soon as we
have had an opportunity to analyze it-ideally at some point next week.

They also have requested a classified briefing for Judiciary Committee Members and cieared staff on the
use of PATRIOT Act authorities. They have suggested Thursday, October 29 at 11 a.m. as a possible
date. 1 think we will want to have the same line-up we presented at the SJC Member briefing, subject to
availability.

Mark David Agrast

Deputy Assistant Attorney General for Legislative Affairs

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Robert F. Kennedy Main Justice Building

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Room 1607

Washington, D.C. 20530-0001

202.514.2141 main | 202.305.7851 direct | 202.514.4482 fax

Patriot Act-1866

6/23/2010
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Section by Section Analysis
USA PATRIOT Amendments Act of 2009

Sec. 1. Short title and table of contents. Section 1 names this Act the “USA PATRIOT
Amendments Act of 2009” and provides a table of contents for the entire bill.

Title I—USA PATRIOT Act Related Amendments

Sec. 101. Roving Wiretaps. Sec. 101 clarifies that when the government only provides a
description of the target of surveillance for purposes of obtaining a warrant (whether or not that
warrant is for a regular or roving FISA warrant), that description must be sufficient to allow a
court to determine that the target is a single individual.

Sec. 102. Extension of Sunset of Sections 206 and 215 of USA PATRIOT Act. Sec. 102
extends the sunset dates of roving wiretaps and FISA business records to December 31, 2013.

Sec. 103. Access to Certain Tangible Things under section 501 of the Foreign Intelligence
Surveillance Act of 1978. Sec. 103 (§215 tangible things) requires a statement of specific and
articulable facts showing that the tangible things sought are relevant to an authorized
investigation, other than a threat assessment. The “specific and articulable” language is not
present in the current law, and is a more exacting standard for government to meet.

This section also retains the concept that certain types of records are “presumptively relevant” to
a counterterrorism or counterintelligence related investigation (assuming an appropriate
statement containing specific and articulable facts). The retention of the “presumptive
relevance” for documents pertaining to foreign powers or agents of a foreign power
accomplishes two important goals. First, it puts the government and a court on notice that these
types of records are the type of documents that Congress generally expects the government will
be pursuing in furtherance of authorized counterterrorism and counterintelligence investigations.
The presumptive relevance standard does not, however, allow the government to obtain the
documents merely by showing relevance to a foreign power or agent of a foreign power through
a statement of “specific and articulable facts.” A court must also find that the requested records
are actually relevant to an authorized investigation.

Second, the government may be able to acquire certain records even if it cannot show that the
documents are relevant to a foreign power or agent of a foreign power. However, these types of
records, which do not fall into the “presumptively relevant” category, would be evaluated with a
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higher degree of scrutiny by a court. The court would determine whether or not the government
presented specific and articulable facts to show relevance to an authorized investigation.

With respect to judicial review, current law requires the recipient of a nondisclosure order
associated with a § 215 order to wait a year before seeking judicial review of the nondisclosure
order. Sec. 103 allows a recipient to challenge both the underlying order and any associated
nondisclosure order immediately. In addition, the government must notify the recipient of a right
to challenge the legality of the production order or nondisclosure order, and the procedure to
follow to file such a petition at the time the government serves the § 215 order on the recipient.
Absent bad faith on the part of the government, current law also allows a certification by a high
level official to conclusively defeat a challenge to a nondisclosure order. Sec. 103 eliminates the
concept of a “conclusive certification” entirely.

Compliance assessments of minimization procedures pertaining to §215 orders are now
facilitated by allowing FISA court judges to review government compliance with minimization
procedures associated with specific orders. A request for §215 records cannot be made to a
library or bookseller for documentary materials that contain personally identifiable information
concerning a patron. None of these elements are present in the current law.

Sec. 104. Sunset Relating to Individual Terrorists as Agents of Foreign Powers. Sec. 104
allows the “Lone Wolf” provision to sunset on December 31, 2009. “Lone Wolf” is not
reauthorized.

Sec. 105. Audits. Sec. 105 requires the DOJ Inspector General to audit and submit reports to
Congress for §215 tangible thing orders, National Security Letters (NSLs), and FISA pen
register/trap and trace orders for all calendar years through 2013.

Sec. 106. Criminal “sneak and peek” searches. Sec. 106 requires the government to seck an
extension for delaying notice of the search after seven (7) days, not the current thirty (30) days.
Any extension to delay notice granted by a court cannot be longer than 21 days at a time. In
addition, any application for extension must be made by the Senate-confirmed United States
Attorney for the district seeking the delay. This section also narrows the circumstances under
which the government could obtain a “sneak and peek” warrant by eliminating “otherwise
seriously jeopardizing an investigation or unduly delaying a trial” as a situation that would
permit the issuance of a “sneak and peek” warrant.

Sec. 107. Use of Pen Registers and Trap and Trace Devices under title 18, United States
Code. Sec. 107 requires the application for a pen register to contain a statement of specific and
articulable facts showing that the information likely to be obtained is relevant to an ongoing
criminal investigation. Current law only requires a certification by the applicant.
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Sec. 108. Orders for Pen Registers and Trap and Trace Devices for Foreign Intelligence
Purposes. Sec. 108 requires the application for a pen register to contain a statement of specific
and articulable facts relied upon by the applicant to justify the belief that the information likely
to be obtained is foreign intelligence information not concerning a United States person or is
relevant to an ongoing investigation. Current law only requires a certification by the applicant.
This section also requires the implementation of minimization procedures for pen registers and
trap and trace devices, and allows FISA court judges to assess the government’s compliance with
these minimization procedures. These are new requirements

Sec. 109. Public Reporting on the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act. Sec. 109 requires
annual public reporting of aggregate numbers of requests for surveillance that also include a
breakdown of requests for (a) electronic surveillance, (b) physical searches, (c) orders for
tangible things (Section 215 orders), and (d) pen registers. Current law requires only public
reporting of the above categories in the aggregate.

Sec. 110. Challenges to Nationwide Orders for Electronic Surveillance. Sec. 110 allows a
provider of electronic communication service or remote computing service to challenge a
subpoena, order, or warrant requiring disclosure of customer communications or records in either
the district in which the order was issued or the district in which the order was served.

Title II—National Security Letter Reform

Sec. 201. Short Title. Sec. 201 indicates that title I shall be cited as the “National Security
Letter Reform Act of 2009.”

Sec. 202. Sunset. Section 202 provides a sunset date of December 31, 2013 for national security
letters, with the effect of returning the relevant national security letter statutes to read as they
read on October 25, 2001.

Sec. 203. National Security Letter defined. Sec. 203 defines “national security letter,” for the
purposes of this bill, as a request for information under one of the enumerated provisions of law.

Sec. 204. Modification of Standard. Sec. 204 requires an official with authority to issue a
national security letter to document and retain a statement of specific and articulable facts
showing that there are reasonable grounds to believe that the information sought pertains to a
foreign power or agent of a foreign power. This standard changes the focus of the “relevance”
required under current law from “authorized investigation” to “foreign power or agent of a
foreign power.” In addition, current law does not directly couple the relevance standard with
“specific and articulable” facts as support for relevance—a more exacting standard for the
government to meet. Current law also does not require the government to create and maintain a
record of such facts at the time the national security letter is issued.
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Sec. 205. Notification of Right to Judicial Review of Nondisclosure Order. Sec. 205 requires
the government to notify a recipient of a national security letter of (1) a right to judicial review of
any nondisclosure requirement imposed in connection with that national security letter and, (2)
that the nondisclosure requirement will remain in effect during the pendency of any judicial
review proceedings. Current law does not require such notification.

Sec. 206. Disclosure for Law Enforcement Purposes. Scc. 206 requires the Attorney General
to authorize the use of any information acquired or derived from a national security letter in a
criminal proceeding. Current law does not require such “use authority” for national security
letters.

Sec. 207. Judicial Review of National Security Letter Nondisclosure Order. Sec. 207
establishes additional procedures for a recipient to seek judicial review of a nondisclosure
requirement imposed in connection with a national security letter. If the recipient wishes to have
a court review a nondisclosure requirement, the recipient must notify the government. Not later
than thirty days after the receipt of notification, the government must apply for a court order
prohibiting the disclosure of information about the national security letter or the existence of the
national security letter. The nondisclosure requirement remains in effect during the pendency of
any judicial review proceedings. The government’s application for a nondisclosure order must
include a certification from the Attorney General, Deputy Attorney General, or the Director of
the FBI (or the head of another agency if not part of DOJ) containing a statement of specific and
articulable facts indicating that disclosure may result in a danger to the national security of the
United States, interference with a criminal, counterterrorism, or counterintelligence
investigation, interference with diplomatic relations, or danger to the life or physical safety of
any person. If a court determines that there is reason to believe that disclosure will result in one
of the enumerated harms, the court will issue a nondisclosure order for no longer than 180 days.
The government can seek renewals of nondisclosure orders for additional periods of not longer
than 180 days each. If there comes a time when the facts supporting a nondisclosure order issued
by the court cease to exist, the government must promptly notify a recipient who sought judicial
review of a nondisclosure order that the nondisclosure is not longer in effect.

Current law neither requires the recipient to formally notify the government if “he” wishes to
seek judicial review, nor specifies that the government will initiate such court review by
applying for a court order. The government is also not required to notify a recipient who sought
Judicial review of a nondisclosure if or when such an order would cease to exist based on a
change in facts supporting the nondisclosure order. In addition, absent bad faith on the part of
the government, current law also allows a certification by a high level government official to
conclusively defeat a challenge to a nondisclosure order if the challenge is filed within one year
of the request for records. Current law also allows a recertification made by high level officials
to be treated as conclusive, unless made in bad faith. Sec. 207 eliminates the concept of a

“conclusive certification” entirely. Moreover, this section corrects constitutional defects in the
4
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nondisclosure orders pertaining to national security letters as addressed in Doe v. Mukasey, 549
F.3d 861 (2" Cir. 2008).

Sec. 208. Minimization Procedures. Sec. 208 requires the Attorney General to establish
minimization and destruction procedures to ensure that information obtained pursuant to a
national security letter regarding persons that are no longer of interest in an authorized
investigation is destroyed.
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I ALL FEI INFORMATION CONTAINED
HEFEIN I3 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE 08-12-2010 BY 635179 DMH/3TP/FM

10-CW-00755

Kelly, Stephen

From: Weich, Ron [Ron.Weich@usdoj.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, October 14, 2009 9:59 AM b2
To: Kelly, Stephen b6
Cc: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG) ( SMO)! |(smoy] I
(SMO); Libin, Nancy C. (ODA! 0); Carlin, John Larson, David C.; Christopher D Kang;
Wiegmann, Brad (SMOY; De, Rajesh (SMO Baker James A. (ODAG) (SMO); Caroline »
I_ISML_Mfrk D. (SMO); Beers, Elizabeth R. il&egel Steven N.; b6
| Robert Litt; Caprom Valerie E. b7cC
Subject: RE: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps
Yes, we will schedule that for when Lisa and val can attend, maybe Fri.
----- Original Message-----
From: Kelly, Stephen (FBI)
Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2009 8:00 PM b2
To: Weich, Ron b6
Cc: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG); | l Il | Libin, Nancy
C. (ODAG); Carlin, John (FBI); Larson, David C.
(FBI); Christopher D Kang; Wiegmann, Brad; De, Rajesh; Baker, James A,
(ODAG) ; Caroline Krass; Agrast, Mark D.; Beers, Elizabeth R. (FBI) ;| ] bE
(FBI); Siegel, Steven N. (FBI);]| | (FBI); Robert Litt; Caproni, Valerie E. ;
(FBI) b7C
Subject: RE: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps
Ron -~
Val is out of the office until Thursday afternoon, I believe, but I think it's important
for us to make progress on this. Can we start by scheduling a DoJ-FBI meeting, as you
suggested, later this week?
Thanks.
- Stephen
————— Original Message----- ﬁé
From: Weich, Ron [mailto:Ron.Weich@usdoj.gov]
Sent: Friday, October 09, 2009 10:55 AM
To: Caproni, Valerie E.; Robert Litt
Cc: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG) (SMO) ;| 1 | (smoy; | |
(SMO) ; Libin, Nancy C. (ODAG) (SMO); Carlin, John; Larsom, David C.; Christopher D Kang; b6
Wiegmann, Brad (SMO): De, Rajesh (SMO); Baker, James A. (ODAG) (SMO); Caroline Krass; b7cC
Agrast, Mark D.
(SMO) ; Kelly, Stephen
Subject: RE: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps
We're not going to resolve this by email. Let's discuss this in person early pext week.,
perhaps first within DOJ/FBI. | b5
————— Original Message-----
From: Caproni, Valerie E. (FBI) )
Sent: Friday, October 09, 2009 10:49 AM :
To: Robert Litt be
Cc: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG);l II Il IWelch Ron;
Libin, Nancy C. (ODAG); Carlin, John (FBI); Larson, David C. (FBI); Christopher D Kang,
Wiegmann, Brad; De, Rajesh; Baker, James A. (ODAG) ; Caroline Krass; Agrast, Mark D. )
Kelly, Stephen b6
(FBI) b7cC
Subject: RE: For today's Leahy meeting: possible am?ﬂfﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁi-{g?@Pg wiretaps
223
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b2

b5
b7E
veC
.. b2
----- Original Messgage----- b6
From: Robert Litt | ’
Sent: Friday, October 09, 2009 9:11 AM
To: Caproni, Valerie E.
Cc: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG) (sMO); [ I | (smo) ; | |
(SMO) ; Weich, Ron (SMO); Libin, Nancy C. (ODAG) (SMO) ; Carlin, John; Larson, David C.; bé
Christopher D Kang; Wiegmann, Brad (SMO); De, Rajesh (SMO); Baker, James A. {(ODAG) (SMO); b7C
Caroline Krass; Agrast, Mark D. (SMO); Kelly, Stephen
Subject: Re: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps
b5
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————— Original Message -----

From: "Valerie E. Caproni" <Valerie.Capronie@ic.fbi.govs b2
To: "Mark D. Agrast (SMO)" <Mark.D.Agrast@usdoj.gov>, "Stephen Kelly" BE

<Stephen.Kelly@ic.fbi.gov>, "robert litt" [ |

Cc: "Lisa Monac " _<Lisa.Monaco@usdoij.gov>, |
| il b6

] | b7C
I ] "Ron Weich (SMO)" <Ron.Weich@usdoj.govs, "Nancy C. Libin
(ODAG) (SMO)" <Nancy.C.Libin@usdoj.govs>, "John Carlin"
<jcarlin@ic.fbi.gov>, "David C. Larson" <David.Larson@ic.fbi.govs, "Christopher D Kang"
"Brad Wiegmann (SMO)" <Brad.Wiegmann@usdoj.govs,

"Rajesh De (SMO)"
<Rajesh.De@usdoj.govs>, "James A. Baker (ODAG) (SMQ)"
<James.A.Baker@usdoj.gov>, "Caroline Krass" |
Sent: Friday, October 9, 2009 8:54:06 AM GMT -05:00 US/Canada Eastern
Subject: RE: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps

Mark,

I don't know that we need to resolve who shot John, but we do need to get this fixed. Are
the leg people thinking about a strategy?

vC
————— Original Message-----

From: Agrast, Mark D. [mailto:Mark.D.Agrast@usdoj.gov]
Sent: Friday, October 09, 2009 8:29 AM

To: Kelly, Stephen; Caproni, Valerje E.

Cc: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG) (SMO);| El l: |
I ] (smo) ; Wgighﬁ_ggg_ismgli_Lihin__Nrncy C. (ODAG) (SMO); Carlin, John; Larson, b6
David C.;| Wi . Brad (SMO); De, Rajesh (SMO); Baker, 57C
James A. ({ODAG) (SMO);| |

Subject: Re: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps

Steve,

Steve,

----- Original Message ----- b2
From: Kelly, Stephen (FBI)

To;l ICaproni, Valerie E. b6
(FBI7

Cc: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG):l I

| Il 1] } weicn, ; Libi e
._J_._LQDASL;.Ca:l&n_]John (FBI); Larson, David C. (FBI); Agrast, Mark D.; .b7C

2 Wiegmann, Brad; De, Rajesh; Baker, James A. (ODAG) ;

s>ent: Thu Oct 08 23:05:42 2009
Subject: Re: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps

b5
Patriot Act-1874
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b5

b2
----- Original Megsaca b6
From: Robert Litt
To: Caproni, Valerie E.

Cc: Monaco, Lisa (OD : I
| | (smo) ; ; Weich, Ron 0); Libin, Nancy C. (ODAG)

(SMO) ; Kelly, Stephen; Carlin, John; Larson, David C.: Agrast, Maﬁk D. (sSMO); b6
LWmann, Erad (SMO); De, Ralesh (SMO): Eakr.r__.lames_a_l (ODAG) (SMO) ; b7C

Sent: Thu Oct 08 22:14:07 2009
Subject: Re: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps
| b5

————— Original Message -----
From: "Valerie E. Caproni" <Valerie.Caproni@ic.fbi.gov>

wuammm_nl Agrast@usdoj .gov>, | b6
b7C

"Brad Wiegmann (SMO)" <Brad.Wiegmann@usdoj.govs, "Rajesh De (SMO)"
<Rajesh.De@usdoj.gov>, "James A. Baker (ODAG) (SMO)"
<James.A.Baker@usdoj.gov>, |

|
| Il I

|
I Cc: "Lisa Monaco (ODAG) (SMO)}" <ILisa.Monaco@usdoi anvs | I b2
[ | 1 | be
I | N3O
1 | "Ron Weich (smo) " <Ron.Weich@usdoj.gov>, "Nancy C. Libin
(ODAG) (SMO)" <Nancy.C.Libin@usdoj.govs, "Stephen Kelly"
<Stephen.Kelly@ic.fbi.gov>, "John Carlin" <jcarlin@ic.fbi.gov>, "David C. Larson"
<David.Larson@ic. fbi.gov>
Sent: Thursday, October 8, 2009 9:53:52 PM GMT -05:00 US/Canada Eastern
Subject: Re: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps
b5
From : Agrast, Mark D. <Mark.D.Agrast@usdoj.gov> To : Kang, Christopher D.| — ]
| ; Caproni, Valerie E.; Wiegmann, Brad (SMO); De, Rajesh (SMO); Baker, b2
ames A. b6
(ODAG) (SMO); Kra roline D.]| 1] |
iCc : Monaco, Lisa (ODAG) (SMO); | | .
[ ] (smo) ;] l(smo); wWeich, Ron b6
(5MOJ); Libin, Nancy C. (ODAG) (SMO) Sent : Thu Oct 08 19:07:37 2009 Subject : RE: For bic
today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving Patdokps
Act-1875
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From: Kang, Christopher D.| I

Sent: Thursday, October 08, 2009 6:32 PM

To: Caproni, Valerie E. (FBI); Wiegmann, Brad; De, Rajesh; Agrast, Mark D.; Baker, James
A. (ODAG); Krass, Caroline D | ] |

Cc: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG) ;| [ | |
Subject: RE: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps

b5

b2
b6

b6
b7cC

b5

From: Caproni, Valerie E. [mailto:Valerie.Caproni@ic. fbi.gov]
Sent: Thursday, October 08, 2009 6:26 PM

To: Wiegmann, Brad (SMO); De, Rajesh (SMO); Agrast, Mark D. (SMO): Eakﬁr, James A. (ODAG)
(SMO); Kang, Christopher D.; Krass, Caroline D.:

b2
Cc: Monaco, Lisa {ODAG) (SMO);I 3 l(SMO);[::::::::]Zb6

(sMO)
Subject: RE: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps

All,

What happened here? We have gotten a call from[:::::::::::]saying that Feingold

represented that the FBI said we didn't have a problem with thig. /

Distressed at the FBI

From: Caproni, valerie E.
Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 5:08 PM
To: Wiegmann, Brad (SMO): De Radiesh (QMﬂ); Agrast, ﬁgﬁ%OP' (SMO) ; Baker, James A. (ODAG)

(SMO);|
227 Act-1876

b6
b7cC

b6
b7C

b6
b7C
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b6
|

;| |
o G, Lisa (ODAG] (SMO); | L Jewo [ 1
— b6

Subject: Re: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps

b7cC

On the issue of a statutory requirement that there be minimization requirements for NSI.e.

b2
b5
bTE

b6

From : Wiegmann, Brad <Brad.Wiegmann@usdoj.govs To : Wiegmann, Brad (SMO); De, Rajesh b7¢C

(SMO) ; Agrast, Mark D. (SMO): Baker. Jame, : i, Valerie E.;

| . i
[ [ | b2
| |Cc _: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG) (SMO): | ] b6

[\_ﬂ | ](smo) ;| |

TO7

Sent : Tue Oct 06 15:00:21 2009
Subject

RE: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps

b5

Dotlaol
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b6
b7C

From: De, Rajesh
Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 2:39 PM

To: Agrast, Mark D. Baker Jamesg A. roni, Valeri (FBI) ; —_ | Eb2
[ ;| i | Wiegmann, Brad b6

Cc: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG); |
Subject: RE: For today's Leahy meeting: p0951ble amendment re roving wiretaps

From: Agrast, Mark D.
Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 2:34 PM

To: Baker : Caproni, Valerie E 1) ; b2
| |; i Wiegmann, Brad b6

Cc: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG); De, Rajesh
Subject: Re: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps

Thanks, everybody, for a useful meeting. | b5

‘ JIf Val can send me the language,
I would be happy to get it into their hands.

b6
From : Agrast, Mark D. b7C
To : Baker, James A. (ODAG); Capropi, Valerie E. (FBI); |
. |'Robert Litt!
1 [Wiegmann, Brad b2
Cc : Monaco, Lisa (ODAG); De, Rajesh b6

Sent : Tue Oct 06 12:50:42 2009
Subject : RE: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps

Thanks, Jim. We're getting en route to the 1:15 meeting but please let us know if you have
any thoughts or suggestions for us. Patriot

FBI-PREPROCESSEDO00364



From: Baker, James A. (ODAG)
Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 12:4% PM
To: Caproni. valerie E. (.Eﬁ]:); Agrast, Mark D.; | |
Robert Litt; Wiegmann, Brad
Cc: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG); De, Rajesh
Subject: RE: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps b6

I'm looking at this now. Thanks.

From: Caproni, Valerie E. (FBI)

Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 11:56 AM
To: Agrast, Mark D. ;] | | ; Robert
Litt; Wiegmann, Brad
Cc: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG); De, Rajesh; Baker, James A. (ODAG)

Subject: RE: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps

Jim,

. . tf b5
My recollection is tha \
[ \Do you?
vC
From: Agrast, Mark D. [mailto:Mark.D.Agrast@usdoj.gov]
Sent: Tuesda r 06, 2009 11:32
To: | L Caproni, Valerie E.; e
Robert Litt; Wiegmann, Brad (SMO) b7C
Cc: Monaco, Lisa (ODAG) (SMO); De, Rajesh (SMO); Baker, James A. (ODAG)
(SMO)
Subject: For today's Leahy meeting: possible amendment re roving wiretaps
From Leahy staff
From: Magner, Tara (Judiciary-Dem)
[mailto:Tara_Magner@Judiciary-dem.senate.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 10:42 AM
To: Agrast, Mark D.
Cc: Park, Chan (Judiciary-Dem); Bookbinder, Noah (Judiciary-Dem)
Subject: Query re Roving wiretaps
b5
Patriot
ACl-1ooU
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l ALL INFOFMATION CONTAINED
HEREIN I3 TNCLAZSIFIED
DATE 08-11-2010 BY &517% DMH/STE/EM

10-CW-00755

KELLY, STEPHEN (DO)(FBI)

From: KELLY, STEPHEN (DO)(FBI) e
Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2009 7:35 PM .
To: __BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI)/| ooy, ] ¥ |

DO)(FBI |
Ce: (DO) (FBI)| | oN) (FBI) |
Subject: : ummary
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

bb

If thef are not looking for numbers,|:|you may be able to give them the basics of whaiE“

Won't get into it here, but happy to give you a sense in person of the line that | think|_ldrew on this in his
testimony. Clearly, however, for starters we can confirm that no lone wolf provision usage so far. That being said, | think 1,4
that in other briefings/background it has been made clear that it would be useful in cases similar to those we have bTC
encountered, and that's why DodJ is seeking reauth of the provision.

Keep us posted on how much heat you're getting for detail on these issues.

Thanks.
- Stephen
From: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBI) b6
Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2009 12:28 PM B
To: (D0) (FeD] [(DO)(FBI; KELLY, STEPHEN (DO)(FBI) '
Cc: | GO YG: )| ko) (Fen)
Subject: RE: Patriot Act Summary
UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD
b5
I | What the Director has said publicly is that the lone wolf provision has not been used -
see excerpt below from the Senate Homeland Security Govt Affairs Committee hearing for most recent statement - so that
info can be shared w/ HPSCI if they are not already aware.
b5
thanks,
Beth Beers

Office of Congressional Affairs ib 6

MR. MUELLER: I'll leap into the fray and say yes. The Patriot Act is going to be debated. | know
those provisions have been very essential to us, particularly the first two which relate to the business
records provision and, secondly, the roving wiretaps. And a third, while it has not been used, lone
wolf will be and is important if we get the similar situation that we had with Musawi in 2001. So |
would urge the reenactment of those provisions.
I also would make a point in terms of national security letters. Our success and our information is in
large part attributable to the information we can gather, not%mg%?ntive conversations but of the tag
Act-1
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data or the telephone toll data that we obtain by reason of national security letters. So it's really
retaining these capabilities that is important.

From: (DO) (F8I) .
Sent: I‘T_sd_rbe_rlue 3y, October 13, 2009 12:16 PM b6
To: | (DO)(FBI): BEERS, E| E (OCA) (FBI) b7cC
ce 00) (Fel)ﬂom (FBI)

Subject: . Patriot Act Summary

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

b6
b7cC

Thanks

1
| | |

FBIHQ/OFFICE OF CONGRFSSIONAL AFFAIRS
b6 !

From: | I (DO)(FBI)

Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2009 10:59 AM

To: BEERS, ELIZABETH RAE (OCA) (FBD
e — YT looy e[ Jomeran

Subject: FW: Patriot Act Summary

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Hi Beth:

Would you have any thought to I:Iquestion below?
Had we heard back from Steven Siegel re: authorities used, numbers, etc.

| would also assume that|:|is still looking for these, but all of the sudden it seemed to fall off his radar towards the end
of last week. | know Stephen brought this up to him on Thursday, anDseemed uninterested to the extent he had
been with the non-stop emails earlier in the week4|:|- had you hear from him yet this week?

Thanks.

b6
From: l 1(00) (FBI) b7C

Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2009 8:33 AM
To: | I DO)(FBI)

Cc: I |(ON) (FBI)
Subject: Patriot Act Summary Patriot

Act-1883

58
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—

UNCLASSIFIED
NON-RECORD

Have you gotten anything finalized on the Patriot Act authorities used in the recent CTD investigations? | need to get b6

something to HPSCI asap.

Thanks

[ ]

FBIHQ/OFFICE OF CONGRESSIONAL AFFAIRS

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

UNCLASSIFIED

b7cC

Patriot
Act-1884
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