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\ This memorandum provides a-summary of the most important points covered in the
above-entitled interview, but is .not a verbatim account. The memorandum is organized
by subject and does not necessarily.follow the order of the interview. The witness
provided all of the information in thismemorandum during the interview, except where
nO(,ed by square brac~\ts. (U)"

Bac.~grOUnd \\... -.

" Iwas the initial case agent on the crimiria.l side of the Barakaat investigation .
She has a BA in history from. Colorado College and. earned a Masters in Public
Administration from the University of Colorado in t'988. She entered the FBI-in May of
1990 and spent the first two years investigating white collar crimes. In 1992, she joined
the intelligence side of the FBI, doing a combination of terrorism and foreign counter- .
intelligence (FeI). In March of20Q2, when the terrorism and FCI functions in the office
were spli\.She began doing FeI WO~.",eXCIUSiveIY.(U) -.

Pre-9/t1 B.~rakaat investigation \.\.

Sh~ was assigned the Barakaat case in e~l~ 20~ I, when .her superviso'~~1 I
assigned her to It. The purpose of her being ..assigned to It was to ensure that there was a
"wall" between the intelligence and law enforcement investigations. The case arose out
of an intelligence investigation of AlAI. In order to ensure proper separation, a separate
case agent had to be assigned to the criminal case. She understood the wall to prevent the
criminal side from sharing grand jury information(including analysis derived from grand
jury information. ...such as schedules and analysis ofbank records) as well as Title III
electronic surveillance information. She could provide non-grand jury material, such as
source reporting aad pen register information. The inte.~ligence side, in tum, could
provide nothing to 'the criminal side. Upon questioning;' ktated that the criminal
investigators could ~ot even be directed to specific telephone numbers or other areas of
inquiry, even if the i~telligence information or sources and methods had been stripped
away. [Author note: I Ihe intelligence agent on the Barakaat, contradicted this
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•\'.~:'>:;:::.\ po~~t:)f ~nderstood the pu~s::~:::lIaswpr.event an unfair advantage, in
'. \ ....\':'>" ·'·:::.~~atthe intelligence side colle~tion was considered "easier ta.idrig~~~·'1 Iwhile she
\. .....\:-., understood the procedures, said she never understood the rationale for the procedures.
\" """ "<:.\ She.stated that she learned about the wall from briefings she received from the.fBI's
.... \ .....\·'~,~tio·Q~~,.,~ecurityLaw Unit during conferences.I'S),

'.., . . lt~t~dthat she did not see any intelligence regarding Barakaat, except receiving
informationinthe most general sense that UBL was believed to have been an early
investor in Barakaat, and that a portion of the transmission fees were to have been
skimmed-off to AI,A:I,members and some of that ultimately forwarded to Usama bin
Laden.~ ....-. "'",.,'.

\'"Shortly aft~t,,~'~.ingassi'gn.~dI tound out that there was an ongoing CUstoms/IRS
\~nvestigation, 'a.n~worked closely with them. This case was developed primarily out of
the numerous suspicious actiVit rel!0rts that had been generated by banks regarding the
Barakaat financialtransactions. _ 1-ound out that the other agencies had "tons" .of
bank records, alreadysubpoenaed through grand jury subpoenas, and IRS analysts were
in tpe process of beingscheduled into spreadsheets. They did not obtain the records of
the Barakaat entities themselves until search warrants were executed during the
November 2001 designations, She described the working relationship with the other
agents as "fabulous," andthe ..agents shared the burden equally. The working conditions
were difficult because there-was no collocated space, so it was hard for everyone to get
together to work on the case~'1 \. Ihad no recollection of the I3-month delay in
getting approval to brief the AusA. handling the criminal case on the intelligence
informa~~n about AI Barakaat. Se~ tvrFR. (U)

The strategy in the criminal case was to try to gather evidence and gain an understanding
of where th'~money that Barakaat was sending was going, and to determine whether it
was being UJ::l'~ d u terrorism. Part of the mission would be to provide whatever
they could t 0 support the intelligence case. The focus was on the
employees an owners of the three Barakaat outlets in Minneapolis. Prior. to 9/11, the
investigators were "still trying to find out what we had. "There had been no discussion
with the US Attorney's Office (USAO) regarding specific charges, and she could not
recall discussing at that time a material support of terrorism charge. She was looking
·more toward "nickel and dime" fraud cases. There was no consideration of structuring
prior to 9/11, because Customs knew from prior experience that the USAO would decline
a pure structuring case. That changed after 9/11. She' had a good working relationship.
with the USAO, who would provide support and whatever legal process was needed, but
was not otherwise directly involved in the investigation. (U)

One difficulty was that it was almoJt imllysible to trace the money once it left the United
State~. Once the money w~.~~.~~..th the investigators lost the t~ustoms was
working on a Mutual.Legal ASSIstance Treaty (MLA T) ~.~q.u.est.t{)·thL..J The MLA T
had not been-completed by 9/l ..L...One.ofthe'problemswith the MLA T request was that it
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At an April or May 2001 meeting of Barakaat investigat~ve agents from around the
country, hosted by Minneapolis, no specific investigar.e·plan or strategy was devised, but
al/ involved resolved to share infonnation. (U) .........:

Post 9/11 investigation ...../

After 9111 ( l.ras directed byrr~~~I- -----'lo work full time on
Barakaar, )\fter 91/ I, "all bets were"~-they started considering a structuring
change, <;onsidering search warr;Uits on·the.husinesses themselves, and put up a number
of pen r¢gisters. She noted th",fthe .CUStoms agent started taking more direction from her
headqufoters on the case. A~iiiti9Jial/y,"the Barakaat investigators i'I more nOfSonnel,
more ~pport and collocat~ ofJjce .spacs, Once the wal/ came doWlt ¥as able
to lo~k at the intelligenc~"fil"/Where there were no specific leilds'ihat resulted from this,'
it gay'e her a better persj)ecti'\'e.and understanding of the terrofist Connections, and helpedherto work harder. %5 "" ....

Ii, ~ad mifljma(d~;Uings with ~eadqUar.tetS;~lt~OUgh wen.t to a headquarters
j meeting at FRO', W~ete she recal/ed FmCEN making a preSentahon. She also sent reports
! 10 the FRG thfQuihout the et'iod. She had no communication with

/ iheadquartets.regardin ovember of2001. (She was off the case by the.
!/time ofth~.s!x:ond ecalls a headquarters meeting regarding
i .i Barak!latiittended rom Kansas City, Columbus, Seattle, San Diego, as

•i/../' '. .........::...ISo.r,eVle~edthe prior criminalcaseon·Barak.~i;c.losedin 1998, but foundnOlhingof
...iil. lance i.~,thli;le. It had beenopenedas a resultof the niiinerm..~SARsfiledby the banks,bUItherehad
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US would not be able to trust the government or have Control over the furtherdissemination of the infonnation. (U)

I lin the COurse of the criminal investigation, had two confidential SOurces Who
f were providing infonnation on al-Barakaat that confirmed that Barakaat was Siphoning
!off money to AlAI. The sources also indicated that one could not be a Barakaat
!representative unless one was also a member of AlAI. Her confidential Sources,
! however, did not have direct knowledge of that and were simply repeating What was

j knowledge within the Somali community. The infonnation obtained from these sources
j was not sufficient to bring an indictment. I She was confident in her Sources, both pre and
' post 9111, and put credence in what they were saying, Although they were not
polygraphed, it was the same type of information that they were getting from other
SOurces (inclUding from the intelligence side sources, she later found out), she had
"backgrounded" them well, and would test their credibility by asking them questions thatshe already knew the answer to-!55

Barakaat was moving significant amounts of money overseas, and t4 It was
improbable that the relatively low-skilled Worker Somali comm~ity rn MinneapOlis,
although large, could have been deriving that money through legitimate wages; She
believed that some of that money must have been derived thr9Ugh fraud. (U)
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well as agents from IRS, Customs, Oreenquest and the FRO. She recalls that there was a
lot of butting of heads between Greenquest and the FRO, mostly over "who was going to
shine." She stated that her Customs agent partner was scolded because she allowed the
FBI to be the affiant on the affidavit supporting the search warrants. (U)

The search warrants were executed on the houses of the principals of the business. The
\ ..OFACblocking order allowed Customs to seize everything in the businesses, a search
\,~arrant on OF AC then gave the criminal investigators the ability to access the
information derived from that. She noted that someone from headquarters leaked the fact
that Barakaat was going to be searched prior to the takedown. The searches produced
various types of business records, some of which were helpful in identifying other
individuals involved. (U)

Ultimai¢.~were never able to make a case on Barakaat. She COUIJ::l
money t1..-.....Jbut then she could never find out what happened to it.
indicated that this was a problem with all hawallas and with NOOs ge.nera y. taining
information from overseas was problematic because you could be never sure whether you
could trust the other country. (U) :..../

....~~~l~ft the case in March of 2002, when she returned fu1.l:iime to FCI duties as a
result of the-reorganization. At the time she left, she understood that other hawaladars
had taken theplace of the individuals she was investigating.and that the players had
changed. ~ -., /
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