Ta: Jodi Avergun, Chief, NDDS

CC:  Michae] Walther, Deputy Chief, NDD%

. Froms: Thomas M. Kent, Trial Attoshey, Wirctap Unit

Datec  12/19/2004

Re: Operation Snowplow — Dissemination of information on cormuption within
-hﬂﬂﬁmmwhﬁuwwmummww

e S

. As discussed in my memopapdum, dated December 13, 2004, several
unrelated investigations, including Orperation Snowplow, identified commapt agenis:
within the DEA. As further discussed in my memorandum, OPR's handling of the
investigetions into those allcgations has come imto guestion and the OIG investigator
muestigation. As discussed In my e-mail, dated December 17, 2004, [ want to spesk
Mmmmn&mwmm:mmmum
allegations are fully imvestipated and acted upon if true. ;

As promised, | am, providing you with further information on the allegasons

* and evidence that s alresdy v files a2 OPR and OI0. .A,ﬂ:!ﬁililrhrﬁﬂlf:ﬂﬂﬂ
vouch for my credihility and seversl idividuals close to the prior investigations that

nncovernd cormuption agreed 10 Speak with me. ‘Thad a limiisd time frome in which —

fo speak with them and ask questions. They were abie to provide mo with some of

r mwummmufhmwuﬁmmdﬂmﬂ
O1G. Such & debriefing, hased on what [ learned 1n & few howrs, would ke days.

Having been failed by so many before and facing tremendous risks 1 their
 carcers and their safery and the safity of their families, they weye understandably
hesitant to reves) the information 1 raquested, including the nemes of those direscly
involved in criming] activity in Bogots and the United Staies. They agreed to revead
the nemes 1o me on the condition that | not further dlsseminaic e G e s
being.  They are prepared to provide the Public Integrity Section with those namies
and evesything in the files st OFR and O1G, 20d then some, if called npan o do 30.
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Figel Allcsation hDHAmmithihﬂwﬂﬁntan:

Colernbian based supply network. They had informants who were abie 1o ldentily
wmmﬂmmﬂhmmdﬂMﬂﬁldeﬂ
 the indivicuais to Whom the shipments belonged. Targets began to cooperate in the
‘Bogot. ﬁuﬂ@dh%mmﬁﬁhﬁmﬁd&hjﬂu
agents. Spocifically, they aliaged that the agents provided them with information an
investigations and other law enforcement activitles in Colombia ‘Ihe targers wen:
able to provide the DEA group in Florida with confidential reports they obtained
Mﬂwhmmrﬁmmmmmdmmm“d-ﬂlm
O of the reporting agents was placed on adminiswative leave shortly thereafier.
.%hmmﬂmhﬂmmmmlmﬂhmni‘m
. informants. As the informant left thar meeting, he was murdered. Other informuats,
anrefated tn the shove-described investigation, but who also worked with the DEA
group in Flonida were also murdered. Each miwder was preceeded by a t for
their identity by an apent in Bogota The agent fram the DEA group in Flonds wha
mplﬂdma&mmﬁlhwm-ummudhyﬂ:ﬂm

liggal Another DEA group in Florida was working an

inyestigation imo another Colombian based supply netwark. They were working
with the Bogots Country Office. They had informants who wert able to identify a
new method of smuggling. spuﬁmm:,theuumﬁnﬂ&cmmcnhuﬁhm
hﬁqumﬂhﬂmﬂnﬂﬂ@aﬁﬁwmd_wm
mml_h'mmwmmwm#wmam
mmnﬂ&minﬂuﬁhmﬁwmﬂmm-mﬂm‘tm“
unshle to properly replirstr the extraction process. Finally, all agreed than the
: imsmﬂﬁﬁmMWGuﬂtmﬂwﬂkﬁgﬂﬂﬂmm
3 .wmmmcnmmmmmm
mﬁmm.ﬂdmm'mmdmmm
sorylic. Mmﬂﬁﬂ'hﬂﬁ:ﬁtm“mmwumwﬂw
themselves. When the informants did go to the sirport in Colombia they were
arresied. Thwmmﬂhﬂﬂmmmmnhmmh
‘Florids. todd Colombisn officials 1o lock them up and throw away the key. He

a4 fie 05 to reprecent that he had nny kogwiedpe they were even in Colombia. His

were backed by snether agent in Bogota. The informants were
-mmmmmmhmwﬁmﬂwmuﬂm Once it was
-ﬂmhhﬁhhignuiuﬁnguﬁmiﬁththm Oue
ﬂMMWWMMﬂhmmhhﬂmﬂq
hiding,
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 Third Aligatios. The saroe DEA group in Florida tha! made fhe second
.Iﬂﬂlﬁmhﬂminhuumm—lwﬂahdhhfﬂﬂmﬁvﬂl
communications equipment. The informani was incarcerasied in Bogota at the time.
The group worked the investigation with agents from Bogota. Unbalmowmst to
ﬂmmrﬁﬂuwwmuuﬁngﬂmmﬁ:_mwwmh
desths of the Informuts scleived to in the first allegatinn. That agent assured the
mmmmmw;mwmmmmquﬂm
3 However, when fhey arrived in Bogota they wers told by another Bogots based
sgent, identified as cormupt during the second allegation, that' they would not be able
. to get the informant out of prison. As the two sides argued back and forth the
{nformant was challenged by the Bogots agents 10 prove his allegations. [He did so
by making a videotape of » conversation he then bad with a member of the FARC in
jﬂhwﬁﬁﬂﬂw'm_dﬂ:ﬂrﬁmhﬁmﬂtmﬁﬁ
communications equipment. When confronted with the actual mpe that confirmed
the informant’s story, the agents in Bogota complained that what the informant and
DEA group from Florida had done was illegal and they would be unable to obtain
 the. informant’s relesse.  The imvestigation was stagnate for & time umtl the
informant way out of prison and Hving outside of Colombis. He re-sstablished

_ enngact with the DEA group im Florids and imformed them that he was st in conzact
 with the FARC and could still wark the investigation. One of the Bogota agents
mmwmuumWMmuMu_Mﬂmm
with the informant  The irformant once again reached put for the DEA group im
Florida after the impaase, this time with information that there was weapons grade
pucless material for gale in Spain. A third proposal was prepared. The Bopols agent
_ﬂmmhﬂuwﬂﬁqmﬁ.c.m_mmduwmlmm L
. Mﬂuimmlpﬁuﬂh.mmﬂhmm The Bogota agept
was called on his ¢laim and could not provide any evidence o Supportit -

: 'hnﬂhmmdﬁamm_wmmwh
out in opposifion, claiming that be was agrinst using the informant, against purting
phones we would intarcept nio the bonds of the PARC, and alleging that dne of the
. tergets, & target his own group had identified a3 2 narcotics wafficker, had nothing to
 do with marcotics. The agent was unable to dissuade those invelved ju the

investigation end it Gnally took off with the assistance’ of the NSA. The
mmmmﬁmdmﬂwhﬂmwnwmammwm
" as 1 DEA informant op the FARC. The documecit mirrered informetion the DEA
- growp in Florids provided the comupt agemts in Bogots previcusly. The

.Muﬂ&uﬁmimhdmdinmhdﬁnwhmmm
informants. The agents were then able fo record numerous conversations between
 their informents and the other DEA infonmants. They discussed, smong other

'ﬂir.g:,thmmﬁﬁmﬂhmmi;hﬂiﬂﬂmhwmudhdnﬂmm
iﬁuuﬂﬂﬁ_i@muh?ﬂmwitspl.!h.-.l.‘hltwmiuhnnbﬂh



©+ Powth aliégmsion. Operstion Sogwplove. After getting up on our [ist
-mﬂnﬂ.immhmummwmm
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. followed. In June of 2004, OPR and DEA, the two agencies embarrassed by the
mm&munmmwmmmmmim
hmi:mmﬂﬂu:muqmrm;ndﬂ:hhﬂmhm
gve o OIG over 1o OPR. mummummw
_'-':g.muﬂd!lnmﬂ?ﬂ.thmujrl-ﬂﬁuinwﬁpdmﬂahﬂdpﬂ The
mw.mwmmﬁu.mmhum
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© The fiest allegations was brought to OPR. By all sccownts OFR did nothing

-Mit_mwﬁmﬂthmmwhmﬂmuuﬂ'h
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ar the-evidenge they amassed. As discussed sbove, one of the reporting agents wad

 even ferminated by the DEA. When agents checked the files that were eventually

o tnﬁﬂrdhmﬁ.mqwﬁnmﬂnnﬁhﬂ,ﬁmhmznmpﬂd
- i OIG - :
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The seoond and third allegations were also brought 1o OPR. By all accounts,
once again, OPR did nothing sbout them. Instead, one of the agemts who reported
the corruption found himseclf the target of cumerous OPR investigations. The
with several agents on his payroll was eventually brought to Florids to take a
mrmmmmmm.mmmnwmdﬂﬁﬂmwu&m
agents in Bogots and elsswhere. He passed the test. However, the polygrapher was
inistructed by OPR not to report on the test. He was instructed thet the test never

The firsy second and third allegations were discussed with an OIG
investigator.. He was sdvised up front that the allegations would make his carces,
Insk the procese of holding those responsibie sccountable may destroy bis oarcer. He
jwﬂdﬂhﬂmﬁmdmﬁwumm_mﬂmub
_Mhm'lﬂhﬁnﬁpﬂmﬁrmhﬂm.am. The -
: wpﬁumm-mwmmmmmishﬂum
with the allagations. _ ol w0

F Thluﬂmdmhmaﬂngllmﬂhmﬂmsmmﬂmﬂ supervisors. Soune of
thiem heve besn regarded as being among the best sgents in the couniry. An agent

" involved in the first aflegation took a polygraph test. The polygrapher testified on

his behalf befors OJG. The polygrapher testified that he not only pessed, but
exhibited the best chart he hes ever seen in his 45 years as a polygraphey, a time
pariod in which he administered some 28,000 such tests, -

An agest involved in the second and third allegarions testified during intemal
" proceedings desighed to distredit other members of the DEA. Although pressred
oy 'hfth.eDEAmdthﬂnwam]‘tﬂlﬁuhdnu,h:uﬁmdﬂmmlwlﬁw.
After ane such procesding the judge, who ruled in favor of the mrgeted employee,
found the reporting agent more credible than the DEA’s witness, whom the judge
found had pegured hitnself. After making some of the allegations described above,
m.mwmwm&:mﬁmﬂmﬂuwm
allogations that be had perjured himself. The allegation was based on & complaint
filed by the attorey in the Chief Counsel’s Office who pressured him to lie under
outh. He was cleared of all charges. When that reporting agent went head (o head
with agents in Bogota on the iisue ip the second allegation of whether or not Buguls
had granied permission for the informants to leave Colombia with cocxine and’
“whether of not they would be traveling with the eocaine infused in acrylic, be rook &
polygraph test &nd passed. A topresentative of the Departrent of Justice reviewed
thﬂmlmmﬁwﬂm_mmﬁngmmumtﬂﬂuhmmm
1mmupugmﬂinnnguulndh:mmnﬂmhuzcnlmhiumdu.!.
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- There has plresdy been some litigation related to the svents discussed in this
memorandum. The agent weminated after making the first allegation wok part in
proceedings to obtsin reinstatement During those proceedings, & SAC, a wilness
against the agent, confessed 10 taking & bribe. In support of his decision o reinstate
the agent the judge found that the DEA anomey and OPR representatives lied
" In snother allegation, not previously diseussad, a DEA supervisor made false
allegations which led t an apent’s amresi. The agent denied the charged and offered
to make full starernients to whoever would listen without restrictions. He did so and
_ he also took & polygraph test. He passed. The supervisor however refused. The
agent was witimasely cleared of ull wrongdoing. A complaint was brought ageina
the supervisor, birt, as with the above complaints to OPR, nothing has been'done. In
fact, the supervisor hag been promoted. He and the DEA are now the subject of &
multi-millicn dollar lewsuit. _ '

The first four wiratsp investigations [ worked on when coming to the Wiretap

- Unit of NDDS all taok place in Bostos. Working there meant immersing cneself in
the humoil caimed by the Whitey Bulger scandal, one which destroyed the

eredibility of the FBI and fo some extent that of the U.S. Attomey's Office for the
Distriet of Massachusetts. To my benefit, some of the agenie and investigstors |
worked with were among these who took Bulger's group and the corropt FBI ugents
~down. What | leamned pales in compaiison to what is brewing over at the DEA and
OPR. The failures here are on a ecale that dwarfs the Bulger scandal and, as |
leamned, they arc contimdng. One of the cormpt agents. from Bogom, who was
central to the second and third allegations, was recently intercepted ovir & wirstap
That comversation links him o ongoing criminal activity, Specifically, in it he
discusses his involvement in lmmdering mopey for the AUC. Thet call has been
- documented by the DEA and that agent is now in charge of numerous narcotics and

money baundsring jnvestigaions.

. The agents who reported the above-described allegations did so o carrect
_ wrongs committed by other members of the DEA and OPR. Their attempts to do so
~led o retaliafion. As discussed wbove, the cracks in the lid DEA and OPR has
aftempted to place cn this problem we pefting bigger. It is only & maner of time

before this thing explodes. The agents, through me, want m ke their concerns o
the Public Iotegrity Section 10 ensure once and for all that the allegations ae fully
investignted and acted upon. Based on my comversations with them, 1 believe that
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ﬁﬂlﬂﬂﬂﬁnﬂwﬂltwmm“mmtﬂnﬂ'mlmpmﬂtﬁbﬁt
Iptegrity Seofion, If we are unable o arrange for 2 sit down between the reporting
mmmwmmmmmﬂnmmmmwﬂh
Mﬁmmﬂmmmﬁﬂ:mHEMMEﬁ:dy
believe that we will waich from the sidelines as the nilegations play out in 2
mﬁmmWWWHill.-mmmmﬂm
: thefr trusy In me. Thit was not easy given that thay were swmre thal some of the
allegations were brought 10 the sttention of NDDS back in July, as was the ides of -
going to the Public Integrity Section, but nothing was done. 1 have assured them
that 1 will lay the iseues before you with & much more detafied accounting of the
ﬂh;uﬁummdhnivmc_IEAﬂiﬂlednuwmminyyﬂﬂlmﬂkdm
fulty investigale the allegaions and hold those responsible acoountable  1f we can
mﬂm'wﬂuﬂ&h%ﬁ:ﬂmﬁwﬂuﬂmﬁwmntd'mcﬂﬂm
agents, who hove to this point resained silent for fear of remliation, will come
forwnrd. - Thiose agents have additional evidence not in the files maintained by OFR
and O1G. 1 believe, bated on their repredentalions, that thet new evidence alone
would pat the corrupt agents in prison. :

QUESTION: Can I, given that we are aware of the specific allegations end
tha fact that the investipating apencies are dropping the ball, go direcily @
the Prabiéic Integrity Section and dissrminate what we have learned throagh
our invesfigation $6, af the very least, they have the opportunily & make
sire an appropriate investigation s sndertaken?
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