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Synopsis: To summarize the events surrounding the unauthorized (§:> .
environmental surveys conducted by BRUCENIVINS at USAMRIID in
December 2001 and April 2002, and to provide an assessment of
IVINS' stated motivationg and documented actions.

Details: Following is a synopsis of the events surrounding the
unauthorized environmental surveys conducted by BRUCE IVINS at
the United States Army Medical Resewrch Institute of Infectious
Digeases (USAMRIID) in December 2001 and April 2002. IVINS!
surveys occurred after the anthrax-laced letters mailed in
September and October of 2001 were received at USAMRIID for
examination. In the aftermath of IVINS' April 2002 survey,
multiple investigations were initiated. The U.S. Army launched
both Army Regulation 15¢6 (AR 15-6) and Criminal \nvestigation
Commgnd (CID) 1nvesE19a%1onsT—'Kaaitionally, the FBI conducteéd an
independent query into the finding of Bacillus anthracis (B.a.)

contamination in "cold" (non-containment) areas of USAMRIID
pursuant to the AMERITHRAX investigation.

The overriding purpose of the compilation and summary
contained herein was to provide a rigorous evaluation of IVINS'
stated motivations and documented actions in relation to the
unauthorized sampling missions. Information from the AR 15-6,
CID and FBI investigations was compiled in order to construct a
comprehensive summary of the events leading up to and in response
to IVINS' survey results. Interviews and sworn statements
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derived from multiple USAMRIID employees were assessed for
details .xrelated to IVINS' actions, statements and motivations.
The individuals referenced herein were a
the time of the environmental surveys.

[ |were provided in response to Federal
Grand Jury subpoena #1228.

Writer's comments, enclosed in brackets and written in
italics, have been included throughout the summary. Comments
include -observations regarding behaviors of USAMRIID employees,
notable supportive and contradictory information, comparisons of
results from multiple environmental surveys, and speculations
regarding possible alternative explanations for IVINS' actions.
The writer's comments are topics to be addressed during pending
interviews.

EVENTS PRECEDING IVINS' DECEMBER 2001 INDEPENDENT ENVIRONMENTAL
SURVEY

° Concern regarding safe handling of B.a. E?C

According to| [USAMRIID received the
Daschle letter for analysis on either October 15 12,.1:_.‘1_§_,__2.Q_L.‘)_.’|__._1____I
was initially procesgsed in| |

and saw |exit| weari ne

glove and carrying a slide in a small ziplock big. | iwas
concerned about contamination becausel had assumed that

[;:;::::]had forgotten to take off the glove prior to exiting the
aboratory to the outside hallwav.? | | shared this concern
with BRUCE IVINS

samples were being processed initially in joSafety Level 2
(BSL-2) laboratory. According to E::E:Efféiﬁjdid not raise this
concern as a huge issue. Additionally, was not scared, nor
did[::]feel that other people's safety was threatened.*

oo
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2

During interviews with the FBI, IVINSl |
stated independently that in the fall of 2001,ra..|‘i_1.'_g:c_IISAMRIID_____I
received the Daschle letter tainted with B.a.,

concern that some of the handling procedures in the
Diagnostic Systems Division (DSD) appeared to be unsafe.5
According to IVINS,[:::::]repeatedly voiced reservations
regarding the way that incoming samples were handled during

| told IVINS | |on

several occasions that safety and contamination requirements were
not being met by personnel who were inventorying and
examining evidence.’ | was unsure about the specifics of
E;:::::::ﬁcomments, but indicated that statements occurred

uring normal office conversation.® To it was not clear
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whether procedures were really not being performed safely, or

whether procedures were just being conducted differently than b7c
had seen previously, and[:%::::]interpreted the

differences to be unsafe.’

Sometime soon after the glove incident occurred,E::::::j
| | | lwas familiar with
the incident, | |

[ [the glove was never in the suite,
rather it was |

la small tube of
ITguid cthat accompanied the Daschle letter to carry to another
laboratory. The tube was double bagged in ziplocks and the
r wasg bleached.?® | |
felt comfortable with the fact that there were no
contamination concerns. |was not absolutely cexrtain, but
[ | relayed to IVINS]| lthat
original concern about unsafe handling of evidence was no longer
a concern.

[WRITER'S COMMENTS - Relative to IVINS, | |
descrlbed very different reactions to |safety concerns.
interviews and in sworn statementsJ
minimized the discussions of and incidents related to
safety concerns, while IVINS inflated them.

referenced one or a few discussions, while IVINS indicated that
[:::::::::]Fad_multlnle*_lda1ly" discussions regarding safety
concerns, indicated during an intexview with the
FBI tbat| !was no longer concerned with contamination issues

following discussion with| |referenced the glove
incident on multiple occasions during interviews and swoxn

statements. Neither IVINS| | mentioned that

informed them of | discussion with| | or that

conveyed to | | that| |was no longer concerned.]

. Handling of the Daschle letter in suite B3 by IVINS and

In the fall of 2001, soon after receipt of the Daschle
letter at USAMRIID, IVINS conducted prellmlnary work
with the B.a. evidence.!? IVINS was tasked with assessing the
concentration of the anthrax powder in the Daschle letter.®®
IVINS entered the evidence into USAMRIID's suite B3, a BSL-3
laboratory, through the B3 pass-thru box.!* IVINS stated that
the contents of the letter contained a powder that was unlike
anything he had ever dealt with previously. Upon examination,
the powder contained in the letter seemed to float easily in the
air.'® IVINS was surprised by the fineness of the powder and
stated that "it floated around inside the hood like dust in the
sunlight."*® IVINS stated that due to the ease at which the
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powder became airborne, USAMRIID personnel should have conducted

testing within a laboratory that bore an overheard containment
hood.?’

ke

IVINS' DECEMBER 2001 INDEPENDENT ENVIRONMENTAL SURVEY bic

. IVINS' motivations for conducting an unauthorized
environmental survey
IVINS became concerned that the fine powder of the
Daschle letter, as well as other potential anthrax letters and
samples, were not contained adequately with the practices used at
USAMRIID.¥® IV ' ed with processing of the Daschle
letter in Roomi as the BSL-2 laboratory was not
adequate to contain aerosolized B.a. powder.!? According to
IVINS, |commented "daily" to him that employee
laboratory practices were unsafe.?® Based on conversations with
[::;::;] IVINS became concerned about possible contamination
outside the actual laboratories where the evidence was being
handled. 1IVINS was also apprehensive that contamination of
personnel might lead to contamination of areas outside the
ainment suites. [::::::]mentioned to IVINS the concern that
[fffﬁmay have been exposed to powder and possibly contaminated.?
Over time, IVINS' concern extended to the office area which
[ | He felt that if there had been unsafe
handling of evidence, then| |could have inadvertently
contaminated the office.

In December 2001, IVINS noted that[::::::::]entire desk

in roomn| lo£ Building 1425, was quite dirty. IVINS described

area as covered with an enormous amount of dust, debris and
other material. According to IVINS, other areas in the office,
including IVINS' | | desks, were not similarly dirty.
Because of the condition of | | desk, and because he knew
that[::::::]had worked a great deal with B.a., both in his
laboratory and in support of Operation Noble Eagle, IVINS
wondered privately whether any of the dust and dirt on[:::]desk
contained B.a. spores.? According to IVINS' thinking, if a
gpore was to fall in a dusty area, which had not subsequently
been cleaned, the spore could still be present.?

Therefore, in December of 2001, IVINS took the
rindgpggdgn;_i;itiative to swab the office| |
2  IVINS specified the following reasons as to why
he decided to conduct random environmental sampling within his
office around | | desk area: his experience with the powder
in the Daschle letter, | |comments of possibly being

exposed, | [oeing administered antibiotics, and information
that |personnel did not utilize safety precautions.?®
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. IVINS' December 2001 microbiological survey
According to IVINS, he personallv and privately decided
to obtain environmental samplings of desk, plate them on

Tryptic Soy Agar (TSA), and look to see if any colonies appeared
that were consistent with Bacillus species. IVINS swabbed
approximately 20 areas of desk, including the teléphone,
computer, and desktop. The plates were taped, taken into the B3
suite and incubated overnight. The following day, the plates
were examined for colonies that had a colonial appearance
consistent with Bacillus species. Approximately half of the
plates yielded one to two colonies that suggested Bacillus
species were present.?® The presumptively positive colonies were
not examined by gram stain, nor were they examined for the
presence of the plasmids pXOl and pXO2. IVINS did not examine
the colonies on capsule agar.?’

IVINS autoclaved and disposed of all the samples.
IVINS | of his findings, but was unsure if he actually
showed the samples. Because the posgibility existed that

desk contained some B.a. spores in the dust and dirt,
IVINS decided to thoroughly clean| desk area, to include
everything on the desk.?® During one interview with the FBI,
IVINS stated that he placed the computer keyboard and wrist pad
in the pass-thru box to decontaminate them.?®* IVINS did not
mention these specific actions during other interviews and in
sworn statements. IVINS indi hat he took no remedial
measures beyond cleaning up | desk because he did not
consider the level of contamination to be significant. He did
not believe that a full decontamination of the room was warranted

based on the finding of a few presumptively positive spores.
IVINS did not perceive himself or his coworkers to be at risk.?°

IVINS prov%dgg_ggngal reasons for swabbing only

[::::::::]desk area. desk contained a laver of dust n
present on either IVINS' or| | desk. | I

I
|

I
| Additionally,

the alrflow in room| [placed his] | desks upwind from
[ desk.”
With the exception of IVINS told no one at the

his swabbing efforts and findings. IVINS did not advisge
about the survey of [::]workspace, nor did he reveal to
the finding of presumptive posgitive colonies.3? IVINS

provided multiple reasons for not reporting his actions.?
Because he was concerned that records might be obtained under the
Freedom of Information Act, IVINS did not keep records, nor did
he verify the presence of B.a. on the cultures.?* If the
colonies were not B.a., IVINS felt he would have been agitating

5
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many people for no real reason. Additionally, IVINS had no
desire to cry "Wolf!" simply because he had found presumptive
colonies that were not demonstrated to be B.a. or even Bacillus
speciles. If the colonies were B.a., he felt that he had

ively taken care of the contamination issue by cleaning
| desk.?*® 1IVINS reasoned that since USAMRIID personnel
were extraordinarily busy at the time processing samples for
Operation Noble Eagle, he believed that telling people of a
potential breach of containment and that B.a. spores were
inadvertently taken into non-containment areas would have served
no beneficial purpose.3¢

IVINS acknowledged, in retrospect, that although his
concern for biosafety was honest and his desire to refrain from
crying "Wolf!" unnecessarily was sincere, he should have notified
his supervisor ahead of time of his worries about a possible
breach in biocontainment. IVINS thought that quietly and
diligently cleaning the dirty desk area would both eliminate any
possible B.a. contamination, as well as prevent unintended
anxiety and alarm at USAMRIID.?®*’ IVINS indicated that he did not
geek permission to conduct the survey, and he did not voice his
concerns about a possible breach in containment because he felt
that| | at the
time, would have been dismissive of| | concerns.?®

| confirmed that IVINS had informedl Itwo days
after he conducted an environmental survey of esk area
in December 2001.%°° IVINS told that he had swabbed]| |
] because he was rned about the comments made by
| IVINS advised that B.a. appeared to be present in
some of the samples. During an FBI interview, indicated

that[___ |was not concerned by IVINS' news because it could have
been anything, and[:::]was vaccinated.?®

[WRITER'S COMMENTS ~ IVINS' justifications of his actions
following the independent sampling contradicted his explanation
of motives for conducting the survey in the first place. If
truly motivated by a concern of contamination on the cold-side of
USAMRIID, upon evidence of such contamination, why did IVINS not
pursue more extensive methods toward correcting the problem? How
would improper handling of B.a. samples be corrected without
passing along information that the current containment system was
not working properly? Why even conduct the survey in the first
place if he did not want to cause alarm, especially if he
suspected that he would find contamination? IVINS had the
courage to conduct the swabbing without command approval, yet
lacked the initiative to inform the appropriate authorities when
the results were presumptively positive? IVINS was obviously
concerned enough about possible contamination to knowingly
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violate USAMRIID protocol, yet at the moment his concerns were
validated, he took no actions toward addressing the problems for
the benefit of USAMRIID.

[opien
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£ motivated by a concern for [::;::] why did IVINS not
inform of the presumptive positive results from desk?

IVINS confirmed during an interview that he did njt:j:fffﬂn |

of his findings; however, reasons for not telling were not
provided.** The assessment by IVINS that the level o '
contamination within the office was not a health risk to himself,
did not diminish the significance of finding
contamination outside of the hot suites.

IVINS gave conflicting accounts of exactly when he
informed[::::::ﬁabout the environmental survey. In IVINS'
15-6 sworn statement, he indicated that he mentioned to

to

that he was going to check[_____ ldesk in December ana
after he had done so that about half of the cultures were
suspicious for anthrax. During other interviews, IVINS stated
that he told| of the swabbing after the fact.

jtion to expressing minimal uneasiness with
regard to safety concerns, [ |presented a cavalier

attitude with respect to the results of IVINS' December swabbing
results.]

SPILL INCIDENT IN SUITE B3 ON APRIL 8, 2002

. Description of ApJ:il_a_._z.QQZ._in.cid.e.u.r_in_s.uiJ:.elD
On April 8, 2002, removed b6

eight 2-liter flasks containing B.a. spores from a shaker b7C
incubator in room[:::]of suite B3. The flasks, containing 2
erythromycin-resistant (erm+) B.a., were transported in two trips b7F

on a, o laboratory in room of suite
B3. !put the flasks in the hood and noticed that the paper
towel tape the cap of one of the flasks was discolored on
the inside. tfj?fiff:EOtiCEd dried media on the sides of several

of the flasks. notified everyone in the suite of the
otential exposure and bleached off the flasks., In addition,

| !notified |

‘ within minutes. | [were sent byl |

to the ward for nasal swabs and evaluation.*?

. Results of lsuite B3 environmental survey Esc

| Enstructed| [co perform surveillance
cultures of multiple rooms inside the B3 suite on April 9-11,

2002, to determine the extent of contamination resulting from the
spill.*® Surface contamination by B.a. was identified in several
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areas of the suite. Some of the positive cultures in the B3
suite were emr+, while others tested erm-. The erm-resistant
(erm+) strain contamination followedl tracks in the
laboratory suite.®*

Approximately 31 colonies of B.a. were cultured from
the handle of the B3 pass-box inside the suite.*® The colonies
derived from the pafs;hgx_handlg_mgrg]not tested for erythromycin
sensitivity because did not access the pass-box
on the day of the laboratory accident. An erm- result was
obtained for a colony from the B3 break room where the pass-box
was located, indicating that the contaminating colony was not
associated with the April 8, 2002, accident.*® has
concerned that[::::::?]found contamination on the Tatch of the
pass~-thru box, as the area was the point of entry and exit from
materials into and out of B3.*” All areas with contamination

were cleaned with 20% bleach and were negative upon resurvey by
swab culture.

| |1ndlcated that the level of contamination found
dur1ng| |survey of suite B3 was approximately the same as

present on many occazifff:fjen routine surveillance was performed

in the hot suite.*® advised that[__ | findings did not
appear out of the ordinary for a laboratory environment. Though
gspores were located on the "hot-side" handle of the pass-thru
box, sampling inside the box was negative, which indicated to

ﬁhat a breach in containment from the "hot-side" to the
side" had not occurred.?

Following the suite-wide sampling, held a
meeting with the| |[Division to advise of findings

and to notify personnel that "periodic sterilitv checks" would be
re-instituted immediately.%® According to prior to the
April 8, 2002 incident, bacteriological monitoring of the BSL-3
was not conducted routinely.®* Until a number of years prior to
2002, weekly surveillance was performed. believed that
the practice stopped when anthrax research diminished and had not
been reinitiated on a regular basis.5?

Contrary to[::::::::]IVINS felt that the total
suite-wide survey was
greater than expected and also of special concern, since spores
were found on the inside pass-box latch, as well as on shoes and
articles of clothing in the hot-side change rooms.** On Monday,
April 15, 2002, IVINS suggested to hat they also swab
parts of the cold-side for possible contamination. IVINS
suggested areas to sample, including his office, the cold-side of
the pass-thru box, and shower shoes in the cold-side men's change
room. [ ]did not understand why IVINS made this suggestion
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because there was no indication of a breach in containment from
the hot-side to the cold-side. IVINS indicated that he was
concerned about the pass-thru box because that was where B.a.
entered into B3. In addition, he was concerned about an incident
relayed to him b*l in approximately November 2001. IVINS
informed that in November 2001, saw a USAMRIID
scientist wearing a glove that had been in the hot suite and
[ffffffffkthe Daschle letter sealed in a plastic bag. IVINS told

hat he and considered the incident to be unsafe
practice, and that rried about contamination issues.®
IVINS also informed that in December 2001, due to the
aforementioned glove incident, he swabbed| P desk in the
office shared by IVINS, He read presumptive
positives on a couple ol do any further

testing to definitively determlne if the spores were B.a.
told IVINS that if he never confirmed the ores were
B.a., then the issue was not worth talking about. |
discounted the importance of IVINS' results since N did ot
consider the issue important enough to confirm the results.®®
felt that IVINS' concerns were an overreaction to a

relatively minor incident. specifically told IVINS not
to conduct any sampling without first obtaining approval from

According tol | advised on April 15,
2002, that IVINS had approached about conducting a sampling
survey on the B3 pass-thru box on the cold side. |

| | strongly advised IVINS against conducting any

sampling. | |did not think that IVINS would conduct
unapproved sampling.®®

[WRITER'S COMMENTS - Interesting to note that in all of his
interviews and statements regardin% the independent survey, IVINS

never mentioned conversing with| nor did IVINS relay

| strong adyvi against unauthorized sampling. IVINS
made no mention tonffffffﬁof his concerns regarding the analysis
of the Daschle letter and powder in suite B3, or his perception
of unsafe handling of B.a. evidence by[:::gV.Despite being

advised against such unauthorized action, INS went forward with
his independent sampling mission.]

IVINS' APRIL 2002 INDEPENDENT ENVIRONMENTAI SURVEYS

. IVINS' motivations for conducting additional
unauthorized environmental surveys
On April 11 or 12, 2002, IVINS became aware of the
contamination incident in suite B3. In addition, he learned that
had conducted environmental sampling in the suite and
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found several areas with presumptive positives for the presence
of B.a.%® On the following Monday, April 15, 2002, after
thinking over the weekend and becoming increasingly more

concerned about possible contamination immediately outside the

suite, IVINS decided to independently conduct environmental
surveys in areas likely, in his mind, to have been contaminated.
IVINS acknowledged that he should have requested authority £f£rom
his superiors to conduct the surveys, but he was afraid that it
would have taken weeks before permission was granted due to "red-
tape."®® IVINS felt that he had a legitimate concern due to the
possibility of the area being contaminated.®

. IVINS' April 2002 microbiological survey

Without approval or consultation with anyone in the
chain of command, IVINS swabbed a number of locations outside the
| biocontainment suite on April 15-16, 2002.%% On April 15,
2002, IVINS surveyed the cold-sid pascjffju box and
the cold-side men's changing room of suit In

addition, he again swabbed | |desk area. According to
IVINS, he sampled the cold-side of the pass-thru box because

[;::;;:::;]survey vielded a presumptive pogitive for B.a. on the
andle of the pass-thru box inside the[f:]suite. IVINS swabbed
the cold-gide men's ¢ ing room because he was concerned about
shoes worn inside the suite tracking spores into the changing
room. IVINS re-swabbe desk area because he was
concerned that gince was still working in and around the
B.a. evidence, may have inadvertently contaminated the area.

He also wanted to check whether he had done a good job cleaning
the desk in December 2001.%

On April 16, 2002, IVINS analyzed the results of the
previous day's survey and found presumptive positives for B.a. on
five of 25 samples. The positives were found on: 1) the molding
by the pass-thru box, 2) the men's changing room table, 3) the
shelf over the sink in the men's changing room, 4) onp he
lockers in the men's changing room, and 5) on top of |
computer hard drive.®® Based on the findings, IVINS continued
his independently initiated swabbing survey by obtaining samples
from additional areas, to include his office desk area located in
room the cold-side[ |pass-thru box area, and the freezers
located in the hallway outside the[ |suite. The areas on which
IVINS concentrated were those areas of high traffic, such as a
computer keyvboard, and those areas of very low traffic, such as
the top of a book shelf. Of the 31 samples collected on the
second day, IVINS identified approximately 11 which appeared to
be presumptive positives. The initial positives from the April
16, 2002, survey were found at the following locations: 1)
outside the pass-thru box on the window sill, 2) outside the
pass-thru box on the electrical box, 3) IVINS' office on the

10 |
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shelf under the air vent, 4) IVINS' office behind the computer
monitor, 5) IVINS' office on IVINS' desk by the penholder, 6)
IVINS' desk on the penholder, 7) IVINS' office on the upper shelf
in a tray to the left corner air vent, 8) IVINS' office on the
metal folder holder on the top shelf to the right of corner air
vent, 9) IVINS' office, top shelf of desk, left corner air vent,
10) IVINS' desk, and 11) IVINS' office on the wooden bookcase
shelves to the left of the desk.®® Of the 11 presumptive
positives, polymerase chain reaction (PCR) analysis later
eliminated numbers 1 and 6, indicating that the bacterial
colonies were not B.a.%®

[WRITER'S COMMENTS - IVINS' explanations of his motivations for
the April 2002 independent survey were contradictory to his
actions following the December 2001 survey. If IVINS continued
to be legitimately concerned that was contaminating the
office space, why did he not inform of his previous swabbing
results, or givef:::]some guidance with regard to safe handling
of B.a.? One of IVINS' previous arguments for not notifying
USAMRIID command of his December 2001 swabbing was that he
believed that he had sufficiently cleaned the 1 ed desk
area; however, IVINS used the possibility thatiffffffffjdesk was
not completely decontaminated in Decepbhearxr 2001 as one of the
reasons to justify further swabbing. survey of the[::]
suite yielded no indication of a breach in containment from the
hot-side to the cold-side. Why were IVINS' convictions so strong
regarding possible contamination on the cold-side, while the

_concerns of other experienced researchers, such and
were satisfied by the results of survey within
. Results of IVINS' April 2002 environmental survey

In total, 56 samples were plated by IVINS on April 15-

16, 2002. Of the 25 sites surveyed for the presence of B.a. on
April 15, five presumptively positive samples were plated onto
capsule agar, and all five produced mucoid growth after
incubation. Of the additional 31 sites surveyed on April 16, 11
presumptive positives were obtained. None of the 11
presumptively positive colonies were plated on capsule agar.®
Colony counts from all but one swipe indicated a very low level
of contamination, approximately one to three spores. A single
swipe from just outside the pass-box yielded greater than 200
spores. On April 18, 2002, 12 suspicious colonies, isolated from

' April 15-16, 2002, cultures, were provided to USAMRIID's
Eff?j?or B.a. confirmation via PCR.®®

L Responses to IVINS' April 2002 survey
On April 16, 2002, after viewing the culture results
from the first day of sampling, IVINS informed.[::::::]that he

11
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the suite. IVINS told that he intended to conduct
further sampling in their office and asked if he could sample[:::]
desk area. declined the offer to havel area

sampled.®® ated that |did not become involved in

the issue because had other things to do.™

T T oUT
~1 N
i

had[;ifnd presumptive positives for the presence of B.a. outside
t

According t | on April 16, 2002,|
| IVINS stating that IVINS needed to talk to

| | Eventually, IVINS informed | |. he found
ive positives for B.a. outside o e 'suite.71
[fffff?fjindicated that he had no prior knowledge of the
surveillance cultureg of several locations outgide the suite.”
According to who viewed the cultures, one appeared to be
a "pure colonym™ of about 200 spores, which was not considered a
significant amount. The other samples yielded one to two
coloni appeared "dirty" with other organisms,”? rding
toti:ffifffbn April 16, 2002,[::]was advised by ithat
IVINS had identified contamination outside the laboratory.
reported this information to | advised
that IVINS told[__ Jabout the swabbing after the fact.™

. as upset that .IVINS conducted the sampling without going
through the appropriate channels for approval.?™

B On either the afternoon of i 2002, or the
E;F morning of April 18, 2002, IVINS told?ffii:if]about his sampling

7 survey and the findings. became very upset with IVINS

and told him that he should have gotten approval.’”® According to

IVINS, on April 18, 2002, he went to| |and told of the
sampling survey and the findings. | |was also upset with
IVINS for sampling without authority. Likewise, USAMRIID's
command staff was very upset with IVINS' actions.” According to
IVINS, | langry reaction to learning of IVINS'
independent environmental sampling confirmed IVINS' suspicions
thati would have opposed the survey if IVINS had sought
preapproval.’

Accoxding % on April 17, 2002, during a
conversation between and IVINS, IVINS stated that it
would be interesting to see what was lying around the facility.
|took the statement to mean that IVINS was curious as to
what microorganisms would be found if a sampling survey was
conducted.?®

be [WRITER'S COMMENTS - During an interview on March 31, 2005, IVINS

bLIF claimed that the path he chose wab was the path that the
Daschle letter took fitsz::fi:fftfto that through the pass-box
in the wall of suite B3.% To the n ry, IVINS did not swab
the hallway or locations nearl Agide from the areas

ke 12
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near the B3 pass-box and the freezers in the hallway outside the
B3 suite, IVINS did not extensively survey the hallway leading to

b2 B3. Of the 56 samples collected on April 15-16, 20 38 samples

b7E were obtained from the shared office space in room 8 samples
were collected from the men's locker room, and 10 samples derived
from locations near the B3 pass-box and the tops of freezers in
the hallway between the B2/B3 hallway.®? Based on IVINS' claim
that he swabbed the path of the Daschle letter, and given the
fact that over half of the survey samples derived from his
office, the following question could be posed: Did IVINS have
reason to suspect contamination in his office because he had
intimate knowledge that the Daschle letter was present in room[::]
at some point in time?

IVINS expressed, during multiple interviews and in

sworn statements, his concerns regarding the unsafe laboratory

€ practices of DSD employees. As a justification for his
unauthorized environmental surveys, IVINS cited information that
DSD personnel did not utilize safety precautions. However,
during neither the December 2001 survey, nor the April 2002
survey, did IVINS swab_areag agssociated with DSD laboratori
personnel, aside from desk. According to IVINS, |
inwardly seemed ple ith IVINS' finding of contamination
because it allowed ito "point a finger" at DSD for poor
laboratory safety procedures.®® Notably, the majority of the
B.a. contamination identified on the cold-side of Building 1425
was in locations associated with IVINS more so than DSD.

| | |1'nformed|:| £ the

results of IVINS' independent environmental survey. |
[regarding IVINS' survey

R

o

AFTERMATH OF IVINS' APRIL 2002 INDEPENDENT SURVEYS

On April 16, 2002, in response to IVINS' independent
survey,! directed to collect samples from around

the cold-side of the pass-thru box, where IVINS located spores.®

went to the pags-thru and noticed mortar dust on the
ledge by the box. | assumed that the dust derived from
drilling above the area during renovation work. took a

sample of the dust, which later yielded negative results for B.a.
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contamination. Approximately thirty minutes to an hour after the
initial collection, returned to the pass-thru box to
conduct further sampling. | | then learned from IVINS that he
had wiped down the area around the pass-box with water. IVINS
stated that he did not use bleach because he did not wan

collected 16 samples on April 16, 2002, from areas near the B3
pass-box and from the women's B3 change room.

On April 18, 2002,[:::::::]was instructed to survey
additional sites to obtain a preliminary assessment of the extent
of contamination away from the pass-box. An additional 51 swipes
were taken in the common areas around suites B2 and B3, and in
Bacteriology offices located in rooms| P¢ A second
surface decontamination was performed in the corridor where the
B3 pass-box was located. Locker surfaces in the B3 clean-side
men's change room and desk surfaces in room ere also
decontaminated.?” All of the plates derived rom[:::::::::]April
16 and 18, 2002, surveys possessed growth of mixed environmental
microbial flora; however, all of the cultures were negative for
B.a.-like colonies.®®

On the morning of April 19, 2002, a "town hall meeting"
was conducted at USAMRIID to discuss the incident which occurred
in the B3 suite regarding the spill by| | and the
ensuing environmental surveys. Personnel were notified that a
large scale sampling survey would be conducted to determine the
extent of contamination outside the containment laboratories.®®

Shortly before the meeting,| |discussed IVINS'

mental survey and the results|

the discussion | |was the first tj Tearned
ores were found on the computer keyboard in office.
was very upset that IVINS swabbed the office and did not
tell More importantly,| iupset that IVINS had found
spores and did not tell | | | | did not think that IVIN
thought through his act of swabbing areas of the cold side. T;::]

knew of no independent swabbing by IVINS prior to April 2002.

RITER'S COMMENTS - As of Anyil 25, 2002 |

| It 1is unclear 1if,
or when, | lwas ever notified of the December 2001 survey
results.]

. USAMRIID-wide microbiological survey

On April 19, 2002, an extensive environmental survey of
USAMRIID's Building 1425 was conducted. Samples were collected
from areas throughout the building, including non-BSL-3
laboratories, office areas, corridors, animal areas, maintenance
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areas, support areas and pass-boxes outside all laboratories.
Samples were acquired from the Building 1425 break room and 22

ing room numbers:|

[and] | Onmn

April 19, 2002, a total of 838 samples were collected from 86
sites within the building. A total of 107 non-hemolytic,
bacillus-like (NHB) colonies were obtained from the 838
samples.®

On April 20-21, 2002, personnel from the Center for
Health Promotion and Preventative Medicine (CHPPM) of Aberdeen
Proving Ground, Maryland, conducted additional sampling. CHPPM
Survey Set #1 included the laundry center at the Jeanne Bussard
Center and the DIS eguipment. A total of 58 samples were
collected during CHPPM Survey #1 on April 20, 2002.°% Five NHB
colonies were obtained from five sites. On April 21, 2002, CHPPM
Survey Set #2 included sampling in the following areas: Bl, the
B2/B3 hallway, the pass-box to%::::] the men's clean change room
[::é::], and room A total of 113 samples were collected from
nine sites within the building during CHPPM Survey #2. Of the
113 samples, nine NHB colonies were obtained.®

On April 23-25, 2002, supplemental surveys of the
Budget office, room and room were conducted. Of the 65
total samples collected, two sites yielded a total of two NHB
colonies.®

. Results of USAMRIID-wide microbiological survey
Of the 1074 samples collected during the environmental
surveys on April 19-25, 2002, a total of 123 NHB colonies were
isolated from 102 sites. The 123 NHB colonies were identified as
Bact #1 through Bact #123.°® The NHB colonies were subjected to
determination of sensitivity to gamma phage and to PCR analysis
for the presence of genes for capsule and protective antigen
(PA). Of the 123 total NEB colonies, only two colonies were
confirmed positive for the presence of both B.a. capsule and PA
genes. Notably, the two positives were obtained in locations
where positive results were previously reported following IVINS!
independent survey. The two colonies, identified as Bact #115
and #116, were confirmed positive for virulent B.a. and were
later genotyped as Ames. Bact #115 was obtained during CHPPM
y Set #2 and was described as "C-99, clean-side change room,
locker top." Bact #116 was obtained during CHPPM Survey

Set #2 and was described as "C-78, rm. | bookcase, rt, inside
door."

On May 8, 2002, the genotypes of 27 B.a. colonies
derived from the surveys were reported. Two of the colonies
resulted from the USAMRIID-wide microbiclogical survey, while the
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remaining 25 colonies derived from IVINS' cultures of April 15-
16, 2002. Of the 27 colonies, 20 were typed as the Ames strain,
four were typed as the Vollum 1B strain and two were typed as the
Sterne strain. No product was obtained from the analysis of one
of the 27 colonies. The 27 colonies represented B.a.
contamination in only three locations. Of the 15 colonies
obtained from room (IVINS' office), 10 were Ames strain, two
were Sterne strain, two were Vollum 1B, and one yielded no
product during PCR analysis. Of the six colonies derived from
the cold-side of the B3 pass-box, all six typed as Ames. Of the
six tested from the men's B3 change room, four were B.a. Ames,
and two were B.a. Vollum 1B.%

[WRITER'S COMMENTS - Following 1s a summary of the environmental
survey results, incorporating IVINS' data with that obtained in
the follow-up surveys. Between April 15-25, 2002, approximately
1197 samples were collected from over 100 locations. Of the 1197
samples, 16 cultures tested pogitive for the presence of virulent
B.a. Two of the B.a. cultures derived from the USAMRIID-wide
survey, while the remaining 14 derived from IVINS' surveys on
April 15-16, 2002. IVINS plated a total of 51 samples, 27% of
which yielded virulent B.a. colonies. Only two of the 1141
samples, or 0.18%, derived from the surveys conducted in response
to IVINS' independent swabbing, yielded virulent B.a. colonies.
Of the over 100 sites surveyed in Building 1425, positive results
for the presence of virulent B.a. were obtained in only three
locations: the men's change room in[:::;l the cold-side B3 pass-
box, and room [:] Notably, these were e three sites originally
surveyed by IVINT::ff:ffﬁ 22 offices surveys, only the office
shared by IVINS, and tested positive for the
presence of virulent B.a.] :

. Comparison between IVINS' survey and the USAMRIID-wide
survey
When asked why he was able to find virulent B.a. when
the other swabbing efforts did not, IVINS explained that he
utilized a more aggressive and extensive method for collecting
samples. According to IVINS, he sampled a larger area,
especially hard to reach and dusty areas, and used more force.

He also explained that prior to the 1 ing survey
by CHPPM, [ took

samples outside the laboratory and subsequently cleaned the
area thoroughly with bleach.®” IVINS stated that he believed
there were additional areas that were contaminated; however,
everyone had cleaned their areas as a preventative measure.
IVINS stated that the random sampling conducted by USAMRIID
safety staff consisted of about 6-10 swabbings in high traffic
areas, such as the phone, desk, and computer. He felt the
technique was inadequate. IVINS asserted that he took
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approximately 80 swabbings from his office alone, from high
traffic areas, and other areas near ventilation ductsg.®®

SPECULATIONS REGARDING IVINS MOTIVATIONS FOR CONDUCTING
INDEPENDENT SURVEYS

I | who was the | |
in April 2002, discussed two possible reasons why IVINS conducted
microbiological contamination surveys in the non-containment
areas without command staff approval: (1) IVINS did not follow
appropriate standard operating procedures (SOPs) while working
with material and thought he may have contaminated some clean
areas of USAMRIID, or (2) IVINS noticed another individual not
following SOPs and wanted to bring the problem to light.

did not believe that IVINS was covering up a B.a. contamination
trail which may be detected by the survey, nor did believe
that IVINS was involved in any criminal behavior relating to the
AMERITHRAX investigation.®

E:::;;] suspected that IVINS decided to conduct random
sampling of co areas because of the contamination incident

concerning | | stated that the finding of
contamination in the pass-box area within the laboratory prompted
v xterior of the pass-box, as well. With regard
to office in room

suspected that IWINS_QQTducted sample testing due to the

possibility that became contaminated while working irL[:::]

According tol | IVINS had heard a rumor that the people in
did not follow safety precautions. IVINS feared that

may have cross—contaminated! |due to lack of proper

procedure by people from

[:::::]dld not know why IVINS conducted random
contamination sampling of the cold areas, but indicated that he
may have gotten word of the glove incident w1th[:::::::}“

[WRITER'S COMMENTS - During an interview with the FBI, IVINS
noted a long-standing political rivalry between the Bacteriology
Division and DSD at USAMRIID. IVINS stated that Bacteriology
Division employees felt ostracized and belittled by DSD
researchers who were reportedly loathe to consult Bacteriology
employees' superior expertise.'®® One could argue that IVINS was
partially motivated to conducting the independent survey by the
desire to make DSD look incompetent with regard to the safe
handling of B.a.; however, such an argument is weakened by the
fact that, aside from desk, IVINS did not survey any
locations directly associated with DSD.]
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To: Washington Field From: Washington Field
Re: 279A-WF-222936-USAMRIID, 05/24/2005

SPECULATIONS REGARDING THE SOURCE OF CONTAMINATION

The Findings of the AR 15-6 Investigation reported that
a single source of contamination was not unambiguously
identified. Contamination was attributed to inadequate
decontamination of the outside of shipping containers brought
into and out of suite B3 of Building 1425. Additionally, it was
speculated that opening of evidentiary material in suite B3
created conditions leading to contamination outside of ziplocks
used to transport material out of the B3 pass-box and led to
contamination of the pass-box areas.!®

Accordina tol |

That strain
Wwas JdilLrerent rrom the straln causing concaminacion of the
USAMRIID cold areas. The latter strain was non-erythromycin
registant. [:::::] concluded that the contamination was caused by
two different sources of B.a.'® A relationship was not
established between the surface contamination within the
biocontainment suite and that detected on the ocutside adjacent
areas.'® | | advised that there was no way of
determining how long the cold-side areas had been contaminated,
as no prior efforts were conducted by USAMRIID to identify
possibly contaminated areas.%

IVINS suspected that poor housekeeping and lack of
environmental controls caused the contamination. He further
speculated that the contamination resulted from USAMRIID
undertaking the role of examining evidence from law enforcement
agencies, while lacking a policy or plan in effect to complete
the mission. According to IVINS, USAMRIID had never dealt with
B.a. affixed to a powder and the anthrax letter evidence may have
arrived at USAMRIID in an outer package contaminated with B.a.!%?
Specifically, IVINS speculated that B.a. detected on the cold-

side Building[:::]nay have been contamination from the Daschle
letter.® )

With regard to the contamination found on his desk,
IVINS indicated that he would sometimes set containers in ice
buckets on his desk so that he would remember to ship the
material or to £ill out paperwork. The containers would remain
on his desk for a few hours or sometimes overnight. When live
B.a. was received from outside of USAMRIID, IVINS never opened
the outer shipping container in the office. When IVINS took B.a.

to Building he would either take it over directly or store
it in the refrigerator just outside of until he was ready to
go to Buildimgfi:::] Typically, he would not stop by his desk.®
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advised that did not know howl |office, or

the other areas, became contaminated with B.a. spores.
suggested the possibility that DSD may have received an item that
was not containerized properly and the container exterior was
contaminated.t? lso speculated that the contamination
outside of the BSL-3 came from the anthrax letters.' Due to the
fineness of the po £ USAMRIID personnel tested and came
into contact with, |thought it plausible that individuals
may have inadvertently transported the spores from one laboratory

her and to cold or administrative areas. As an example,
[Ef:fffﬁrecounted the glove incident| | which[:::ﬁ
suspected was against protocol.*?

speculated that the contamination outside the
BSL~3 derived rrom outside of the laboratory. based

e on the pattern of contamination near the pass-box.

| noted that material was frequently returned from Building
1412 after aerosol challenges. also referenced incoming
samples from USAMRIID's Dugway, Bioport, and other outside
agencieg .3

[::::::;]offered no independent ideas as to where the
amination outside of the BSL-3 came from, but indicated that

heard other people's theor% that contamination may have come

from the Daschle letter.'* recalled that on one occasion
a letter that was identified as comntaminated with anthrax was
taken into suite B3 by IVINS, and that the letter could have been
the source of contamination within the cold areas of USAMRIID,S

[WRITER'S COMMENTS - If the contamination derived in part from
the handling of evidentiary material, to include the Daschle
letter, then why was contamination not also identified in

areas, where the bulk of the evidentiary analyses were conducted
and where all incoming unknown items were received?]

NOTABLE REFERENCES BY IVINS TO HIS INDEPENDENT SURVEYS

IVINS referenced his independent surveys and the

perceived backlash in multiple email messages td

n June 16, 2002,

at 5:18 p.m., IVINS sent a message CO| stating "the
atmosphere around USAMRIID is so poisonous these days that it's
hard to get much of anything done. I'm still persona non grata,
especially with people in power, likel| |
| seems to bark at me about lots of things these days." On

July 7, 2002, at _9:04 p.m., IVINS sent] a_message
indicatina that | |

| .Spring is when I found the break in
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mutant B. anthracis onto guinea pigs in the vet med cold suites.
The pigs started dying. I cultured their blood and did a plasmid
screen and found they had died from fully virulent pX0l+, PX02+
B. anthracis. Animal caretakers had taken dead pigs and put them
into the cold room. There was a lot of local decontamination in
rooms, hallway, coldroom, but nothing was mentioned outside of
this place. I am now forbidden from being a "cowboy." I can't
think for myself, and I can't do anything without everybody up
and down the line questioning me about it. I'm sure it's
punishment..."

bé During an interview on March 31, 2005, IVINS indicated
that he had no concerns about competency as a laboratory
worker, and his decision to survey rk area was not
influenced by any perception that igent in

safety practices.*” However, IVIN multiple email
messages expressing views regarding| | performance in the
laboratory which were quite contrary to-his intervj ents.
On August 20, 2001, IVINS commented extensively onl i
performance in the laboratory. | |to make some
Sterne spores last week, and to have them ready for today.

didn't have any backup blood plates, and| |didn't inoculate the

cultures until Friday. Today when| the Leighton and
Doi cu s were a total bust, S 1nside or outside the
cells.ﬁtiiﬁ made some L&D mediumTf:ff:fj and inoculated some Ames
culture asks, and they made spores fine. | and I think that

maybe[ | messed up the salts] |bTen_haxin? a lot
of problems lately making good spores. It seems rushes
through the work so thatl| |

| It's very discouraging
r&hpn T _know thatl [doesn't even take the slightest of
On July 6, 2001, IVINS wrote "more

] broblens |

| | had not vortexed the spore
preps enough t out the clumps, and so had very erratic
counts. idid a heat shock with no water in the beaker
holding the tubes and hardly any water (about 1/8 inch) in the
water bath...If T say anything about ANYTHING tof |

] On April 29,

2001, IVINS wrote |

I

had nrobhlems with simnle m ] 1 calculations, I I
ibasically just a satisfactory

enmployee. ..
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contamination here at RIID and became 'very suspicious' to
people. I wouldn't be surprised if they wanted to quiz you about
me. Putting together all of the things I've heard about the
FBI's 'suspect list,' my guess is that I'm on it (being a middle-
aged white male who has made anthrax spores). I can't tell you
how unappealing it is to be considered a mass murderer..."

On June 18, 2002, at 9:00 p.m., IVINS sent ma
message indicating that "the FBI people who talked to me (right
after I found the break in containment and got crucified for it)
said they thought that my coming back to work after hours was

'extremely suspicious.' I don't think anyone has any idea how
peaceful and quiet it can be here after hours an come here
and just sit, or read, or get on the web. If is being
bothersome I can go back into B5 or even into B3. (In the

evenings, B3 may as well be Mars. I can just sit and think and
relax from everything.) Also, it's just a great time to get work
done without hassle. It used to be honorable and commendable to
work more than 8 hours a day. Now, it's suspicious...®

During an interview on March 31, 2005, IVINS stated
that the December 2001 and April 2002 independent surveys
represented the only two times he ever swabbed in the cold areas
of USAMRIID outside of the hot suites. According to IVINS,
during the early 1990s he conducted swabbing inside the hot
suites as part of USAMRIID's routine environmental monitoring
program. IVINS conducted the routine sampling at the direction
of his supervisors.™® The information provided by IVINS on March
31, 2005, contradingd_iniQLmation contained in an email message
sent from IVINS to On July 7, 2002, at 9:04 p.m.,

IVINS wrote to| roh, guess what? This is actually the
third time I've found virulent anthrax on the outside of the hot

suite. The other tw?_;lmgg_ﬂggg_hggggg_uT. The first time was
in the early 1980s. had injected some
guinea pigs (and killed them) with the Vollum 1B strain. The
used pans of bedding, blood, urine, feces and all, had to be
deconned out of the suite, but the autoclaves were not working.
So they decided to paraformaldehyde the bedding and ship it out.
After the "decon" I - without authorization (bad! bad!) but with
plenty of concern - checked the bedding for sterility. I plated
some of it out. The results came back after unimmunized cagewash
workers had cleaned the pans. The very top of the bedding was
sterile, but below the top layer it was quite contaminated, with
anthrax and other bacteria. We're just lucky that nobody in
cagewash got anthrax. I told people of my finding, and after

that, used bedding in pans was never deconned by paraformaldehyde
-~ it just doesn't penetrate. The second time I found -

unauthorized! - virulent anthrax outside the suite was when | |
| isupposedly injected avirulent
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IVINS also expressed concerns regarding[:::::::]

ropensity for spreading gossip. On August 20, 2001, IVINS sent
b [ | an email message indicating | |

h7C I |
| | has a tendency to exaggerate and to

spread nas;r_gofsip, rumors, etc. about people, and I'm going to
be right o radar for a long time, I fear..| |

[f%éffffff COMMENTS: Based on IVINS' written concerns regarding
propensity to talk, one could speculate that IVINS did
not inform of his unauthorized surveys due to a lack of
confidence in ability to keep the information confidential.
Notably, however, IVINS did not address either his conce ith
g:;;::;:]prqpensity to spread gossip, or his issues with

aboratory performance when asked directly about these issues
during an interview on March 31, 2005.11%]

On August 21, 2004, IVINS contacted SSA | |
to advise of an article that was published the previous day 1n
the Los Angeles Times. IVINS faxed to SSA[::::f::]an article
titled "Anthrax Leaks Blamed in Lax Safety Habits: 'Sloppy!
investigation of 2002 breaches at a federal biodefense facility,"
and authored by Time Staff Writer Charles Piller. According to
IVINS, the article detailed the results of the environmental
surveys conducted at USAMRIID in April 2002. IVINS claimed that
the article disclosed information that was confidential to the
FBI. IVINS indicated that he was upset to see the information
made public. IVINS believed the following statement to be
confidential to the FBI: "Three different anthrax strains - two
infectious and one a harmless vaccine - were detected outside
biosafety labs.n'®
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279A-WF-222936-USAMRIID Serial 1223

AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibit #7
279A-WF-222936-USAMRIID Serial 1223

AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibits #7 and #21
279A-WF-222936-302 Serial 1567

AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibit #23

AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibit #7
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To: Washington Fjgd From: Washington Fiel’
Re: 279A-WF-222936-USAMRIID, 05/24/2005

88. AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibit #7
89, 279A-WF-222936-302 Serial 1700
90. 279A-WF-222936-302 Serial 1699

91. AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibit #8

92. AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibit #11

93. AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibit #10

94. AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibit #9

95. AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibit #6

96. AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibits #3,4 and 5

97. 279A-WF-222936-302 Serial 1700

98. CID Exhibit #7

99. 279A-WF-222936-302 Serial 1229

100. CID Exhibit #1

101. CID Exhibit #1

102. 279A-WF-222936-USAMRIID Serial 1223
103. AR 15-6 Investigation Findings

104. 279A-WF-222936-302 Serial 1229

105. CID Exhibit #1

106. CID Exhibit #1

107. CID Exhibit #7

108. 279A-WF-222936-302 Serial 3306

109. AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibit #54
110. CID Exhibit #1 _

111. AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibit #55
112. CID Exhibit #1

113. AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibit #17
114. AR 15-6 Investigation Exhibit #20
115. C¢ID Exhibit #1

116. 279A-WF-222936-USAMRIID Seriél 1223
117. 279A-WF-222936-USAMRIID Serial 1223
118, 279A-WF-222936-USAMRIID Serial 1223
119, 279A-WF-222936-USAMRIID Serial 900; 279A-WF-222936 1A 5512
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To: Washington Figd From: Washington Fiel?

Re:

+*

279A-WF-222936-USAMRIID,

05/24/2005
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ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED
HERETIN I5 UNCLASSIFIED
-1- DATE l2-15-2008 BY 60224 UC BAU/DE/TH

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date of transcription 06/18/2005

As previously reported, according to United Stated Army
Medical Research Institute of Infectious Diseases (USAMRIID)
documentation, BRUCE ED S IVINS was granted four hours of annual
leave on September 17, 2001. Amerithrax investigators obtained
IVINS' time records for the periods ending August 11, 2001 through
December 1, 2001. For the two week time period starting September
9, 2001 and ending September 22, 2001, IVINS' time sheet record
indicates that he took four hours of annual leave during day two of
week two of the pay period ending September 22, 2001. Since the
pay period started September 9, 2001, day two of week two of the
pay period is September 17, 2001.

Copies of the documents referenced above (the original
copies have been previously submitted) have been attached to and
made part of this FD-302.

()

Investigation on 06/18/2005 at Frederick, Maryland

File # 279A-WF-222936~USAMRIID ~\224, Date dictated
by I
This"document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBL It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency;

it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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(Rev. 01-31-2003) I ) -

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Precedence: ROUTINE Date: 06/07/2005

ALL INFORMATION CONTATINED
HEFEIN I35 UNCLASSIFIED
DATE lez-15-2008 BY 60324 UC DBAW/DE/TH

To: Washington Field

From: Washington Field
AMX #3
Contact: |

Approved By:

Drafted By: /

Case ID #: 279A-WF-222936-USAMRII (Pending)-VgI“

Title: AMERITHRAX;
MAJOR CASE 184

Synopsis: To summarize the investigation of prescription drugs
used by Bruce Edwards Iving during 2000 and 2001.

Detaills: Investigation to date has revealed that Bruce \Edwards
Tvi Microbiologist, United States Army Medical Research
Institute of Infectious Diseases (USAMRIID), was prescribed
various medication during 2000 and 2001. Below is a summary of \
the medication known to have been prescribed to Ivins during 2000 b
and 2001:

Celexa®, filled 11/16/00 (30 day supply); 12/19/00 (30
day supply); 1/12/01 (30 day supply); 2/06/01 (30 day supply);
05/02/2001 (90 day supply); 06/27/01 (45 day supply) and 7/31/01
(90 day supply), is used to treat depression. Ivins was
attending group counseling sessions during 2000 as a result of
depression. He appeared to have refilled the Celexa®
prescriptions before the supply was supposed to have been
complete. Ivins received a 45 day supply of Celexa® on 6/27/01
when he had 33 days remaining on the supply filled 05/02/2001.
Additionally, Iving filled a 90 day supply of Celexa on 7/31/01
when he had 11 days remaining on the 45 day supply filled
6/27/01.

Augmentin®, filled 3/1/01 (7 dav suppl i
treat respiratory infections.

I
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To: Washington Figd From: Washirngton Fiel’
Re: 279A-WF-222936-USAMRIID, 06/07/2005
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Cephalexin®, filled 10/18/01 (10 day supply), is an
antibiotic. On 10/6/01, Ivins cut his finger but did not seek
medical attention. Iving feared the finger was infected and in
an electronic email to on 10/16/01, Ivins mentions
that he should "probably go see someone and start taking
antibiotics.®

Doxycycline HYC, filled 10/29/01 (10 day supply) is an
antibiotic. No additional information has been obtained
regarding this prescription.

Diazepam, filled 11/13/01 (6 day supply), is an anti-
anxiety drug containing
Valium. No additional information has been obtained regarding
this prescription.

In an email to| | on 7/30/01, Ivins
discussed the fact that he was taking Zyprexa®. Zyprexa® is used
on patients diagnosed with Schizophrenia. No additional
information has been obtained regarding this prescription.




(YR

To: Washington Field From: Washington Fiel?
Re: 279A-WF-222936-USAMRIID, 06/07/2005

Ivins acceded to a polygraph examination on 2/28/02 and
at that time Ivins advised the polygraph examiner that he was
taking Celexa.

An extensive review of electronic mail archives
associated with Ivins is ongoing. Additional pertinent

information obtained from the review will be documented in a
follow-up EC.
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- ALL TWFORMATION CONTAINED
279A-WEF-222936-USAMRIID - V232 MEFEIN T8 THCLASSIFIED
DALTE lz-15-2008 BY e0224 UC BAW/DE/TH

The followinag investigative steps were conducted by
| and started on 04/05/2005 in

Frederick, MD.

BRRUCE E; IVINS genealogy was compiled to produce a
visual depiction Of the family tree for four generations. The
source of the information was The Warren County, Ohio

Genealogical Society Obituary Records, The National Comprehensive
Report on BRUCE E. IVINS, http://www. classmates.com, search

results and Catholic Review Magazine éﬁﬁiﬁﬁffﬁfiszéreview.orq
search resultg and email sources. -

Dates of Death for C. WIL VINS and his wife MARY R.
_IVINS, and T. RANDALL IVINS acquired from Warren County
Obituaries.

Information regarding thel was compiled
from Warren County Paper obituary section.

Information regarding the brothers of BRUCE E IVINS;
| as procured from email sources.

High -school information for BRUCE E. IVINS and[:::::::]
| fas acquired from http://www.classmates.com

-

| | information procured from email
sources and from the for BRUCE E.

IVINS. As well as, date of birth information relating to BRUCE E
IVINS' |

< ——

An internet search _of Catholic Review Magazine referenced an
article mentioning|

Attached hereto and considered as part of this document
are copies of the above mentioned reports.

ey ,‘3\9 v.eal-@gva.()"\ 05 Pd‘




BRUCE E, IVINS FAMILY TREE

C. Wilbur vins-Pharmacist
Retail Drug Business 40 years
Died at age 67 Lebanon, OH
DOD 27 Jan. 1938
T. Randall Ivins-
Died at age 80 of CHF
Ran [vins Pharmacy 1950-71
Mason and Elk Member

DOD- 13 Mar. 1985

Mrs, Ivins -
Died of cancer
DOD-1970

---------

-----

ALL THFORMATICN CONTAINED
HEFZTH I5 MNCLASSIFIED
DETE le-1b-2008 BY 60324 UC BAV/DE/TH

ASIDE:  Bruce had his 35th HS Renunion summer of 1999
Lebanon HS 1960-1964

Tast Updated 05,2005
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Hurwich; Saul
10 Jupe 1954

ILLNESS IS FATAL
T0 SAUL HURWICH

Associated With Fashion’
" Shoppe Many Years; .
thes Tuesday

F'ollowmg an -illness of severalk

months, Saul Hurwich, aged: 60,..

died Sunday at Jewish Hospital in

Cincinnati where he had been gz

- patient for several weeks. 'x‘
He had been associated with his

|v.1fe Ruby in The Fashion Shoppe

.- heresfor more than 35 years. -A

i graduate: of- Unlversity of" thts-
- burgh, he was an attorney and’
practiced law for a time in Pitts.
 burgh. He was a member of Lab’’
*anon Lodge of: Mazoms, Scottish
. Rite and Shrine in Cincinnati and
was past exalted ruler o the  Lab.

p. m. Tuesday ‘at Weil :Funeral;
Home in- Cincinnati with. burial.in"
Wﬂlnut Hills:Jewish /Cemie
: Besidey -hzs«»wite he-.‘
bmther.:nd -fonr—mate 3 e

Hﬁtchirison, Otto *
10 June 1954

Otto Hij tchmson
Succumbs At 78

Funeral services for Otto Hut-
chmson, .aged 78, "of * Clarksville,
"Routea 1, retired farmer who: died
at anm Rest_ Home Sunday:were,
‘held at 10:30 2. m. Wednesday at
. Vale* Funeral .Home #in Morrow
“with' burial® 130, Mamevﬂ]e : Cema-=
tery.LHe had been. Bilg health for
exgnt years

-|:t‘ront of the-

Hutchinson, Russell
11 Feb 1954

Brother Of Local
~  Resident CaHed

Russell A Hutchmson of To-
ledo, brothcx.—uﬂ__,\hs Ralph Lowis,
was in a serious condition and on
his way to Phoenix, Arizona. My,
Lewis nccompnmed his brother-in-
law but M, Hutchinsor couidn't
continue his fight for life and in
New Moxico passed away on Sat-
urday;, I-ob:uary G, at 10 p.m, Mr,
Lewis i a((ompnnvm" .the body
home, axnnpg Wum-"\i.xy Ny
funeral mxunp;emcnts have been
made,

Hufsiar, Esther
27 May 1954

 LOUISTANA WOMAN
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Kllled Beneath Own Car
In Mason Wednesday
‘ Night -

"SI paYoouy J1ed ayJ, *1038I3[3D
death of the year 'was recorded
Wednesday night when a 56-year-
old New :Orleans woman was kill-
ed underneath_her own bar in the
village of "Masomn:

Police Chief Elmer Wrxght who
investigated, reported Mrs. Esther
Hutslar was en route to Spring-
field to visit a nephew. She be-

.ers and contribute to.-the . War-

. Irwin, Ansel
9 Dec 1954

I €,3 % BRI 2 i ot 3
T EAY T i age

TOdB. Y 5
'(' Free v
% -’For Ansel- }rmn

e dag iy 5

Ansel Irwm, ‘aged, 57, 'ra]l l:novn
Mason’ resident,* died::Mdnday:' xt
his home, following. an .lllness- of
one year. He had bean associated
with Muennich Motora until re-
cently. -

Fufneral services will be held nt.
2 p. m. Thursday .at Gallimors
Funeral Home with. burial in Rosa
Hill Cemetery; )

-‘Surviving are his wxfe, Lucille,
two daughters, Mrs. Eleanor Mo-
ler, Florida; Mrs. ' Pearl -Bryan,
near Mason; two sons, Glenn and
Clifford Irwin of Mason -and af
brother, Will Irwin of - Mason,
Friends are asked to omit flaw-

ren County Cancer Society.

:'I\}ins Mary Randall
26 Aug 1954

‘Mrs.-Mary MaryR Ivms

- Services Monday .

i

Mrs. Mary Randall vam, uged

| 82, died Fridny night at Champ-
jon" Rest Home heve” after an, éx-

I tended: jllness. She was.a life- long

came’ tired of driving and asked, .

her companion, Mrs.
Haase, 52, New Orleans to relieve
her. They stopped near the Galli-
more Funeral Home. By m1stake,

@™ . Mra.-Hutslar left the ear’ in auto-

As’ she walked in
machme her com-

matic . drive.

=k | panion - stepped on the' foot ac-

'asarstnnb

Warren ' county’s. sixth- traffic-

< Hutslar, down . and ran over her.
:In her, excxtement, Mrs. Haase put
- the “car: in -reverse and the car

passed over her again.. Rushed to
Merey Hospital in. Hamilton, she
was.reported dead on arrival.. .

e body wax removed to Little-
‘ton Funeéral Home in Springfield..
Her nephew: is- -Luther Doughman
poilca chief~of thatleity.

23

Gertrude? &, -«

resident of Lebanon and the wi-
dow of C. Wilbur" Ivins,” widely-
knawn - Lebanof’ druggiat,

< Funeral services were helii Madn-

day at the conveniencé of the i‘am-
ily ‘at Os¥ald Funeral Home wnhl,
burial - in Lebanon Cemetery
Sm-vwmg ar-'a ‘son,.'T.. Ran-
dull Ivms and thlee grandscns

s




~ 7 L
Mabel Ann lvins -
17 AUG 1970 o

Mrs. Mabel Ann lvins, 84, died
Aug. 12 at her residence,
Lebanon, Route one.

She is survived by six
daughters, Mrs. Grace Bannest
and Mrs. Dorothy Sieler, both of
Lockland; Mrs. Catherine
Jones, Mrs. Esther Carey and
Mrs. Martha Jean Dunn, all
three of Lebanon, and Mrs.
Helen Hauck of Sardinia. Also
surviving are four sons, Charles,
Leroy and Clayton, all of
Lebanon, and Edward of
Lockland. Other survivers in-
clude 31 grandchildren and 22
great grandchildren.

Funeral services were held
Saturday at the Oswald Fumeral
Home with burial in Bethany
Cemetery. .

. :J?ﬂs;..igzo

:¥umeral sér:
vicds will be Satirddy at 2 pny
at Oswald Fuieral Homae:
Friends may calfif#ém § (3o

X .
b e e R s . s

John E. James
/6 0FC 9%

John E. James, 70, of 445 South

. East st., Lebanon, died last
Wednesday in Middletown
Hospital,

He is survived by his wife,
 Ruth; one son, Dick; -and a
- brather, Herschel, all of
" Lebanon.

N Funeral services were held at

2 pm. Saturday gt 6sw
ald
Funeral Home in Lebanon.

Burial wagq at
Cemetery, Leba‘non

CIANTT70
Stell/a Jameson

Mrs, Stella Jameson, 93, of 111
Mound St., Lebanon, died on
Jan. 12 at Miami Valley Hospital
in Dayton. She was a lifetime
member of the Lebanon
Presbyterian Church,

Funeral services will be
conducted at 2 p.m. today
(Wednesday) at the Oswald
Funeral Home with burial in the
Lebanon Cemetery.

Mrs, Jameson is survived by
two daughters, Mrs. Clark
Weamer and-Mrs. Cecil Griest
both of Lebanon, one grand-
daughter, and three great-
grandchildren.

Harold B. Janney
20 mrY 19720
Funeral services and burial

for Harold Bradden Janney,
former Warren County resident,
were held May 7 at Dayton. Age!
70, he died there May 5. Sur-'
viving are the wife, Mary Soph