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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

WILEY GILL; JAMES PRIGOFF; TARIQ
RAZAK; KHALID IBRAHIM; and AARON
CONKLIN,

Plaintiffs,

v.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE; LORETTA
LYNCH, in her official capacity as the
Attorney General of the United States;
PROGRAM MANAGER – INFORMATION
SHARING ENVIRONMENT;
KSHEMENDRA PAUL, in his official
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Information Sharing Environment,

Defendants.
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I, Wiley Wayne Gill, declare as follows: 

1. I am one of the Plaintiffs in the above-titled action.  I submit this declaration in 

support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Summary Judgment and Plaintiffs’ Opposition to Defendants’ 

Motion for Summary Judgment.  I have personal knowledge of each fact stated in this declaration 

and, if called as a witness, I could and would competently and truthfully testify hereto. 

2. I am a U.S. citizen and was born in San Francisco, California.  I reside in Chico, 

California. 

3. I attended Butte Community College.  I transferred from Butte Community 

College to California State University, Chico (“Chico State”), where I completed my 

undergraduate degree in 2010.  I learned about Islam during a course I took at Chico State, and in 

2009, I decided to convert to Islam.  I have researched Islam extensively and believe it is the right 

path and the right religion for me.     

4. After college, I was out of work for a while, but in 2012, I took a job at Chico 

State as a janitor, working the night shift from 6:00 P.M. to 2:30 A.M.  I continue to work as a 

janitor at Chico State and I am now also in the process of getting a certification to be a counselor. 

5. On December 3, 2013, my attorneys submitted on my behalf a request under the 

California Public Records Act to the Central California Intelligence Center (“CCIC”) for records 

about me.  By letter dated January 3, 2014, the CCIC responded to the request and produced a 

“Suspicious Activity Report” (“SAR”) about me.  A true and correct copy of the CCIC’s response 

and the SAR about me that it enclosed with its response is attached as Exhibit 1 to this 

declaration. 

6. I have had a number of encounters with the Chico Police Department (“CPD”).  It 

is my understanding that several of those encounters have been documented in the SAR about me. 

7. My first encounter with CPD occurred sometime around September, 2010, after I 

had newly converted to Islam.  Two CPD officers visited me at my apartment at around 10:30 

A.M.  I had just woken up and did not even have my contact lenses in, and thus I was somewhat 

disoriented when I went to the door.  One of the CPD officers identified himself as Officer Jim 
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Parrot; I do not remember the other officer’s name.  Officer Parrot said that they wanted to speak 

with me about certain “anti-American statements” I had supposedly made.  I informed him that I 

had no idea what he was talking about and asked him to explain what he meant.  Officer Parrot 

referred to having a “file” on me, which was not in his possession at the time, but he refused to 

explain what he meant by “anti-American statements.”  The Officer also made a point to state that 

he knew I had recently been to San Francisco with some friends and had seen me later that day 

having lunch at Granzella’s, a restaurant in Williams, California; this led me to worry about 

whether he had been following me.  He also told me that he wanted to make sure that I did not 

turn into another Mohammed Atta, one of the individuals identified as a September 11
th

 hijacker.  

This made me very upset because I believe Officer Parrot was negatively judging my religion and 

I did not even know how Officer Parrot knew I was Muslim.  I asked Officer Parrot if he would 

be saying these things to me if I had converted to Christianity or another religion and the 

conversation ended with Officer Parrot leaving me his business card.    

8. Sometime in 2011, I had another interaction with CPD.  I was at the Chico Islamic 

Center when CPD officers made a visit to the mosque.  I believe that the CPD officers 

characterized their presence as being a courtesy visit intended to build good relations with the 

Muslim community.  I listened to the presentation and then a CPD officer asked me my name, 

whether I went to school, and if I was employed.  I responded with my name, that I had graduated 

from Chico State, and that I was unemployed.  I do not believe the CPD officers asked anyone 

else questions like those that were asked of me.  I believe this interaction was reported in the SAR 

about me; it states that the reporting agent found me to be “hesitant to interact with law 

enforcement,” and claimed that I “avoided eye contact, and appeared to be eavesdropping while I 

[the agent] spoke with other members [of the mosque].”  The SAR also noted that, “based on his 

appearance [full beard and traditional garb] is a full convert to Islam at the young age of 26.”  

(Bracketed text in original).  This was especially odd to me, since I was wearing blue jeans and a 

tee-shirt at the time.    

9. At some point after the above incident, I was approached by yet another CPD 
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officer.  I was walking around in downtown Chico with two older Muslim men who are friends of 

mine when we passed three CPD officers walking on the same street.  One of the officers asked if 

I was Wiley, and asked if I had found a job.  I confirmed my identity, told him I had not yet found 

a job, and jokingly asked if they wanted to give me one.  They responded in the negative and the 

interaction essentially ended.  This interaction was likewise reported in the SAR about me; it 

states that, “[s]ince the interaction I have seen [redacted] several times walking through 

[redacted] in traditional garb walking with elders of [redacted], I approached the group on at least 

one occasion and found [redacted] to avoid eye contact and hesitant to answer questions.”   

10. Around May 20, 2012, I had another encounter with CPD.  At the time, I was 

living at the small house on the same property as the Chico Islamic Center.  I very much enjoy 

playing video games, and on that day, I was viewing a series of online reviews of different video 

games.  I had my headphones on but was able to discern that someone was knocking loudly on 

the front door of my house.  I got up from my computer and went to answer the door.  Upon 

opening the door, I said “hello,” but I could not see anyone there.  A moment later, two CPD 

officers came from around the back to the front door with their guns drawn and pointed at me.  

The CPD officers identified themselves and they told me they were investigating a domestic 

violence call.  With their guns still drawn, the CPD officers instructed me to step outside of my 

house.  I put my hands over my head and stepped outside of my house and leaned my hands 

against a glass window.  At this point, the CPD officers lowered their guns.  I informed the 

officers that there was no one inside the house, but they would not listen to me.  Instead, they 

asked me if they could walk through the house.  I told them I thought their shoes were dirty, 

indicating that I did not want them to walk through my house with their dirty shoes, but they 

asked again.  I asked them if they had to search the house and the CPD officers responded that 

they wanted to search it to make sure no one was there.  One officer stayed outside with me while 

the other went inside my house.   

11. After searching my house, the CPD officer came outside the house and asked for 

my identification, which I showed him; after looking at it briefly he handed it back to me and then 
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both officers left.  This interaction too was reported in the SAR about me; it states that the officer 

had looked at my computer and that my computer display was opened to a screen stating “Games 

that fly under the radar,” and that according to the officer, this appeared to be some sort of “flight 

simulator type of game.”  The SAR also describes the following characteristics about me as 

“worthy of note”: “full conversion to Islam as a young WMA [white, male, adult],” “pious 

demeanor,” and “potential access to flight simulators over via [sic] the internet.” I felt that the 

CPD officers were just looking for a reason to look inside my house.  Indeed, the SAR even notes 

that the supposed “domestic violence incident” was “later determined to be unfounded.”  Because 

the SAR specifically discusses my religion and “pious demeanor” as “worthy of note,” I believe 

that the CPD officers had targeted me specifically and did so because of my religion.   

12. A couple of months after this incident, in July 2012, I got a phone call from 

Officer Parrot of CPD.  Officer Parrot informed me that he had spoken with me before and I told 

him that I remembered him.  He then told me that I should take down my Facebook page because 

of my posts about video games.  I responded that I would not take down my Facebook page and 

that I did not believe that my posts about video games were the reason for Officer Parrot’s 

request.  I believe that the reason I was told to take down my Facebook page is because of my 

Islamic faith.  Officer Parrot then told me that I was on a watch list and ended the call.   

13. The call with Officer Parrot really upset me.  I believe I was being targeted and am 

continually being subjected to law enforcement visits and scrutiny simply because of my religious 

beliefs.           

14. Through my attorneys, I filed a Freedom of Information Act request with the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation (“FBI”) for records in its possession about me, and the FBI’s 

response shows that it maintains a file about me.  By letters dated June 23, 2014 and February 29, 

2016, I received documents from the FBI referencing information contained in the SAR.  A true 

and correct copy (with personally identifying information redacted) of the June 23, 2014 letter—

along with the attached documents about me—is attached to this declaration as Exhibit 2.  A true 

and correct copy (with personally identifying information redacted) of the February 29, 2016 
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letter—along with the attached documents about me—is attached to this declaration as Exhibit 3.   

15. I believe that, because of the SAR about me, information about me has been 

uploaded to eGuardian and an FBI database.  Based on my review of the Defendants’ Answer in 

this matter, it is my understanding that an incident report containing information in the SAR 

about me was uploaded to eGuardian, which I understand to be a national database to which law 

enforcement agencies across the country have access.  In addition, based on the documents I 

received from the FBI in response to my FOIA request, I believe the FBI also maintains, in some 

kind of database, information about me related to the information in the SAR about me.   

16. As a result of the inclusion of this information about me in these databases, my 

reputation has been injured, as I have been branded as a person engaged in activity with a 

potential nexus to terrorism, even though I was simply looking at online reviews of video games.   

17. In addition, as a result of the inclusion of this information about me in these 

databases, my privacy has been invaded because any person with access to either database has 

access to information about me, even though I was simply looking at online reviews of video 

games.  

18. I believe I and even my family members have been subjected to additional law 

enforcement scrutiny because of the existence of the SAR about me.  

19. After I filed this lawsuit, in August 2015, my sister told me that she was visited by 

FBI agents.  She conveyed to me that the officers asked her a series of questions about me and my 

religious beliefs.  I am concerned that those questions were prompted because of the SAR, 

because I brought this lawsuit, or both.   

20. Given the repeated harassment I have been subjected to, including the questioning 

of my sister about my religious beliefs, I fear that further action may be taken against me by the 

FBI or by CPD as a result of the SAR about me.  I also fear that further investigative harassment 

at the hands of the FBI or CPD might occur due to the existence of the SAR on me.   

21. I continue to experience frustration and stress resulting from the creation of the 

SAR based on my innocent conduct of playing and reading about video games and attending 
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FILER’S ATTESTATION

I, Phillip J. Wiese, am the ECF user whose identification and password are being used to

file this DECLARATION OF WILEY GILL IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR

SUMMARY JUDGMENT. Pursuant to L.R. 5-1(i)(3), I hereby attest that concurrence in the

electronic filing of this document has been obtained from each of the other signatories.

Dated: September 22, 2016 By /s/ Phillip J. Wiese
Phillip J. Wiese
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