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THE AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION Case No. y
OF NORTHERN CALIFORNIA, ASIAN LAW
CAUCUS, SAN FRANCISCO BAY
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I.  INTRODUCTION
1. The Ame‘ricén Civil Liberties Union of Northern California, Asian Law Céucus,
and the San Francisco Bay Guardian (collectively, “the plaintiffs”), file this action against the

Federal Bureau of Investigation, including its field offices in San Francisco and Sacramento -

(“FBI”) to enforce the publié’s right to information under the Freedom of Infonna_tidn Act

'(“FOIA”),' 5U.S.C. § 552. The plaintiffs allege as follows:

2. Approximately five months ago, the plaintiffs éo;ight the expedited processing and

release of records concerning the investigation and surveillance of Muslim communities in

Northern California from the FBI offices located in Winchester, Virginia; San Francisco,
California; and Sacramento, California. Although the FBI granted the plaintiffs’ request for
expedited processing, the FBI has failed to release any documents in response to the plaintiffs’ .

FOIA requests. By this action, the plaintiffs seek information from the FBI 'responsi_ve to their

 FOIA requests and other appropriate relief.

IL PARTIES . _

3. | The pl-aintiff__ American Civil> Liberties Uﬁion of Northern California (“ACLU-
NC”) is a regional affiliate of the American Civil Liberties Union, which is a national, non-profit,
and non-partisan organization dedicated to protecting the civil liberties of all people and .

safeguarding of the basic constitutional rights to privacy, free expression, and due process. The

- ACLU-NC is established under the laws of the State of California, and has its headquarters in

San Francisco, California. The ACLU-NC has a membership of approximately 50,000. In
support of its mission, ACLU-NC uses its communications departmeht to disseminate
information to the public about issues of concern to the ACLU-NC and thg general public.

4. The pléintiff Asian Law Caucus (“ALC”)is a nOn-proﬁt public interest
organization that is incorporated tnder the laws of the State of California and has its headquarters
in San Francisco, California. Thev ALC works to promote, advance, and represent the legal and

civil rights of the Asian and Pacific Islander communities. A main component of ALC’s work is

-

‘to disseminate information of publié interest to both the Asian Pacific American communities and

thevgener.al public.

COMPLAINT FOR VIOLATION OF THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT; INJUNCTIVE RELIEF ’ _ 1
sf-2873324 - o
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5. The plaintiff San Franczsco Bay Guardian (“The Bay Guardian ”) isa corporatlon
organized in the State of California with its headquarters in San Francisco, California. Itisa |
newspaper of general circulation and has the largest circulation of a newsweekly in Nor_thern o

California, with an audited w‘eekly distribution of 100,000. The BayﬁGuardian is locally owned’,

_ 1ndependent and has been published continuously since 1966 The Bay Guardian’s primary

activity is pubhshlng or otherwise d1ssem1nat1ng 1nformat10n to the pubhc and 1t is prepared to

publish appropriate articles concernrng_the FB_I’s survelllance based on 1nformatlon sought by the

FOIA requests at issue here.

_ 6. The defendant Federal Bureau of Investigation is a component of the Unlted States

'Department of Justice. The FBI is an agency within the meanlng of 5U.S.C. § 552(f) The FBT

has its headquarters in Washmgton D C., and ﬁeld offices all over the country, including
San Fran(:lsco and Sacramento Cahfornla
III.  JURISDICTION _

7. This Court has subject matter jurisdictio‘n over this action and. personal jurisdiction
over the partles pursuant to 5 U.S.C. §§ 552(a)(4)(B) and 552(a)(6)(C)(d). This Court also has
Junsdlctlon over this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1346
IV. . VENUE AND INTRADISTRICT ASSIGNEMENT ,

8. Venue is proper in this district pursuant to 5 U.S. C. § 552(a)(4)(B) and 28 U.S.C.
§ 1402. The plalntlffs have their principle places of business in this district,

9. Assrgnment to the San Francrsco division is proper pursuant to Local Rule 3-2(c)
and (d) Beeause a substantial portion of the events giving rise to this action occurred in this
district and division. The plaintiffs ACLU-NC, ALC, and The Bay Guardian each have their |

headquarters in San Francisco, California.

V. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

A. THE FBI’S SURVEILLANCE OF MUSLIM COMMUNITIES IS A
MATTER OF SIGNIFICANT PUBLIC INTEREST

~

10. - The government’s surveillance of individuals and groups in Muslim communities

is a matter of significant public interest both to the members of Muslim communities and to the -

sf-2873324
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: pubhc at large. Accordmg toa 2007 survey by the Pew Research Center there are approx1mately

2.35 million Mushms hvmg in the United States Michael B. Farrell, “Fort Hood Shootmgs US
Mus}lms Feel New Heat,” Christian Science Monitor, Nov. 17,_2009. The governm_ent S
surveillance raises signiﬁcén_t pubiié issues, such as the following: ¢)) The impact of the
surveillance on the éi_vil libefties of indi\’/_iduals and groups targeted by the surveillance, including
the impact on fundamental First Amendment rigﬁts-to free exerqise of religion, fréedo‘m of
association, and freedom of expression; and (2) The impact of céﬁaiﬁ govérnrm:nt survéillance ’
t'actics on U.S. national secufity, including potential' harm to commuh‘ity r_elaﬁonships that are

important to furthering safety and natio"nal: security. The media has wi_dvel'y’r‘eported on these

. L /
issues. For example: '

11.  On December 18,. 2009, the New York Times reported that “Several high-profile
cases in which informers have i_nﬁltrated mosques and helped promote plots. . . hév’e sown a
cbrrosi-ve fear amongu[Musli-m-Americans] that FBI informers are everywhere, listening.” Paul
Vitello and Kirk Semple, “Muslims Say FBI~Tactivcs Sow Ang’er and Fear,” New York Times, |
Dec. 18,2009. ' - L ' |

12, A month later, the New York Times réport_ed that President Barack Obama had

* ordered national security officials “to develop a plan ‘that addresses the unique chal‘lengeé posed

by lone recruits,” a reference to Muslim individuals who become extremists but aren’t formal

' members of any group.” Free Press Staff Writer, “Calls for Surveillance. Rise With Jump in-U.S.

Terrorism Céses,” Dez‘roit Free Press, Jan. 17,2010,
13. The Christian Science Monitor recently reported, “Many Muslim[] Americans ate

concerned; by news that paid FBI informants . . . have been targeting impressionable Muslim

'Americans to incite and then entrap them. The Muslim community is also concerned by reports

that law enforcement agents are coercing Muslim Americans to serve as informants.in exchange
for immigration ease.” Further, the Christian Science Monitor warned, “[FJear within
communities can cut off the goodwill and sources of information needed to prevent another

attack.” Alejandro J. Beutel, “Muslim Americans and US Law Enforcement: Not Ehemies, But

Vital Partners,” Chi_‘isl‘ian Science Monitor, Dec. 30, 2009.

sf-2873324
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14.  InJanuary-201 O; the Detroit Free Press published an article about the “growing .
concern among Muslims and civil rights advocates about undercover surveillance in reli gious
institutions,” and the concern' that “using informants in moscjues infringes on the constitutional
nght to free assembly and worship.” Nlra] Warikoo, “Deadly FBI Rald of Detroit Mosque

Prompts Concern Over Informants: Mushms Civil Rights Advocates Decry Tactic,” Detroit Free

1 Press, Jan 17, 2010, Nrraj Warikoo, “Informants Amid the Faithful,” Detroit Free Press, Jan. 17,

2010. o S
15. ~ The media has also reported a chilling effect thét government surveillance has had
on members of Muslim _cornmunities with regard to religious practices and to cobperation'with

the FBI in counterintelligence. The Christian Science Monitor reported:

Many Muslim groups accuse the FBI and other counterterrorism
agents of using overly aggressive tactics to strong-arm mosque
attendees into becoming informants. Others say Muslims are often
victims of racial profiling.

The scrutlny has created a siege mentality in some Muslim

communities. Many are afraid to talk to newcomers for fear of

being entrapped by FBI informants. Some are afraid to express

political views, and others have stopped attending mosque

altogether
Michael B. Farrell, “Fort Hood Shootings: US Muslims Feel New Heat,” Christian Science
Monitor, Nov. 17, 2009 (emphasis added). The media is replete with similar reports. See Paul

Vitello and Kirk Semple, “Muslims Say FBI Tactics Sow Anger and Fear,” New York Times,

" Dec. 18, 2009 (“[A] national coahtlon of Islamic organizations warned that it would cease

cooperating wrth the FBI unless the agency stopped infiltrating mosques and using agents

provocateurs to trap unsuspectlng Muslim youth.”’), Nick Meyer, “US Attorney General Eric

" Holder Addresses Detroit Community,” Arabs, Muslims,” New America Media,” Nov. 24, 2009
‘(commenting that recent events “have combined to increase tensions between law enforcement

'|| agencies like the FBI and both Arabs and Muslims over issues of discrimination and profiling.”);

Charlie Savage, “Loosening of FBI Rules Stirs Privacy Concerns,” New York Times, Oct. 29,
2009 (FBI’s Domestic Investigations and Operations Guidelines authorize agents to take into

account ethnicity or religion, “specific and relevant ethnic behavior” and to “identify locations of

)
: 4
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concéntrated ethnic communities” when determining whether to “open an ‘assessment’ to

“proactively’ seek information about whether-people or organizations are involved in national

se_curity threats.”); Alejandro J. Beutel, “Muslim Americans and U.S. Law Enforcement: Not
Enemies, But Vital Partners, Christian Science Monitor Dec. 30, 2009; Editorial “FBI Works
With Arab Communrty ” Detroit News, Oct 8, 2009; Teresa Watanabe and Paloma Esqulvel
“L. A Area Muslims Say FBI Survelllance Has A Chﬂhng Effect On Their Free Speech And
Religious Practices,” Los Angeles Times, Mar. 1, 2009; J acquehne L. Salmon, “Muslim |
Americans At Odds Over FBI Contact,” Washington Post, Mar. 28, 2009, Along these lines,

-Attorney General Eric Holder reportedly stated in an address to members of the Arab American

, community in Detroit, “This is simply intolerable, and the tension that arises [between the

Muslim American commumty and the FBI] is unacceptable ” Nick Meyer “US Attorney General

Eric Holder Addresses Detroit Commumty, Arabs Mushms ” New American Medza Nov. 24,

2009.

16.  The media has also reported on the FBI’s practices of recruiting Muslim and Arab-

.American children, as well as others ‘throug'h the FBI’s Junior Agent program. Michelle Toy,

“FBI’s Newest Recruits: Arablc Speakmg Kids,” NBC Bay Area, Jan. 8, 2010; Candice Williams,

" “Green Elementary Kids Train to Be F BI Junior Agents,” Detroit News Jan 20, 2010.

17.  The information the plaintiffs seek is also relevant to the public’s opportunity to

provide accurate analyses and comments to the FBI regarding t'he.released Domestic Investigative

Operational Guidelines (“DIOG”) and its implementation vis-a-vis Muslim communities. The

General Counsel for the FBI, Ms. Valerie Caproni, wrote in a letter to Senate Select Committee

~on Intelligence Chairman John D. Rockefeller IV, on December 15, 2008; that “we understand

that the expansion of techniques available . . . has raised pr‘ivacy and civil liberties concerns [but]
we believe that our policies and procedures will mitigate those concerns.” Senate Report of the
Select Committee on Intelligence 34 (Mar. 9,'2009)', available at

http //frwebgate access.gpo. gov/cgr- o

bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=111 cong reports&d001d =f:s1006.111.pdf. She stated that the FBI

would reassess the policy judgments made in the DIOG, and that the reassessment will be

sf-2873324
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“informed by our experience in the coming year, as well as by comments and suggest[ions]

_ received from Cehgress and interested parties » The FBI’s General Counsel reaffirmed this

intention in an interview posted on the FBI website by stating, “to the extent that the public has

: comments and concerns, they should let us know because nothing is wntten in stone and 'we hope

- we've gotten itri ght but if we haven t gotten it right, our goal is to make it right.” Federal

Bureau of Investigation, The New Attorney General Guidelines, PRESS ROOM: INSIDE THE FBI

PobpcAST (Jan. 16, 2009), http://www.fbi.go’v/inside/archiv_e/ins‘ideO1 1609.htm. See

| “Investigative Guidelines Cement FBI Role as Domestic Intelligence Agency, Raising; New

Privacy Challenges,” Center for Democracy & Technology, Oct. 29, 2008; Press Releas,e,
American Civil Liberties Union, “ACLU Condemns New FBI Guidelines,” OC‘t. 3, 2008;

American Civil Libei'ti_es Union, “Fact Sheet - New Atterney General Guidelines,”,‘ Oct-. 8, 2008,

http://www.aclu.Org/print/national¥security/fact-sheet—new—attor‘n‘ey—general~guide1ines '

18.  Given the impact of the surveillance on national securlty and the exercise of core

civil hbertles it'is imperative that the public gain a better understandlng of the methods and scope

~of the FBI’s surveillance of Muslim communities in the United States.

19. Expedited procesSing is appropriate for several reasons: () to further the public’s
interest in. prov1d1ng comments to the FBI in light of the FBI’s General Counsel’s December 2008
suggestion that any review and changes to the DIOG would be based .on experience in

implementation “in the comlng year”; (b) the wide-spread media attention focused on the subject

“of the requests; and (c) the urgency to inform the public about government actions that potentially

intrude upon constitutional protections, including equal protection, privacy rights, freedom of

-association, freedom of expression and the free exercise of religion.

B. THE FBI HAS FAILED TO ADEQUATELY RESPOND TO THE
PLAINTIFFS’ FOIA REQUESTS

20. The FBI has failed to adequately respond to the plaintiffs’ FOIA requests.
21. On March 9, 2010, the plaintiffs under 5.U.S.C, § 552 and other applicable

_regulatlons requested the disclosure of various FBI records pertaining to the surveillance of

Mushm Amerlcans The plamtlffs FOIA requests included eXhlbltS of 40 medla reports relatmg

: 6
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to the FBI’s surveillance of Muslim communities. A copy of the plaintiffs’ FOIA requests

(without exhibits) is appended hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference.

22, The plaintiffs requested FBI agency records regarding the FBI's policies and
practices regardlng |

)] the use of mformants by the FBI,

(b) opemng or carrying out ¢ assessments;”

(c) materials setting forth fhe legal reasoning or authority'r'elied
upoh by‘the FBI in conducting investigatipns and assessments;

(d) traihing fof FBI agent"s regarding Islam, Musiim culture, and/_.of
Muslim, Arab, South ‘As'ian, or Middle Eastem communities in"
the United States;

(e) the FBI’s use of race, religion, ethnicity, language, or national

origin for law enforcement purposes, including the contexts of |

ge,o-mapp_irig and domain management; | |

(f) the FBI Cltlzenshlp Academy,

(g) the FBI Junior Agent Program; and

(h) domain management.

23.  The plaintiffs also requested records ceneeniing FBI activi‘ties‘.in Northern
Caﬁfomia from January 2005 to the present regarding the following: (a) investigations of
mosdues, Islamic centers, Muslim community centers, members of mosques, Muslim leaders, and
imams; (b) the FBI Citizenship Academy and its alumni, and the FBI Junior Agent Proéram; and
(c) domain management and other records related to “community race and ethnicity” analyses or
assessments in the FBI domains of northern California.

24.  The plamtlffs further requested data regarding the targets and outcomes of law
enforcement activity in Northern California in relation to the rest of the country, mcludmg the
followmg types of information: (i) FBI assessments and investigations of Islamic centers,
mosques, churches and synagogues; (ii) FBI assés'smeﬁts and investigations of religious leaders;

(iii) FBI contacts with imams; (iv) criminal prosecutions and immigration proceedings arising

s£-2873324
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from terrorism-related investigafions and assessiments Wwith r’ega:rd to the usé of informants and
terrorism-related charges, and litigation ré_sults; and (\}) the FBI’s Special Citizenship Academy
and Junior Agent programs. _

25.  The plaintiffs asked that their FOIA requests be procéssed on an expe'diied_ basis
because t'heir pertain to information about which there is an “ﬁrgency to inform the public about
an actual or alleged federal lgovemment activity” and the FOIA réciuests were ‘-‘made by [persons]
primarily engaged in disseminafing inforfnati_o‘n.” See SUS.C § 552(a)(6)(E)(v)(II); 28 C.F.R.
§§ 16.5(d)(1)(iv) and (ii). The FOIA statute\provides for expedited pr‘c')'cesbsing of r'equests. where
there is a compelling need. 5 US.C. § 552(2)(6)(E). Under the statute, the urgency to inform the
public of actual or alleged federal governmént aCtiVity'conStituteé a “compelling need” where the -
recjuest is made by persons primarﬂy engaged in disseminating information. 5 U.S.C.

§ 552(@)O)E)VX(ID. o |
26 Department of Justice regulations state that a FOIA request is entitled to expedited
processing when the ihformatidn re'quested involves “[a] matter of widespread and exceptional \

media interest in which there exist possible questions about the government’s integrity which

: affect'public confidence.” 28 C.F.R. § 16.5(d)(1)(iv).

27 * The FBI conceded that expedited proc‘essing’is appropriate here. In gfanting the
piaintiffs’ request for expedition, the_FBI agreed, by letter dated Marc_ﬁ 19, 2019, that the
plaintiffs had “provided sufficient information concerning the statutory requirements permitting
expedition” under federal regulations that provide for ¢xp§;ditcd processing of “matter[s] of
widespread and exceptional media interest in which there exist possible questiolnsrabou't the
government’s integrity which affect publié confidence.” 28 C.F.R. § 16.5(d)(1)(iv). A copy of
the FBI’s March 19, 2010 letter is appended hereto as Exhibit B and incorp(;fated herein by
reference. ' | | ‘

28.  Also on March 19, 2010, the FBI issued a letter to the plaintiffs écknowledging
receipt of the plaintiffs’ FOIA requests and assigning tracking number 1144839-000 to those
requests. A copy of _the FBI’s March 19, 2010 letter is appended hereto as Exhibit C. Inthis

letter, the FBI stated that it was searching its Central Records System for the information the

sf-2873324
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- plaintiffs requeéted and that the FBI would inform the plaintiffs of the results “as soon as

possible.” _ _ , v
| 29.  Under 32 C.F.R. § 1700.12(b), a request that is granted expedited proceésingw _
such as the plainﬁffs’ FOIA requests—-“shall be given priority and shall be processed as soon as
practicable.” 32 C.F.R. § 1700.12(b) (emphasis add.ed);. see 5 U.S.C. § 552_(a)(6)(E)(iii).
Expedited proéessing entitles the requester to move immediately to th'e'froﬁt of an.-a'gency
processing queue. Under 5 U.S.C. §‘552(a)(7)(B)(ii), the FBI is also required to prox}ide' “an
estimated date on which the agency will complete action on the request.”

30.  On June 15,2010—over three months after plaintiffs’ FOIA requests—the FBI -
wrote to inform the plaintiffs 'that it was searchingfor responsivé docurrients. A copy of the
FBI’s June 15, 2010 letter is appended hereto as Exhibit D. The FBI, however, has failed to
provide an estimafed date on which it would complete action of jthe request and produce
.respo‘nsive documents. |

31.  Notwithstanding the FBI’s grant of expedited piocessin‘g, the FBI has exceeded the

- generally applicable 20-day statutory deadline for processing standard, non-expedited FOIA

requests'. ’

32. | As of fhe date of this filing, fhe FBI has neither made any of the requested records
available to the plaintiffs nor informed the plaintiffs of an anticipated date for the completion of
the proceSsing;,of their requests. |

33.  The plaintiffs have exhausted all app.licable. administrative remedies with respect
to their FOIA requests. |

34.  The FBI has wrongfully withheld the requested records from the plaintiffs.

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF

Violation of FOIA for Wrdng’ful Withholding of Agency Records
35.  The plaintiffs repeat and reallege paragraphs 1-34.

36.  Pursuantto 5 U.S.C. § 552(a)(6)(E)(ﬁi), the FBI has wrongfully withheld agency
-records requested by the plaintiffs and have failed to comiply with the statutory time limits for the

processing of the plaintiffs’ FOIA requests.

s£-2873324
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37. PﬁrSuant ,té 5US.C. § 552(a)(7)(B)(ii), C[he FBI has inadequat‘ely reSponded to t‘hé '
plaintiffs’ expedited request for records by failing to ;;rovide an estimated date dn which the
agenéy will complete action on the request.

38 The plaintiffs have exhausted the ‘appli_cable administrative remedies With fe’sp*ect
to FBD’s wrongful withholding of the records requested in the plaintiffs’ FOIA requests.

39, - The plaintiffs are entitled to injunctive relief with respect to the releasé and

disclosure of the fequested documents undef 5U8.C. § 552(a)(4)(B) because the FBI -continUes

to improperly withhold agency records in violation of FOIA. The plaintiffs will suffer irreparable

injury from, and have no adequate legal remedy for the FBI’s illegal w1thhold1ng of government

| documents pertaining to the F BI’s surveillance and investigation of Muslim chmumtles in

Northern California.

10
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REQUESTED RELIEF

- WHEREFORE, the plaintiffs | pray that this Court:

A
unlawful;
| B.
C.
plaintiffs;
D.
E.

Declare that FBI’s failure to dlsclose the records requested by the plalntlffs is .

Order the FBI to process immediately the requested records intheir entirety;

Order the FBI to make the requested records in their entirety available to the -

Provide for expeditious proceedings in this action;

Enter a preliminary and permanent injunction against the FBI ordenng the relief

requested herein;

F.

G.

5£-2873324

'in this action; and

Grant such other relief as the Court may deem just and proper.

Dated: August 24, 2010

SOMNATH RAJ CHATTERJEE
- PATRICIA SVILIK

CHRISTIE L. YANG .

MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP

\ ' ¢

By:

SOMNATH RAJ CHATTERJEE (7

Attorneys for Plaintiffs -, ,
THE AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES .
-+ UNION OF NORTHEN - :
CALIFORNIA, ASIAN LAW
CAUCUS, AND THE SAN
FRANCISCO BAY GUARDIAN

~ Award to the plaintiffs their litigation costs and reasonable attorneys’ fees incurred

11







THE SAN FRANCISCO BAY GUARDIAN
March 9, 2010

Via Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested

Federal Burean of Investigation

Record Information/Dissemination Section
170 Marcel Drive

' Winch‘este_r VA 22602-4843

Federal Bureau of 'lnvesﬂgatwn . San Francisco
450 Golden Gate Avenue, 13" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94102-9253

Federal Bureau of lnvestngatmn -Sacramento
4500 Orangc Grove
Sacramento, CA 95841

Re:  Freedom of Information Act..Réquest
Expedited Processing Requested

Attention:

The Asian Law Caucus (“*ALC™), the Amencan Civil leemes Union of Northern .
California (including the ACLU Foundation of Northern California) (“ACLU-NC™), and the San
Francisco Bay Guardian (“Guardian’) submit this expedited Freedom of Information Act
(“FOIA”) request for records to the Federal Bureau of Invesngat:on (“FBT”) pertaining to the -
investigation and surveillance of Muslim communities in Nerthern California. The ALC,
ACLU-NC, and the Guardian submit this request pursuant to the FOIA, 5 U.S.C. § 552,
implementing regulations 8 C.F.R, § 103.10 and 6 C.F.F. § 5and any other applicable
regulations.

Commumty members cwﬂ rights organizations, and mainstream media have reported
that the FBI is surveilling and infiltrating Muslim American comimunities and building a dragnet
: i‘hai is detmmenta]]y affecting the lives of innocent Americans. As a December 18, 2009 arucle

NAHCY PEMBERTON, CHAIRFERSON | M. QUMK BELANEY, LINDA LYE, PHILIP HONRAD, VIGE CHARPERSANS | DICK BROSBGLL, SECRETARY/TREASERER
ABDI SOLYAN), EXECUZIVE (RFECITN | THERIBRYANT, DEVELUPMSHT DIRECTOR | LAURA SAPONARD, LxJMWMHURS UIRECTOR | ALANSEHLOSSER LEGAL (URECIOR

MARGAREY €. CROSBY, ELIZABETH GILL JULIA BARUME MASS, MICHAEL. RISMER, JORY.SYEELE SIAFF ATIDENEYS | NATASHA PHNSKER MICOLE A, OZER. DUANA TATE VERMEIRE, PDUC?i‘-!hfF TCRS

SYEPHENY; BOMSE GEREDAL COUNSEL

AMERICAN LIVIL LISERTIES UNIDN FOUNDATION OF NDATHERN CALIFORNIA

3% DRUMM STREET. SAN FRANGISCO, CA 943711 | T/615.621.2492 | £7815.255.3478 § TV 415.843.7832 | WWW.ACLUNG. ORG D



Federal Bureau of Investigation
‘March 9, 2010 ’
“Page 2

in the New York Times explained, “Several high-profile cases in which informers have infiltrated

mosques and helped promote plots . . .- have sown a corrosive fear among [Muslim-Americans]

that F.B.I. informers are everywhere, listening.” Paul Vitello and Kirk Semple, “Muslims Say
FBI Tactics Sow Anger and Fear,” New York Times, December 17, 2009, The “corrosive fear” ~

“and widespread anxiety felt among Muslim Americans not only hias a chilling effect on civic and
religious participation in these communities, but also undermines FBl-community relations
essential to national security. - ' ' ’

Further, this widely-reported surveillance of Muslim communities by the federal _
government érodes the values and constitutional principles upon which the United States stanids.
. Improper government intrusion and discrimination experienced by Muslim Americans may
violate the privacy rights of United States residents and amount to racial and religious profiling.
Given these implications for national security and civil rights, is imperative that the public gaina
 better understanding of the methods and scope of FBI surveillance and infiltration of Muslim
* communities in the United States. -_ o

_ We are seeking disclosure of agency récords’ in your” possession that fall within the
following categories: ‘ _ : - BN

- a. Use of informants by the FBI%;
'b. Opening or carrying out “assessments™;

! The term “records” as used herein includes all records or communications preserved in written or electronic form,
including but not limited to: correspondence, documents, data, videotapes, fudio tapes, emails, faxes, files,
ghidance, guidelines, evaluations; instructions, analyses, memoranda, agreements, notes, ordets, policies,
procedures, protocols, reports, rules, training materials, other manuals, or studies. ‘'With respéct 1o privacy concerns
for members of the: public, we will accept copies that are redacied to protect identifying information such'as names,
social security numbers, and alien munbers, but we would object to the redaction of birthplaces that would interfere
with our ability to determine the countty of origin for members of the public. In addition, we request that members
of the public whose identifying information is redacted be identified with an alphanumeric code so that multiple
records related to the same individual will be recognized as such. This redaction agesment does notapplyto
identifying information such as names and badgé numbers of federal agents, , _
* Requestors seek records in the possession or control of the parties in the above nanted FB1 offices and any fizld
offices within their jurisdictions. : ' ' :
® By “FBI” the requestors mean the Federal Burean of Investigation and iis agentsandemployees as well as-any
other federal, state, or local agencies working in collaboration with the Federal Burean of Investigation, such as
local Joint Terrorism Task Foree personnel. Thie term “informanis™ s infended to inclide “undisclosed participants”
and “confidential humén sources” as referenced in the PBI’s Domestic Investigative Operations Guidelines.
* “Assessmenis” and “domain management” ere nsed here to refer to the activities referred-to by the same teyms in.

the FBI's Domestic Investigative Operations:Guidelines,

-~
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¢. Written materials setting forth legal reasoning or authomy relied upon
by FBI in conducting investigations and assessments;
d. Training for FBI agents regarding Islam, Muslim culture, and/or
* Muslim, Arab, South Asian, or Middle Eastern communities in the
United States. This includes but is not limited to any training materials, .
outlines, instructions or other documents used or provided to agents, and
records showing the names and titles of participants and trainers, dates,
- hours, and locations of trainings, and any evaluations or related material;
e. The FBI’s use of race, religion, ethnicity, language, or national origin for
law enforcement purposes, including but not limited to the contexts of
geo-mapping and domain management. The requestors also seek any
draft docurnents that are responsive o this subparagraph ‘
f. The FBI Citizenship Academy;
g The FBI Junior Agent Program; and-
h. Domain management.

Vi related to FBI activities in northem Cahforma from January
- 2005t the _msent rtaining to: -

a FBI investigations and assessments of mosques; Islamic centers; Muslim
community centeérs; menibers of mosques, Islamic centers of Muslim -
community centers based on their membership or affiliation with such

- centers; Muslim leaders; and imams;
b, Records related to the FBI Citizenship Academy, FBI Citizenship
Academy Alumni activities, and FBI Junior Agent Program; and

c. Domain management, ineluding but not limited to maps or other records
relating to or describing “domains; and records of “coricentrated ethnic
communities,” “ethnic-oriented businesses” and any other records
related to “community race and ethmc:ty” analyses or assessments in the
FBI “domains™ of northern Cahfoima.

{3) Aggrepate Data; We seek the following aggregate data, disaggregated by date,
locatwn, and/or as further designated below.®

a. Number and names of mosques or Islamic centers in the United States
with open assessments or investigations;

b. Number and names of mosques or Islamic centers in northern Califomia
with cpen assessments or jnvestigations;

3 For al} purposes'in this correspondence, “northern California™ is défined to mean the counties of Cahforma north
_of and including Monterey, Kings, Tulare, and Inyo.

® if accurate data are not available due to lack of consistent record-kcepmg, please so indicate in your response and
prowde data based on any available records, even if incomplete.
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c. Number of churches in the Umted States thh open assessments or

~ investigations;

d. Number of churches in northern California with open assessments or

investigations;
“e. Number of synagogues in the United States wnh open assessments or

* investigations;

f. Number of synagogues in northem Cahfm nia with open assessments or

investigations;

Number of imams in the Umted States with open assessmems or

investigations;

Number of imams in northern Cahforma with open assessments or

investigations; :

Number of imams in the United States contacled7 by the FBI since 2001

to the present, disaggregated by year; .
j» "Number of imams in northern California contacted by the FBI since

2001 te the present, disaggy egated by year;

- k. Number of criminal prosecutions in the United States ansmg fwm
terrorism-related investigations invelving the use of informants since
2001;

L. Numbm of crimhinal prosecutions in northern California arising from
tenonsm~related investigations mvolvmg the use of informants since
2001; -

om, Number of criminal prosecutions in northern Ciglifornia ansmg from
terrorism-related investigations not involving the usé of informants smce
20015

n. Number of criminal prosecutions in the United States avising from
terrorism-related i lnvestlgatmns not mvolvmg the use of mfermants since
2001;

o. For subparagraphs k-n above, the number of casés in which terrorism-
related charges were included in the prosecutions, disaggregated by
‘subparagraph;

p. For subparagraphs k-n above the number of ¢cases in which there was a
guilty verdict on any terrorism-related criminal charge, disaggregated by
subparagraph; .

q. Number of immigration proceedings in the United States arising from
terrorism-related investigations invalving the use of mformants since
2001;

1. Number of immigration proceedings in sortheti California ansmg froin
terrorism-related investigations involving the use of informants since
2001;

&

e
-

7 “Contact,” as. used herein, encompasses the breadﬁx of law enforcemem contact such as rebuffed requests for
imerviews, consensual encounters of persons approached by the FBI, ongping relationships, and quesnonxng of
persons in custedy. :
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s. Number of i lmmlgratlon proceedm gs in the United States arising from’
terrorism-related investigations not involving the use of informants since
2001;

1 Number of immigration proceedings in northern Cahfomla arising from
terrorism-related investigations not involving the use of informants since
2001,

‘u. Number of individuals who have gone through the “Special Clttzensmp

i Academy, since its mcepuon disaggregated by individuals’ countnes of
origin;

v. Number of “Junior Agent” Programs that have been implemented in the
United States and their locations.

1. REQUEST FOR EXPEDITED 'PROCESSING.
Tule 5U8.C. § 552(a)(6)(E) provides for expedited processing of requests for
’mfonnanon in cases in which the person requesting the records demonstrates a compelling need,
By statuie, for requests made by persons primarily engaged in disseminating mfo:matmn,
urgency to inform the public concerning actual or alleged federal government activity constitutes
& “compelling need.” § 552(a)(6)(EXV)(II). In addmon, Department of Justice regulations sfate
that FOIA requiests are entitled to expedited processmg when information requested involves “{a]
matter of widespread and exceptional media interest in which there exist possible questions
about the government’s integrity which affect public confidence.” 28 C.F.R. §16.3(@(1EY).
Here, the requestors of this information are primarily engaged in disseminating information and,
for reasons made clear below, there is urgency to inform the public concerning federal
governient activity in connection with the FBI’s investigation of Muslim ¢ommunities.® FBI
activities which the instant FOIA request is intended to reveal have been widely reported, caused
widespread anxiety, and raised widespread concerns about the federal government’s misconduet,
including racial and religious profiling and violations of the constitutional rights of United States
1esxdents both aliens and citizens.

1. Reg.uestors

The Asizn Law Caucus is a nonprofit public interest organization that works to pmmote
advance and represent the legal and civil rights of the Asian-and Pacific Islander communities.
Since its establishment in 1972, ALC has been dedicated to achlevmg jts mission using a three
[prong strategy: (1) community education and or; gamzmg, (2) provision of direct legal services,
and (3) strategic unpact litigation. As such, a main component of ALC’s work is to disseminate
information of public interest to both the Asian Pacific American comsmunities and the public-at-

large.

¥ 1n 2006, a fedéral conrt oydered the Department of Defense to comply with a request for- expedxted processing
reguest by the ACLU-NC and the Guardian. ACLU-NC, ¢t. ol. v. Depi. of Defense, 2006 WL 1469418, Case No.
06-01698 (N.D. Cal, May 25, 2006). See also American Civil Liberties Union v. Dept. of Defense, 339 F.5upp. 2d
501 (SD.N.Y. 2004) {setting schedule Yor disclosure of documents to ACLU under expedited processing request),
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The Amencan le Liberties Union of Northern California (mc]udmg the ACLU
Foundation of Northern California), is an affiliate of the ACLU, a national organization that
-works to protect the civil liberties of all people, including the safeguarding of the basic
constitutional nghts 1o privacy, free expression, and due process of law. The ACLU-NC is
responsible for servmg the population of northern California. The communications department
- of the ACLU-NC is the division of the ACLU-NC that is responsible for disseminating
’ mfoimanon to the public about issues of concern to thc ACLU-NC and to the general public. -

The San Francisco Bay Guardian is the largest circulation newsweekly in northérn
- California, with an audited weekly distribution of 150,000. The paper is locally owned,
independent, and has been published ccnnnuously gince 1966

2. Widespread Medin Interest and Concerns Regarding Government Acﬁwit‘ies.

According to media reports, testimony of civil rights organizations, and membets of the

. community, the FB] has been engaged in a deliberate plan to infiltrate Muslim communities
threugh the use of informants and other covert actions.” Indeed, allegations of such activities
have been the subject of numerous news articles that demonstrate the public interest and

 coneerns-about improper government intrusion and discrimination. See, e.g, Susan Saulny,

' VInguiry Into F.B.1. Raid That Killed Cleric,” New York Times, February 3, 2010 (Appendix A,
Tab 2); Nirgj Warikoe, "Deadly FBI raid of Detroit mosque prompts concérn over informants:
Muslims, civil rights advacates decry tactic,” Detroit Free Press, January 17, 2010 {(Appendix
A, Tab 5); Paul Vitello and Kirk Semple, “Muslims Say FBI Tactics Sow Anger and Fear,” New
York Times, December 18, 2009 (Appendix A, Tab 11); Scott Shane, “American Sues F B.I.,
Saying He Wag Detained in Afiica,” New York Times, November 11, 2009 {Appendix A, Tab
16); David Matingly, Jeanne Meserve, and Mike Ahlers, “Wife and Mother of Terror Suspect
Says FBI Tricked Her,” CNW, July 29, 2005 (Appendxx A, Tab 21); Salvador Herandez,

- “"Muslim groups disagree that relations with FB1 are 'very good,” The Orange County Register,

June 9, 2009 (Appendix A, Tab 24); Sean Emery, "Rift Develops Between Muslims, FBI Over

Mosque Surveillance,” The Orange County Register, March 26, 2009 (Appendix A, Tab 32);

~“Eliott C. McLeughlin, “FBI Planting Spies in U.S. Mosques, Muslim Groups Say,” CNN, March

20, 2009 (Appendix A, Teb 33); Paloma Esquivel, “Some Influential Muslim Groups Question
FBI's Actions,” L.4. Times, April 20, 2009 (Appendix A, Tab 30); Scott Glover, “FBI Monitored
Members of 0.C. Mosques At Gyms, Allcged Informant Says,” L.4. Times, Apxil 28, 2009
{Appendix A, Tab 29),

{
 The FBI’s relatmnshlp with Muslim communities is a matter of great pubhc concern-due
to the nnponan‘t role Muslim Americans can play in terrorist investigations. Bint, in large part
due to intrusive FBI investigative practices, relations between the FBI and Muslim communities
‘have been strained. Over the past two years, many Muslim religious and cultural organizations

? The news arficles mentmned n tins letter, as well as several other articles that demonstiate wide-spread média
interest in the matters thiat are the subject of this reqnest gre attached hereto as Appendix A,
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have cons;dexed cutting ties w:th the F.B.L., and the F.B.1. has affi irmatively distanced themselves
from one mainstream Muslim civil rights organization, the Council on American Islarmic
Relations. As Attorney General Eric Holder said recently during a keynote address to members
of the Arab American community in Detroit, “This is simply intolerable, and the tension that
arises [between the Muslim American community and the FBI] is unacceptable * Specifically,
Attorney General Holder was speaking about the tensions that have risen since the death of -
Detroit Imam Lugman Ameen Abdullah, who was killed in an FBI raid under questionable
circumstances. See, e.g., Ale,)andro Beutel, “Muslim Americans and U.S. law enforcement: not
enemies, but vital partners,” Christian Science Monitor, December 30, 2009 {(Appendix A, Tab
-8); Nick Mayer, “US Attorney General Eric Holder Addresses Detroit Community, Arabs,
Muslims,” Arab American News, November 24, 2009 (Appendix A, Tab 14); “FBI wotks with
. Arab community,” Deiroit News, October 8, 2009 (Appendix A, Tab 19); Teresa Waianabc and
Paloma Esquivel, “L.A, area Muslims say FBI surveillance has a chilling effect on their free
speech and religious practices,” Los Angeles Times, March 1, 2009 (Appendix A, Tab 35);
~American Muslim Taskforce, “U.S, Muslim Coalition Considers Suspending Relations with
FB1,” March 17, 2009 {Appendix A, Tab 34); Jacqueline L. Salmon, “Muslim Americans at
- 'Odds Over FBI Contact,” Washington Post, March 28, 2009 (Appendix A, Tab 31) Recraiting
. Muslim and Arabic children, as well as others, through the FBI’s Junior Agent program has also
been the subject of media attention. Michelle Toy, “FBI's Newest Recruits: Arabic-Speaking
Kids,” NBC Buy Area, January 38,2010 (Appendlx A, Tab 7); Candice Williams, “Green
. Elementary kids irain to be FBI junior agcnts > The Detroit News, January 20, 2010 (Appendix
A, Tab3), ;

In response to mdespread public and media scrutiny of the newly released FBI Domesnc
vlnveahgatwe Operational Guidelines (“DIOG™), Valerie Caproni, the General Counsel for the
F.B.I wrote in a letter to Senate Select Commitiee on Intelligence Chairman John D, Rockefeller
IV, dated December 15, 2008, “we understand that the expansion of techniques available . . . has
raised privacy and civil liberties concerns [but] we believe that our policies and procedures will
 amitigate those concerns.” Ms. Caproni stated that the FBI will “reassess the policy judgments
- made in the DIOG. . . .” She stated that the reassessment will be “informed by our experience in-

the commg year, as well as by comments and suggestions received from Congress and interested
parties.” More récently, in an interview posted on the FB1 website, Ms. Caproni said, “to the _
extent that the public has comments and concems, they should let us know because nothing is
written in stone and we hope we’ve gotten it right but if we haven’t gotten it right, our goal Is to
make it right.” See Appendix A, Tab 37. See, e.g, “Investigative Guidelines Cement FBI Role
as Domestic Intelligence Agency, Raising New Privacy Challenges,” October 29, 2008
{(Appendix A, Tab 38); Press Release, American Civil Liberties Union, “ACLU Condemns New
FBI Guidelines,” Qctober 3, 2008 {Appendix A, Tab 40); American Civil Libertics Union, “Fact
Sheet—New Attomey General Guidelines,” October 8, 2008 (Appendix A, Tab 39)

, The information requested herein is particularly important to the public’s opportimity to
provide accurate analyses and feedback regarding the DIOG and their implementation with
respect to Muslim communities, Expedited processing is necessary to further the public’s

inferest in providing comments in light of Ms. Caproni’s Deceniber 2008 suggestion that any
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review and changes to the DIOGs would be based on experience in implementation “in the
coming year,” in addition to the independent grounds that the subject of the request is a matter of
wide-spread media attention and that there is an urgency to inform the public about government
" actions that intrude upon constitutional protections to be free from racial and religious prof ling
and rights to privacy, freedom of association, ﬁ‘eedom of expression and the free exercise of
rehg:on

L

. ‘The Guardmn and the communications departments of the ALC and ACLU-NC are
“representative[s] of the news media.” '® Fees associated with the processing of this request
should therefore be “limited to reasonable standmd charges for document duphcahon »5U.8.C.

. § 552(a)(4)(A)(11)(11)

ALC regu]arly disseminates mformataon regarding civil rights and cwxl liberties,

' mcludmg changes and developments in gavernment policies in the areas of civil rights and
immigration, to the Asxan and Pacific Islander communities and public-at-large through several

. mcthod'z : . .

{ s in public forums: In the last twelve months
..ALC has prowded on ave1age one commumty education forum per week, reachmg a
' total audience of over 2500 individuals. Community education presentations have
been held at community centers, senior citizen and low-income housing
developments, community festivals and fairs, religious institutions, and universities,
At these presentations, written materials in multiple languages are distributed 1o
~ -attendees and outside institutions for wider distribution.
» Publication of Newsletter, Issue Briefs and Reports: ALC regularly pubilshes a
~ newsletter which is sent to a mailing list of approximately 4000 members and
* supporters. The newsletiers dre also available online at ALC’s website, In addition
to the newsletter, ALC communicstes with its members and supporters through an e-
mail listserv of approxnnabely 2,100 members. ALC publishes apprommately oneto
two in-depth reports or issue mefs per year."! :

Notabiy, courts have found that organizations with missions similar to that of the ACLU and ALC that also
mgage in similar information dissemination activities are “primasily engaged in disseminating information.” See,
By Leadership Conferenice on Civil Rights v. Gonzoles, 404 F. Supp, 2d 246, 260 (D.D.C. 2005) (Leadership
Conference on Civll Righis); ACLU:v. Dep't of Justice, 321 F. Supp. 2d.at 30 n, 5 (Electronic Privacy Information
‘Center).

Hper example, ALC published a recent report on Customs and Border Protection practices and two issue briefs
regarding Janguage access and chemical hazards in the nail salon industry. Other publications by ALC include
“Spund Batriers: Asian Americansand Lavguage Access in Elections 2004, detailing. probiems faced by Asian
Amétican voters discovered through, poll monitoring conducted by ALC and its partner orgamzauons “Equal
‘Justice, Unequal Access: Immigrants and America’s Legal System” describing barriers legal services faced by
‘immigrants; and “Reinforcing the Scams: Guaranteeing the Promise of Califormia’s Landmark Anti-Sweatshop
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s Maintaining a frequently-visited website: http://www.asianlaweaucus.org contains in-

- depth information about legal and civil rights and policies of special interest fo the
Asian and Pacific Islander community, and makes ALC’s newsletters and reports
available on line. It receives an average of 1,196 hits per week.

*» Producing written materials in multiple languages: ALC specifically targets
monolingual and underserved communities that traditional iews media organizations

* may not reach. Most of ALC’s materials and presentations are provided in multiple

languages and many are reproduced verbatim by ethnic media outlets, mcludmg
‘etlmxc newspapers, radio and television stations, for wider d;stnbutmn

Snm]arly, the ACLU-NC’s communication departrnent publishes newsletters, news
bneﬁngs, right-to-know documents, and other materials that are disseminated to the public. It
material is widely available to everyone, including tax-exempt organizations, fot-for-profit
groups, law students and faculty, for no cost or for a nominal fee. The ACLU-NC’s
comnunication department also disseminates information through the website,
hitpi//www.aclunc.org, which had 142,000 visitors who viewed 472,000 pages in 2009, This
‘website addresses cm] liberties issues in depth and provides features on civil liberties issues on
which the ACLU-NC is focused. ACLU-NC staff persons are frequent spokespersons in
television and print media and make frequem public presentations at meetings and events.
Finally, the ACLU-NC’s communication departient disseminates information through a
newsletter, which is distributed to subscribers by mail. Due to these extensive publication
~.activities, the ACLU-NCisa representanve of the news media” under the FOIA and agency
regulations. :

As noted above, the Guardian is the largest circulation newsweekly in northern

; Cailfemla, with andited weekly distribution of 150,000 copies. The paper is locally owned, _
independent, and has been continuously published since 1966, The paper covers breaking news,
does detailed investigative reporting, publishes editorials and covers arts, entertainment, and
lifestyle issues. The Guardian has reeeived more than 100 state, local and national awards for

journalistic excellence. The Guiardian is a member of the California Ncwspaper Publishers
Association and the Association of Aitemauve Newsweeklies.

'I‘he records requested are not sought for commercial use, The ALC and the ACLU—NC
plan to use the chaxmels described sbove to disseminate the mfmmatzon disclosed as a result of
‘ lhls FOIA request

sz,” evalua!mg the unplemenmnon of & state worker protection law. Al are av:nlab!e online-at
; Iz

Courts have faund sxmﬁar ofganizations to be representanves of the news media” even though they engage in
litigation and lobbying activities beyond their dissemination of information/public education activities. Sse, e.g,,
Elec. Privizey Info. Crr., 241 F. Supp. 2d 5; Now’# Sec. Archive; 880 F.2d at 1387; see also Leadership Conference on
Civil Rights, 404 F. Supp. 2d at 260; Judiéial Watch, Inc., 133 F, Supp. 2d at 53-54,
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REQUEST FOR WAIVER OF PROCESSING FEES UNDER FREEDOM OF
~INFORMATION ACT BECAUSE DISCLOSURE OF THE REQUESTED |
INFORMATION IS IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST. -

™.

We also request a fee waiver for dt!phcatlon costs pursuant to S5US.C
- § 552(a)(4))ID-(ii1). Disclosure of the requested information is in the public interest. It will
-~ Turther public understanding of gavernment conduct, in particular the FBI's policies, practices,
and methods of surveillance including the use of informants, the use of informants in terrorism-
related prosecutions, the rate at which investigations and assessments of Muslim communities
-result in criminal and other proseeutions, and the extent to which the FBI is currently targeting
Mushm communities for i mvesnganons and assessments compared to other faith communities.

The ACLU-NC’s communications: department is a division of a nonprofit 501 (c)(3)
organization, and both the ACLU-NC’s communications department and the Guardian are
“representative[s] of the news media.” The Asian Law Caucus is also a nonprofit S01{¢)(3)
organization. They are well situated to disseminate information gamcd through this request to
the public, to affected conmanities, to organizations that protect immi grants nghts and 1o
political and religious organizations.

If the fee waivers are denied, the requesters are prepared to pay fees up to $25 and
request {0 be informed of further fees that may be charged, but reserve the right to appeal a
denial of fee waivers. If this request for information is denied in whole or in part, we ask that
you justify all deletions by reference to specific provisions of the Freedom of Information Act,
We expect you lo release all segregable portions of otherwise exempt material. We reserve the
vight to appea] a decnsmn to withhold any mformatmn

'I‘hank you for your prompt attennon to this matter. Please furnish all applicable records
to Julia Harumi Mass, American Civil Liberties Union of Northern California, 39 Drumm Street,
San Francisco, California 94111, telephone (415) 621-2493,

1 afﬁrm that the mformanou provided supporting the request for expedited processing is
trie and correct 10 the best of my knowlcdgc and belief. '

Smcexely : ‘ '

Julta Haruma Mass . Veena Dubal

’ Staﬁ' Attoriey, ACLU-NC Staff Attorney, ALC
Viw- Q-@ el | jhmf

Tim Redmond

Executive Editor, San ancisc_:é Bzgrfi_'uatfdian
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Monitor, December 30, 2009, available at :
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11.S. Department of Justice

Federal 'B‘u_re_au of Inyestigatinn )

Washington, D.C. 20535
March 19, 2010

‘MS. JULIA HARUMI MASS

'STAFF ATTORNEY

AMERICAN CiVIL LIBERTIES UNION OF NORTHERN CALIFORNIA
39 DRUMM STREET . :

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

i RECE'VED . FOIPA Request No.: 1144839~ 000
. : : Subject: INVESTIGATION AND

vy T " SURVEILLANCE OF MUSLIM
. MAR 2 220” _ ’ COMMUNITIES IN NORTHERN i
"CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Mass:

This is in reference to your letter directed to the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), in which
you requested expedited processing for the above-referenced Freedom of Information /Privacy Acts
(FOIPA) request. Pursuant to the Department of Justice (DOJ) standards permitting expedition, expedited
. processing can only be granted when it is determlned that a FOIPA request involves one or more of the
below categones

You have requested expedited processmg accordlng to:

o 28 C.F.R. §16.5 (d)(1)(i): "Circumstances in which the lack of expedited treatmerit could
reasonably be expected to pose an imrminent threat to the life or physrcal saféty of ah
individual.”

u] 28 C.F.R. §16.5 (d){1)(ii): "An urgency to inform the public about an actual or alleged
federal government activity, if made by a person primarily engaged in disseminating
informat:on

a 28 C.F.R. §16.5 (d)(1)(iil)E “The loss of substantial due process of rights.”

= 28 G.F.R. §16.5 (d){1)(iv): “A matter of widespread and exceptional media interest in
which there exist possible. questions about the government’s integrity which affect publlc
confidence.”

You have.p'rovidéd sufficient information concerning the statutory requirements permitting
expedition; therefore, your request is grarited.

Sincerely yours,
David M. Hardy
Section Chief
Record/Information

Dissemination Section
Records Management Division






U.S. Department of Justice

Federal Bureau of Investlgation :

Washmgton, D. C 20535

March 19, 2010

| MS. JULIA HARUMI MASS

STAFF ATTORNEY EPENIE
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION OF NORTHERN CALIFORNIA - R EcEWED
39 DRUMM STREET _ . .
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 . - ' S : MAR 22 200

- Dear Ms, Mass:

]

- FOIPA Request No.: 1144839- 000
Subject: INVESTIGATION AND
SURVEILLANCE OF MUSLIM
COMMUNITIES IN NORTHERN
CALIFORNIA

" This acknowledges receipt of your Freedom of Informaﬁon-Privaoy Acts (FOIPA) request

- to the FBI. The FOIPA number listed above has been.assigned to your request.

For an accurate search of our records pledse provide the complete name, ahas ‘date and
place of birth for the subject of your request. Any other specific data you could provide

- such as prior addresses, or employment information would also be helpful. If your subject

is deceased, please include date and proof of death.

To make sure infofmation about you is not released to someone else, we require your
notarized sigiature or, in place of a notarized signature, a declaration pursuant 28
U.S.C. § 1746. For your convenience, the reverse side of this letter contains a form
which may be used for this purpose.

If you want the FBI s Criminal Justice Information System (CJiS) to perform a search for

your arrest record, please follow the enclosed instructions-in Attorney General Order
556-73. You must submit ﬂngerpnnt impressions so a companson can be made with the
records kept by CJIS. This is to make sure your information is not released to an
unauthonzed person

We are searching the indices to our Central Records Systerrx for the information you
requested, and will inform you of the resuits as soon as possible.

Processing delays have been caused by the large number of requestsreceived by the
FBI. We will process your request(s) as sooh as possible.

Your request has been asslgned the number indicated above. Please use this number in all
correspondence with us. Your patience is appreciated.

Very truly yours,

David M. Hardy . ~
. Section Chief, .
Record/Information
Dissemination Section
Records Management Division






U.S. Department of Justice

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Washingfon, D.C 205_35
June 15, 2010

MS. JULIA HARUMI MASS e Lot
STAFFATTORNEY o -~ RECEIVED
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION OF NORTHERN CALIFORNIA e ‘_
39 DRUMM STREET ) CJUN2 21
'SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111 | ‘ | AR

Request No: 1144839-000

Subject: INVESTIGATION AND
SURVEILLANCE OF MUSLIM
COMMUNITES IN NORTHERN
CALIFORNIA

Dear Ms. Mass:

The purpose -of this letter is to -advise ‘ you of the status of your pending Freedom of - . S
- Information/Privacy Acts (FOIPA) request at the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), Currently the : B
'FBI is searching for, retrieving, scanning, and evaluating files that may be responsive to your request.

Many factors may contribute to the time required to process your request; however, the greatest single

factor is the number of documents associated with your request "

Once your files have been evaluated as potentially responswe your request will be forwarded
to the “perfected backlog”, where your request will walt for assxgnment toan analyst.

_ Youmay inqui_re as to the status of your request by calling the FBI’s FOIPA Public Information
Centér at 540-868-4593,

Sincerely yours,

David M. Hardy

Section Chief,

Record/Information Dissemination Section
.Records Managernent Division

I3



