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SYNOPSIS

This investigation was initiated based on an allegation that Paralegal Specialist Tamarah Grimes; U.S.
-Attorney’s Office (USAO), Middle District of Alabama (MDAL), Montgomery, Alabama, had surreptitiously
- tape-recorded comments made by co-workers during several official meetings and disclosed those recordings -
outside the Department of Justice (DOJ). The meetings pertained to the prosecution of a high profile public
corruption case. The audio recordings were allegedly made to support an Equal Employment Opportunity
(EEO) complaint that Grimes filed against one of her co-workers, During an EEO mediation proceeding,
Grimes allegedly told the mediator, Deputy Chief Sharon Stokes, USAQ, Civil Division, Northern District of
- Georgia, that she made the audio recordings and released them outside of DOJ to her private attorney. The
Executive Office for United States Attorneys (EOUSA), Office of General Counsel (OGC), was concerned that
the audio recordings may have contained grand jury or other sensitive law enforcerment information,

In an Office of the Inspector General (OIG) mterwew Stokes stated that Grimes told her during the mediation
i ‘that she had made audio recordings to support her EEO complaint and released those recordings to her attorney.
- Stokes provided the OIG with.a redacted copy of her contemporaneous riotes taken during the mediation that
. contained the word “tapes.” In their OIG interviews, the agency representatives to the mediation, Assistant U.S.
* Attorney F rederick Menner, EOUSA, OGC; U.S. Attorney Leura Canary, MDAL; and First Assistant U.S. '
Attorney Patricia Watson, MDAL, all stated that Stokes told them that Grimes had authorized Stokes to inform
them about the existence of the audio recordings. The agency representatives requested that Stokes ask Grimes
~if they could listen to the audio recordings. Accordmg to Stokes, Grimes told her that Grimes would have to
first consult with her attorney. Later that evening, Stokes informied the agency representatives that Grimes

. declined their request, based on advice from her attorney.
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When initia]ly contacted by the OIG and informed of the general nature of the allegations, Grimes declined a
. voluntary interview. Shortly thereafter, Grimes forwarded several letters and e-mail to the OIG and EOUSA
- that stated or suggested that she had not made any audio recordmgs as-alleged. .

. During a subsequent compelled OIG admmlstratwe interview, Grimes denied makmg an audio recordmg of any
" DOJ employee. She also denied providing any audio recordings to her attorney, Scott Boudreaux. In addition,
Grimes denied telling Stokes about the existence of any audio recordings or providing any audio recordings to
her attorney. According to Grimes, she told Stokes that she had “written recordings” supporting her EEQ
allegations, a copy of which she provided to Boudreaux, Grimes stated that there was a misperception by

- Stokes or miscommunication between her and Stokes about tape recordings. Grimes declined to submit to an

0OIG administered polygraph concerning her statements about the audio recordings.

However, when mtemewcd by the OIG, Boudreaux stated that he hever received any written recordings or
audio recordings from Grimes in conjunction with her EEO complaint.

" The OIG investigaﬁon could not determine if Grimes sun'e.ptitiously tape recorded co-workers’ comments made
~ during the presecution of a high profile public corruption case in the MDAL. However, the investigation did .
conclude, based primarily-on the statement by Stokes, which was corroborated by the agenoy representatlves and

- by the statement of ermcs s own attomey that:

Grimes did inform Stokes during the mediation that she had made audio recordings supporting her EEO

. complaint, Therefore, Grimes made a false statement about the existence of the audio recordings to
either Stokes-during the mediation or in the letters and e-mail she forwarded to the OIG and EOUSA, in
which she denied the existence of tapes. Additionally, Grimes made a false statement to the OIG by
denying she fold Stokes about the existence of the audio recordings.

®

¢ Grimes did inform Stokes that she released the audio recordings to her attorney. Therefore, Grimes
made a false statement to Stokes during the mediation based on Boudreaux’s statement that Grimes did
not release any audio recordings to him. In addition, Grimes made a false statement to the OIG by
_ denying she told Stokes that she released the audio recordings to her attorney.

‘Grvimes made a false staternent to the OIG by stating she provided Boudreaux with a copy of her written
recordings or notes, Boudreaux told OIG investigators that she had not provided him with any such ™ P S

written recordings or notes.

The USAO for the Middle District of Georgia, Columbus Division, declined prosecution of Grimes for making
“falsé statemenis both during the mediation and the OIG interview due to a lack of prosecution metit and in favor

of appropriate administrative action.

. The OIG has completed its investigation and is providing this report to the EOUSA for appropriate action.

kEngeZ
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DETAILS OF INVESTIGATION

- Predication

This investigation was initiated based on an allegation from EQUSA that Paralegal Specialist Tamarah Grimes,
USAQ, MDAL, Montgomery, Alabama had surreptitiously tape-recorded comments made by co-workers during
several official meetings and disclosed those recordings outside the DOJ, The meetings pertained to the ’
prosecution of a high profile public corruption case. The audio recordings were allegedly made to support an
~ EEO complaint that Grimes filed against one of her co-workers. During an EEO mediation proceeding, Grimes
 allegedly told the mediator, Deputy Chief Sharon Stokes, USAQ, Civil Division, Northern District of Georgia
(NDGA), Atlanta, Georgia, that she made the audio recordings and released them outside of DOJ to her private
attorney. The EOUSA OGC was concerned that the audio recordings may have contained grand jury or other

'sensitive law enforcement information.

Investigative Process
The OIG investigation consisted of interviews .of the following individuals:

Paralegal Specialist Tamarah Grimes, USAO, MDAL, Montgomery, Alabama - ‘ |

" U.S. Attorney Leura Canary, USAO, MDAL, Montgomery, Alabama A |
First Assistant U.S. Attorney (FAUSA) Patricia Watson, USAO, MDAL, Montgomery, Alabama

L 2
L]
. s “Deputy Chief Sharon Stokes, USAO, Civil Division, NDGA, Atlanta, Georgia
o Assistant U.S. Attorney (AUSA) Frederick Menner, EOUSA, OGC, Washington, D.C.
» Attorney Scott Boudreaux, Birmingham, Alabama ,

This investigation also included a review of several letters and e-mail drafted by Grimes and a review of the
U.S. Attorney’s Manual, U.S. Attorneys’ Procedures, and DOJ Orders pertaining to the access and control of
Sensitive But Unclassified or Limited Official Use Information.

: ',Background

" Grimes joined DOJ on April 20, 2003,.and has been with the USAO in Montgomery, Alabama since that time.
She is a Paralegal Specialist (GS-0950-12) assigned to the Civil Division for the MDAL. Her primary duties are -
related to Affirmative Civil Enforcement, which attempts to recover government money lost fo fraud of other
misconduct or imposing penalties for violations of federal health, safety, or environmental laws. Grimes also
. performs collateral duty assignments for the EOUSA EEO Division. During April 2005, Grimes was
temporarily assigned to the prosecution team involved iri the bribery, conspiracy, and fraud case against former
Alabama Governor Don Siegelman and former HealthSouth Chief Executive Officer Richard Scrushy. The
prosecution team operated from an off-site location at Maxwell Air Force Base in Montgomery, Alabama,
‘because U.S. Attorney Leura Canary was recused from the prosecution. Inaddition to ‘her Affirmative Civil
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Enforcement duties, Grimes organized and managed the large number of documents as‘sociatedv with the case. In
approximately December 2005, Grimes’s temporary assignment to the Siegelman/Scrushy case ended.

In approximately July 2007, about 1 % years after leaving the temporary assignment, Grimes filed an EEO
complaint alleging a hostile work environment based on gender. Specifically, Grimes alleged, among other

- things, that the trial team at the offisite location (and particularly the lead AUSA) made inappropriate and
“demeaning remarks of a sexually offensive and discriminatory nature to her.

~In an attempt té resolve her EEO complaint, an Alternate Dispute Resolution (mediation). proceeding was held

- on November 1-2, 2007, in Montgomery, Alabama. - Sharon Stokes, Deputy Chief of the-Civil Division at the
. USAQO, NDGA served as the mediator. AUSA Frederick Menner represented EOUSA. and presented the
government’s case. U.S. Attorney Canary and FAUSA Patricia Watson also participated in the mediation
proceeding as agency representatives to assist in the decision-making process regarding potential resolutions
 affecting the USAO, MDAL (for example, reassignments and transfers within the office). '

- Mediation Proceeding and Disclosure of Audio Recé'fdiings

At the beginning of the mediation proceeding, Stokes, Grimes, and the agency representatives (Canary, Watson,
- and Mennér) met in a joint session to provide opening statements. According to the agency representatives,
Grimes read a prepared statement outlining her allegations. Shortly after Menner began his opening statement,
Grimes left the room. For the femainder of the mediation proceeding, Stokes met with the parties separately,
alternating between Grimes and the agency representatives. Stokes relayed specific proposals, requests,
questions, and responses between the two parties in an attempt to reach a resolution.

- During one session, Stokes told the agency representatives that Grimes felt the agency representdtives did not

" believe her.  According to Menner, he instructed Stokes to inform Grimes that he did not believe her and that he
was confident that any witnesses she might produce would show that no offensive remarks of a sexual nature
were made. Menner requested that Stokes ask Grimes to identify her witnesses to the alleged inappropriate

reinarks. -

" Based on Menner’s request, Stokes left the agency representatives and returned a short time later to report that

~ she had permission from Grimes to tell them that Grimes had tapes that proved the offensive remarks were
made. According to Stokes, Grimes told her that she had several recordings or tapes, or several instances of

- recordings were made to support her allegations of a hostile work environment. Stokes made the notation
“tapes” in her contemporaneous notes taken during the mediation proceeding and provided a redacted copy of

her notes to the OIG. : :

Menner askéd Stokes if the agency répresentatives could listen to the recordings, Menner felt that the existence
of tapes would have an effect on the credibility of the AUSA involved and, therefore, may have necessitated the
need for a monetary settlement. In addition, Menner was also concerned that the reéBdifigs may have contained

grand jury material or other sensitive [aw enforcement information.
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. Accopdmg to Stokes, she coxmnumcatcd Menner’s request to listen to the tapes to Gnmes Gnmes told Stokes
that her attorney had the tapes and that Grimes would have to consult with her attorney prior to releasing the
tapes, Stokes stated she asked Grimes to contact her attorney. However, Grimes told Stokes the attorney was
located in Birmingham, Alabama, but Grimes declined to provide the attorney’s name to Stokes.

According to the agency representatives, Stokes returned from meeting with Grimes and informed them that
Grimes had teld her that her attorney had the tapes and that Grimes would have to consult with the attorney
-prior to releasing the recordings to the agency representatives. The mediation proceeding ended for the day at
that point with the understanding that Grimes would let the agency representatives know, through Stokes, if they
could have access to the tapes, Watson made the notation “Atty has the tapes” in her contemporaneous notes
“taken during the mediation proceeding and provided a redacted copy of her notes to the OIG. Watson explained

that “Atty” is her shorthand for “attorney.”

* Stokes stated that approximately 1 % to 2 hours-after the'mediation proceeding had ended for the day, Grimes
contacted Stokes on her cellular telephone at the Embassy Suites Hotel in Montgomery. Grimes told Stokes that
“her attorney was upset with her for divulging the existence of the tape recordings. Grimes informed Stokes that
shé would not release the tapes to the agency representatives. Watson stated that she and the other agency
- Tepresentatives had observed Stokes talking on her cellular telephone at the Embassy Suites Hotel within two -
*" hours of the mediation proceeding ending. Shorily thereafter, Stokes approached the agency representatives and
informed them that Grimes said she had spoken to her attorney and decided not to release the tapes.

Accordmg 1o Stokes, the next day, on November 2, 2007, she tried to mediate a resolution between the parties
without review of the tapes but - was not successful.

The agency representatives told the OIG that Stokes had informed them again during the 2™ day of the

- mediation of Grimes intention not to release the tapes. Menner also stated that Grimes offered, through Stokes,
‘to lower her monetary demand from approximately $300,000 to approximately $200,000, if they settled that
Aday The mediation ended at around noon without a resolution being reached.

a False Statements to the Medlator or in Documents Submitted to the OIG and EOUSA

On Decembcr 17,2007, the OIG contacted Grnmes and notlﬁed her that she was the subject of a cnmmal
investigation, After being notified of the allegations against her - the unauthorized disclosure of sensitive law

. enforcement mformatlon outside of DOJ - Grimes declined to be mtemewed voluntanly by the QIG,

: After the notification, Grimes forwarded several letters, e-mail, and other documentation to both the OIG and
EOUSA, stating she had done nothing to warrant being the target of a criminal investigation and was “outraged
at the suggestion that she had.” Grimes further stated that she had never taped an AUSA or engaged in any.

“illegal conduct. Grimes also stated that the OIG criminal investigation was initiated by U.S."Attomey Canary in
retaliation for Grimes engaging in a “protected activity.” Grimes further stated that the OIG’s investigation was

“being used to gather evidence that Canary could not extract from Grimes during the mediation process.

Pag;: 5 )
Case Number: 2008-000904

‘Date: - - 06/12/2008 —



Gnmes s statements in the documcnts submitted to the OIG and EOUSA were mconszstent with her reported
_ statements to Stokes during the mediation proceeding. As previously mentioned, Stokes said Grimes told her
that she had made audio recordings that supported her EEO complaint, and released those recordmgs to her

- attorney.

Due to the inconsistency of Grimes’s statements to the mediator and her written statements to the OIG and
" EOUSA relating to the tape recordings, the OIG presented the case for prosecution to the USAQ for the Middle
District of Georgia (MDGA) for violations of 18 U.S.C. § 1001, falsé statements. EOUSA assigned the matter
to the USAQ in MDGA because the USAQ in MDAL was recused from the case. AUSA Melvin Hyde,.
. MDGA, Columbus, Georgia, handled the matter.. On March 19, 2008, the USAQ, MDGA declined prosecution
- of Grimes for her false statements to Stokes due to a lack of prosecution merit and potential issues assoclated
" with the confidentiality of the mediation process, see § U.8.C. § 574.} ‘

- In an e-mail to Stokes and other EOUSA staff dated January 29, 2008, Grimes stated that she “strenuously”
- objected to the disclosure of any privileged or confidential communication that occurred during the mediation
“proceeding after she learned that Stokes was going to be interviewed by the-OIG. Grimes wrote, “Disclosure of
-privileged communications from the mediation under these circumstances is extremely prejudicial to me and -
will result in irreparable harm to me.” In the e-mail, Grimes wrote that she did not waive her privilege with the
mediator; however, Grimes did waive her privilege per the mediation agreement when she authorized Stokes to
inform the agency representatives about the recordings, Likewise, Grimes incorrectly stated that none of the
- exceptions to the confidentiality statute applied, which would allow Stokes to disclose confidential dispute
resolution communications. Stokes was required by statute to report a potential violation of federal criminal

law, which is an exception to the confidentiality statute.

False Statements to the OIG

- After the declination of prosecution of Grimes, the OIG conducted a compelled administrative interview of -
Grimes on March 27, 2008, Watson had notified Grimes by e-mail of the administrative interview and advised
Grimes of her obligation to respond fully and truthfully to questions posed during the interview. Grimes

_ responded in an e-mail dated March 20, 2008, “I understand that as a DOJ employee, I have an obhgatxon to
- pm“nc:pate in any Adrrumstratlvc proceeding, ‘fully and truthfully’ as you stated.”

: t The OIG riotes that the. medzatlon agreement Gnmes signed stated, “A medlator may disclose confidences revealed to him/her by
“one party to other parties, where the disputing party has authorized the mediator to do s0." According to Stokes, Grimes 4uthorized
her to disclose the existence of the audio recordings to the agency representatives. In addition, 5 U.8.C. § 574(a)(3) and (b)(4) allow
" for a mediator and a party to a dispute resolution proceeding, respectively, to disclose a dispute resolution communication that is
required by statute to be made public. Both the Inspsctor General Act and 28 U.S.C. § 535, “Investigation of Crimes Involving
Government Officers and Employees,” require DOJ employees to report violations of federal criminal law.
{
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. During her OIG interview, 'Gn'r'n;:s made the following statements:

©  Grimes denied ever audio recording any DOJ.employee or providing her attorney with any audio
- recordings. ,

. Grimes denied tel[mg Stokes that she had made any tape recordings supporting her EEO a]legatxons
during the 2-day mediation proceeding.

* o Grimes said she told Stokes that she had “written recordings” supporting her EEO allegations. She
maintained that the word “tapes” was never mentioned during the 2-day mediation proceeding ~ only the
words “recordings” or “evidence.” Grimes said there was a misperception or miscommunication

between her and Stokes concerning the tape or audio recordings.

e Grimes denied giving Stokes authorization to tell the agency representatives that she had tape
recordings, since she said tapes were never discussed.

¢ (rimes mmally stated she could not recall Stokes asking her if the agency representanves couId listen ’co
the tape recordmgs Latér in the interview, she denied Stokes ever asked her.

e ' Grimes denied telling Stokes that she had relcased the tape recordings to her attorney. She told Stokes
that she gave her attomey a copy of her written recordings or notes that supported a hostile work

environment,

e Grimes reiterated to OIG investigators that she provided a copy of her notes supportmg her EEO
complaint to her attoriey, Scott Boudreaux Birmingham, Alabama.

Grimes declined to subxmt to an OIG admlmste:ed polygraph.concerning her statements about the audio
recordmgs

When interviewed by the OIG, Stokcs said she was conﬁdent that Gnmes advised her that she had both tape
- recordings and a written journal —not just a journal — to support her EEQ allegations. Stokes also said that

. during the mediation proceeding, Grimes’s statement that she had tape recordm;,s seemed credible to Stokes. In
retrospect, Stokes believes Grimes may have made the statement that she had tapes to “bolster” her BEO case.

In their OIG interviews, each of the agency rép“résentatwes (Cana‘r‘-’y,‘ Wa%sén;and Menner) stated that there was

* no misunderstanding between them and Stokes about the existence of tapes or audio recordings. The agency
 representatives also stated that they believed any misunderstanding or miscommunication between Stokes and

- Grimes about the existence of tapes would have surfaced prior to the mediation proceeding ending. According

" to each of the agency representatives, during negotiations over the 2 days of mediation proceedings facilitated

by Stokes, the word “tapes” was used on numerous occasions. In addition, the agency representatives asked to

- “listen” to the tapes but were told, by Grimes through Stokes, that her attorney had possession of the tapes. :

Page?
Csse Number:  2008-000904
“Date: - 06/12/2008

Q-008



'-'The OIG has completed its investigation and is providing this repbr( fo the EOUSA for apprbpn'ate action.

Canary said that at the time of the médiation, she believed the tapes did exist but that ihey would not have

,‘suppoxjted Grimes’s EEO allegations. Menner believed that Grimes “bluffed” about the existence of the tapes {o

obtain a monetary settlement,

In an OIG interview, Boudreaux stated he represented Grimes in conhection with her EEO complaint, He said

Grimes never provided him with any tape recordings and that he was not in possession of any tape recordings -

relating to his representation of Grimes. Boudreaux also stated that Grimes never provided him with any
~journal or notes that she may have taken in reference to her EEO complaint. ‘

AUSA Hyde declined prosccuﬁon of Gri_lvncs for making false statements during the OIG interview due {o a lack

- of prosecution merit and in favor of administrative action. -

OIG Findings:

" . The OIG investigation concluded that:

~* Although no evidence was developed to conclude that Grimes actually recorded any conversations of co-
workers, she did inform Stokes during the mediation that she had made audio recordings supporting her
EEQ complaint. Therefore, Grimes made a false statement about the existence of the audio recordings
. to either Stokes during the mediation, or in the letters and e-mail she forwarded to the OIG and EOUSA
denying the existence of any tape recordings. Additionally, Grimes made a false statement when

interviewed by the OIG by denying she told Stokes about the existence of the audio recordings during
the mediation proceeding.

¢ Grimes informed Stokes that she released the audio recordings to her attorney. Therefore, Grimes made
a Talse statement to Stokes based on Boudreaux’s statement that Grimes did not release any audio
recordings to him. In addition, Grimes made a false statement during her OIG interview by denying she

told Stokes that she released the audio recordings to her attorney.

« Grimes made a false statement to the OIG by stating she provided Boudreaux with a copy of her written
 recordings or notes based on Boudreaux’s statement that she did not give him any written material.

i
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LIST OF EXHIBITS

. "Memorandum of Investlgatlon (MOI), dated April 15, 2008, regarding the interview of First Assistant

U.s. Attomey Patricia Watson, with affidavit and copy of redacted notes,

. MO, dated April 15, 2008 regarding the interview of U.S. AttomeyLeura Canary, w1th affidavit.

. MOI, dated April 21 2008, tegardmg the mterv1ew of Deputy Chief Sharon Stokes, wxfh afﬁdavxt and

copy of redacted notes.

. MO, dated May S, 2008 regaxdmg the interview of Assistant U.S. Attorney Fredrick Menner with

affidavit and attachments

. MOIs, dated April 2, 2008, and May 20, 2008, regarding the interviews of Attoméy Scott Boudreaux.
. MO, dated January 29, 2008, regarding Mediation Agreement énd Not Represented Statement.

.. MO, dated May 9, 2008, regarding documents submitted by Grimes stating or 1mplymg she did not

make any audio recordings. -

. MOlIs, dated March 21, 2008 and May 19, 2008, regarding the decimanon of prosecution for false

statements made to Siokcs and the OIG, respectively.

. MO, dated April 14, 2008, regarding the interview of Paralegal Specialist Tamarah Grimes, with
- transcript and copy of OIG Form IT1-226/3 (Warmngs and Assurances to Employee Required to Provide

Information).
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U.S. Department of Justice

Office of the Tnspector General ‘ MEMQR&N&UM OF iN VEST EGATEON
Case Nmﬂher: Reporting Office:
2008-000904 Atlanta Arca Office

RE: Affidavit - First Assistant .S, Attorney Patricia Watson, USAQ, MDAL

On April 4, 2008, First Assistant U.S, Allorney (FAUSA) Patricia Watson, United States Attorney s
Office (USAOQ), Middle District of Alabama (MDAL), Montgomery, Alabama provided the attachy d
alfidavit lo O1G Special Agents Ronald Gossard and Phil Van Nimwegen, The affidavit was proviled in
ieference Lo allegations that Paralegal Specialist Tamarah Grimes, USAO, MDAL, had surreptitiou ly
tape-recorded comments made by co-workers during seven official moelings pertaining to the
prosceution of a high profile public corruption case and that the recordings were allegedly made in
reference to an Bqual Employment Opportunity (EEO) complaint filed by Grimes against one of th co-
workers,

The affidavit was drafied based on information FAUSA Watson previously provided to the OIG duling
an interview conducted on March 27,2008, and is summarized as follows:

* During the Grimes EBO mediation process (November 1-2, 2007), the mediator, Deputy Clief
Sharon Stokaes, Civil Division, Northern District of Georgia, Atlanta, Georgia, told Watson and
other agency representatives that Grimes had informed Stokes that Grimes had tape recordi igs,
which supported her EEO complaint. In addition, Stokes informed the ageney representatiy es
that Grimes told her that she had released the tape recordings to her atforney,

e FAUSA Watson and the other agency representatives requested through Stokes that they be
allowed to listen to the tape recordings.

* According to Stokes, Grimes refused the agency representatives’ request to listen to the tape
recordings,

* It was very clear to FAUSA Watson that all the parties were talking about tapes. Watson stz led
that if there had been a misunderstanding between the two parties over “tapes” versus “writtcn

b)

recordings,” it would have been ¢leared up early in the process.”
Attachment:

L. OIG Form 11120773, Affidavi
2. Copy of redacted notes

! “Special Agent Name and Sig;u\lmrcz Date: Reviewer:
——" i i, e, b'&-——a‘r»—wm‘—“‘__.f—-&‘-_-—‘“.v—v R e T e e, e e e e e et e Mﬁ:«——w.._—r*-w e—— R A
- L O e [ ( ) I
Ronald S, Gossard (om0 \31133/\ Y 04/15/2008 WA A

GIG Foem U200 (S/805) THis docimery CONTNS 2eilher recommendions nar conclusions O the 1G. 1t is the progerty of the 16 and s o B0 YO qgens v i uned s
OIS sy ol fo be distriluted vassicte of your agese ¥
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U.8. Bepnrtment of Justice

Office of the Inspector Gengral . Al'FI DAVIT

E. Place (City, State) 2. Date { 3, Time 4, Car;';: mber
Montgomery, Alabama " April 4, 2008 , 12:30 p.m. 2008-000)04
Person Making Statement . ,
T ———

S Name : T 6. Home Address 7. Home Tel,
Patricia Watson o B T :

8. Title 9, Grade 10, Component / LL Length of 12, Office Tel,
First Assistant 1. Allorney EQUSA ' } 33U551-1705
13. Employer 14. Office Address

USAQ, MDAL 131 Clayton Street, Montgomery, Alabama 36104 _

Others Present When Statement is Given

8, Name 16. Title

Ronald S. Gossard " Special Agent

17, Name 18, Title |

Phil Van Nimwegen Special Agent

19, Statement of Affiant; (Ralse your right hand and repeat)

1 Patricia Watson, hereb y solemnly (swear)(affirm) that ihe statement which I am about to make shall be the truth
and nothing but the truh,

I'make the following statement freely and voluntarily to Ronald Gossard and Phil Van Nimwegen who ¢ re known

to me as Special Agents of the United States Department of Justice, Office of the Inspector General, knc wing that

this statement may be used as evidence in either criminal of administrative proceedings, 1 understane that this

statement is not confidential and may be shown to any party who has an official interest.

This statement is in reference to fizliegatjons that Paralegal Specialist Tamarah Grimes, U.S, Altorney s Office
(USAOQ), Middle District of Aféiiaéima (MDAL), Montgomery, Alabama, had surreptitiously tape- recorded
comments made by co-workers during several official meetings pertaining to the prosecution of a hig1 profile |
public corruption case and disclosed those tapes outside the DOJ, This sfatemém is based on inforiaation 1

- previously provided to agents Gossard and-Yan Nimwegen during an interview conducted on March 27, 208,

During November 1-2, 2007, I'represented the USAQ during an Equal Employment Opportunity (EEQ) me fiation
involving an EEO complaint Grimes had filed alleging a hostile work environment based on gender. Specil cally,
Grimes alleged that the trial team {and particularly the lead Assislant U.S, Altorney - AUSA) in the high prefile
bribery, conspimc‘y, and fraud case of former Alabahm Governor Don Siegelman anq former HealthSouth J

Pagetofs - o Affiant's nitipls: Piho }
OIG Form 1H1-207/3 (B8/08/2005)
Q-613




U.S. Department of Justice
Office of the Inspector Genoral
AFFIDAVIT (Continuar fon)

} I. Statement  Patricia Watson 2. Case 2008-000004

—————

Chief Executive Officer Richard Serushy had made inappropriate remarks of a sexual nature and other de neaning

remarks (o her,

Deputy Chief Sharon Stokes, Civil Division, Northern District of Georgia, Atlanta, Georgia, was the medintor during
the EEO mediation. Also present were U.S, Attorney Leura Canary, MDAL, and AUSA Fred Menner, Of fice of
General Counsel, Executive Office for United States Attorneys, Washington, D.C., who presented the gov srnment’s

case,

Initially, on November 1, 2007, all parties met in a joint session for opening statements. Grimes read g prepared
statement outlining her allegations, At approximately 8 minutes into Menner's opening, Grimes tan from the room.
For the remainder of the mediation, Stokes met separately with Grimes and the management/agency repres ntatives

(Menner, Canary, and I) and relayed questions and résponses between the two opposing sides,

During d{e back and forth segsions, Stokes fold Menner, Canary, zind me that Grimes felt we did not believe her. In
response, we asked Stokes to have Grimes provide the names of her witnesses that would support her alleg: tions
because we did not belicve her allegations to be true. Stokes left and returned a short time later to inform . that
Grimes had (verbally) authorized Stokes to tell us that she (Grimes) had fapes (audio recordings) that corrol orated
her allegations. Stokes told us that Grimes had stated that the tape recordings were made by her at the off.sj e
location where the high profile case was being prepared for indictment, According to Stokes, Grimes claime d she
had tapes of AUSA Sieve Feaga in which he harassed ber or spoke to her in a demeaning fashion. Stokes al: o
informed us that Grimes had authotized her to tell us that Grimes had maintained a detailed journal of events at the

off-site which she claimed supported her EEQ allegations as well,

We stated that we wished fo listen to the tapes and requested that Stokes return to Grimes and ask her to let u; listen
o the tapes. ‘We explained that, if there were tapes that supported her allegations, i migﬁt convinee us that h s
claims were meritorions and push us closer to a resolution of her claims. Stokes left to meet privately with G imes.
She later returned and said that Grimesg was going to have to take our request under consideration and discuss it with
her atiorney.  Stokes informed us that Grimes stated her attorney had possession of the tapes. 1 made the
contemporancous enlry “Atly has the tapes” in my notes, @ redacted copy of which I have provided to Special 4 gent

Gossard. “Atty” is my shorthand abbreviation for “attomey.” The mediation ended for the day at about the tj ¢
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Urimes stated she would have to confer with her attorney, with the understanding that it would resume the next

morning for Grimes to report her decision regarding whether we would be pernitted fo listen to the tapes.

During the carly evening on November 1", Menner, Canary, and T were meeting in the lobby of the Eznbag 3y Suites
Hotel in Montgomery, Alabama, During that time, I observed Stokes, who was in ano‘thcrusection of the I(E.bby away
from our group. She was on her cellular telephone, Shortly after finishing her telephone conversation, ?tc kes
approached and informed us that Grimes stated she had spoken with her attorney and decided not to turn tf)e tapes .
over to management. ! '
i
Based on Grimes's statements to Stokes about having an attorney, we became concerned that Grimes wag éapresented
for the purpose of the mediation and that her attorney was not present. We were also concerned that the taj es may

contain grand jury, other sensitive law enforcement information, and/or privileged or work product materia that wag

- disclosed by Grimes outside the DOJ and might be further leaked outside DO

On November 2, 2007, Stokes met privately with Grimes for a short time and afterwards reiterated to us tha! Grimes
would not release the tapes to management. Grimes signed a statement that she was ot represented for the purposes

of the mediation. The mediation ended shortly thereafter without any agreement,

It was very clear to me during the 2-day mediation process that all the parties were talking about tapes. T heimediamr
used the word, “tapes.” We, as management/agency representatives, asked to “listen” to the tapes, If there 1I ad been
am isuuciérs&nding between Grimes and Stokes over “tapes” versus “written recordings,” it would have beef: cieamd:
up carly in the process, most likely shortly after Stokes informed us about the existence of the tapes, Althoujth [ was
Aot present during the conversations between Stokes and Grimes, based on the context of the discussions bet veen
Stokes and the management officials, T have'no doubt that Grimes used the word “lapes” during her discussicf ns with
Stokes. Stokes separately mentioned the “tapes” and also a journal, with Grimes’s authorization to reveal the

existence of both to us. This indicated that Grimes was claiming that she had both “tapes” of the offosite and a

journal she had been maintaining of occurrences as she pereeived them. -

Because U.S. Attorney Canary had recused herself from the prosecution of the Siegelman-Scrushy corruption case,

the prosceution team was moved to an offusite location at Maxwell Air Force Base. Grimes was assigned (o tlc unit

~from April to Decomber 2005. In addition to her primary duties as a civil paralegal specialist charged with ob aini ng
: i

Affirmative Civil Enforcement (ACE) recoverics in the case, Grimes was also sent to the location o fearn the futics
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. ) ) . .I
of a contract specialist tasked with recording and filing thousands of documents obtined in the case, Grines w

replace the contractor due to limited fund ing. However, due to additional

as o

funds being received by our off ce {0
maintain the contractor, Grimes was no longer needed in that role.

Grimes initiated her first EEQ complaint around July2007. EMD oF STATE M EU T

1
|
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Lhave read this statement consisting of w{‘ _page

(). which was prepared for me by Special Agen Gos
army request, have provide

seired
d this information without having any promises or threats extlende

dio me. L is true and
complete to the best of nry knowledge and belief

Subscribed and (sworn 1) (affirmed) , é)@%ﬂ, g &/aﬁw

(Afftant’s Signature)

before me ai 30@/ m. (C:‘\*)

on this 17’ day of

Al 2008

@m&w&b o

(Investigator's Signature)

(Witness's Signature)
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Office of the Inspeetor General MEM;ORANDUM OF EN‘/EST[GAT ION
Case Number? Reporting Office: )
2008-000904 Atlanta Arca Office

i

RE: Affidavit - U.S. Attorney Leura Canary, USAO, MDAL

On April 4, 2008, United States Attorney (USA) Leura Canary, United States Attorney's Office
(USAQ), Middie District of Alabama (M DAL), was interviewed at the USAQ in Montgomery, Al
and provided the attached affidavit to OIG Special Agents Ronald Gossard and Phil Van Nimwegey,,
The affidavit was provided in reference to allegations that Paralegal Specialist Tamarah Grimes, USAQ,
MDAL, had surreptitiously tape-recorded comments made by co-workers during seven official
pertaining to the prosecution of a high profile public corruption case and thal the recordings were
allegedly made in reference to an Equal Employment Opportunity (EEQ) complaint filed by Grimes

against one of the co-workers.

The following is a summary of USA Canary’s statement to the OIG;

® During the Grimes EEO mediation process (November 1-2, 2007), the mediator, Deputy Cticr
Sharon Stokes, Civil Division, Northern District of Georgia, Atlanta, Georgia, told USA (2 nary
and other agency representatives that Grimes had informed Stokes that she had tape recordigs,
which supported her allegations of a hostile work environment. In addition, Stokes informed
‘the agency representatives that Grimes told her that she had relcased the tape recordings to |

attorney,

®  Assistant U.S. Atlomney Fred Menner, Office of General Counsel, Washington, D.C., who
presented the government’s case, immediately asked Stokes if the agency representatives cold

listen to the tape recordings,

° According to Stokes, Grimes refused the agency representatives’ request to listen
recordings,

¢ According to USA Canary, there was no mis‘understanding between Stokes and the ageney
representatives that they were referring to tapes or audio recordings and not just written notes.
Any misunderstanding between Stokes and Grimes about tapes versus writton recordj

~ have surfaced prior to the mediation process ending on November 2, 2007.

Attztchmcn't:

1. OIG Form 111-207/3, A ffidavit

[ Special Agent Nume and Signature; Date: , 4} Reviewer:
:‘“ ———— “"’ o "":—'_"T'M R ""Ty"‘"‘"“’“_’ ;'v"—“" 'M‘X—':_m_“ "’“‘:' e e s P e = : ; -
LRonald$ Gossard (e, b Vvees L | oalsmoos R

i

O Form NE2007:2 (sS85 1hia drcuient cenians nejther ceconmendations nor comiusions of Y 1G. 11 fs ahe Praperiv of the 1G aml is laoned 1o yenr BNCT U el s
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L Place (City, Stare)

Montgomery, Alabama

2, Ditte
April 4, 2008

|

12:30 p.m,

3. Tinte 4, Case Number
2008-000904

Person Making Statement

5 Name
Leura Canary

} 6. Home Address

f 7. Hormie Tel,

8, Titte 9. Grade {0. Component 1t Length of Employ | 12, Office Tel,
United States Attorney BOUSA 334/551-170 1 |
13, Employer [4, Office Address
USAQ, MDAL 131 Clayton Street, Montgomery, Alabama 36104 ‘ ;
L - Others Present When Statement is Given 7
15, Name .16, Title
i Ronald S, Gossard Special Agent (
17, Nane 18, Title
Phil Van Nimwegen Special Agent —1

; 19, Statement of Affiani: (Raise your right hand and repeat) . o ‘
I Lewra Canary, hereby solemnly (swear)(affirm) that the statement which I am about fo make shall be the 1ruth
and rothing but ihe truth,

I 'make the following statement freely and voluntarily to Ronald Gossard and Phil Van Nimwegen who are known
to me as Special Agents of the United States Department of Justice, Office of the Tuspector General, knowing that
this statement may be used as evidence in cither criminal or administrative proceedings. I understand that this

statement is not confidential and may be shown to any party who has an official interest,

This statement is in reference to allegations that Paralegal Specialist Tamarah Grimes, U8, Attorney’s Office
(USAD), M;ddle District of Alabama (MDAL), Montgomery, Alabama, had surreptitiously - tapesrecorded
comments made by co-workers during several official meefings pertaining to the prosecution of a high prof’ le

public corruption case *md disclosed those tapes outside the DOJ.

During November 1-2, 2007, 1 was a managemernt rcpresentatwe of the USAO during an Equal Employment
Opportunity (EEO) mediation involving an EEQO complaint Grimes had fied alleging a hostile work environment
based on gender. Specifically, Grimes alleged that the trial team (and particularly the lead Assistant U.S. Attorney
- AUSAY in the high profile bribery, conspiracy, and fraud case of former Alabama Governor Don Siegelman and
for mer Heai hSouth Chief Bxccutive Offi feer R:chard Scrushy had made inappropriate remarks of 4 sexual nature

g
1
|
|
|

and other dcmcanmg remarks to he , ; o )

|
}
i
i

' f s
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Deputy Chief Sharon Stokes, Cw I Divxsmn Northern District of Georgia, Atlanta, Georgia, was the mediator during
the EEO mediation. Also present were First Assistant U.S. Attorney Patricia Watson, MDAL, and AUSA Fred
Menner, Office of General Counsel, Executive Office for United States Attorneys, Washington" D.C., who presented

the government’s case.

Initially, all the parties met in a Joint session for opening statements. Grimes read a prepared statement outlining her
allegations. Menner then began his statement on behalf of the U.S. Attorney’s Office. Al though Menner’s statements
were very coneiliatory, calm and professional, Grimes abruptly left the room within the first 6-10 minutes of the
begmmng of Menner’s opening statement. She left when he mentioned a complaint the office received a lleging
Grimes had made disparaging remarks to an FBI agent about AUSA F caga. For the remainder of the mediation,
Stokes met separately with Grimes and the management/agency representatives (Menner, Watson, and [) and relayed
specific proposalsirequests to reach a potential resolution along with questions and responses between the two parties.
There were long periods of inactivity for the management officials on the first day when Stokes met privately with
Grimes. For most of the first day, Stokes approached us primarily to discuss what Grimes wantcd for the resolution,

€.g. monetary compensation, restored leave, etc,

Towards the end of the first day of mediation, Stokes told Menner, Watson, and me that Grimes felt we did not
believe her, [ had narher discussed with Watson and Menmner that I didn’t believe Ms, Grimes’ claims in part because
no one else at the offsite had reported the conduct she alleged had occurred at the offsite and Grimes had not reported
her complaints for over a year and a half after she left the off-site, [ recall that Menner asked Stokes to have Grimes
provide the names of her witnesses or any other proof she had that would support her allegations of a sexually hostile

work environment.

Stokes left, met with Ms, Grimes and returned a short tine later, She informed us that Grimes had given her
permission to tell us that she (Grimes) had tapes or recordings that corro@orated her ailegdtmns of a hostile work
environment, Jt: was my immediate impression that Stokes was referring tot tapes of conversatzous involving Feaga
made at the off-site location. Sometime during the mediation, Stokes also informed us that Grimes had stated she had
detailed notes that su >port<,d her EEO allegations as well. Tt was very clear to me, however, that Stokes was under

the | 1mprewon that Lhelc were tape recorded conversations in addmon to the detailed notes.

Menner i m:mdmldy asked Stokes if we could listen to the tapes. Menner stated if there were tapes that supported her

allegations; they mxghi ;*mrsuadf. uis to consider a monctary sutfement [zmr Watson, Menner and I discussed our
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