
2015 ~ugust of 2015, WFO SSA had a brief discussion with 
-• U.S. Attorney's Office for the District of Columbia (USAO-DC} regarding the Clinton 
Foundation CF) allegations that were the focus of the book "Clinton Cash."-was advised 

was in the process of attempting to predicate an investigation based on the 
allegations. in turn expressed interest in the matter and requested they meet to review 
supporting information sometime in the future.-never met with-to discuss 
further. 

may have had one or two brief discussions with th 
Assistant U.S. Attorney (AUSA} USAO-DC an 

of the Public Integrity (PIN) Section at DOJ. These conversations did not focus 
slgni cant yon the CF matte~ntion was likely ancillary to other discussions, with the 
intention of informing them- was continuing to study the matter to possibly predicate 
an investigation. 
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1/21 

2016 

1 

1/22 

1/27 

1/29 

2/1 

A meeting was h 

AC David Resch, 
f the Clinton Foundation (CF) i 

to open investigations but to not take a 
DOJ. CF investigative team access toe-
discussed a sted. • 
limited ins 

NYO Initiated a Preliminary Investigation. 

LR initiated Full Field Investigation. 

• nnel ~ 
orme~ 

offices 

was 
parameters for their investigation were 
Therefore, CD advised they would not be 

with the CF investigative team. 

WFO initiated a Preliminary Investigation~, unknown exact date, former WFO 
SAC briefed this matter to~ USAO-DC-was aware NYO and 
LR were also looking into the matter and provided a non-committal response, implying he would 
wait until the FBI had made a decision on which office would be taking the lead on this 
investigation. WFO SSA-also contacted AUS~ USAO-DC and DOJ's PIN­
-· The USAO-DC expressed interest in the case, but was not prepared to offer a prosecutorlal 
opinion. DOJ-PIN would not offer a prosecutorial opinion until the case was presented to DOJ 
leadership (no specific names provided) by FBIHQ. 

~AD-an ) met with DOJ 
Criminal Division regarding the CF investigatioA. DOJ 
indicated they would not be supportive of a FBI investigation. No further information was available. 

Shortly after the 2/1 CID meetln 
-• possibly former 
know about the DOJ 

t 
(EDAR)­
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2016 

2/1 to 2/22 

2/17 

2/17 

2/22 

3/1 

3/2 

on the CF matter.-was told by LR personnel (either 
by he may not want to be a party to the briefin because of 
conflicts of interest. LR expressed these concerns due to the possibility that was 
believed to be a supporter of the Democratic Party and possibly the Clintons. advised he 
was fine and participated in the briefing. After the brieflng,-stated he wished he 
could "unhear'' the briefing, but agreed to move forward. EDAR USAO advised they were fully 
committed. 

NYO former SAC 
~n. Later in the same day, former NYO 
~et to discuss the plan. 

A SVTC meeting was then held between- NY 
- and Deputy Director (DD) McCa~ting. Former CID also 
participated in the SVTC. It is unknown if LR personnel participated in this meeting. DD McCabe 
was advised by NYC of a NYO CHS who possibly had information on the matter. DD McCabe 
directed that no overt investigative steps were to be taken on the CF investigation without his 
approval. He authorized the debriefing of open CHS(s) and analysis of information pertaining to 
the CF found in FBI databases. DD McCabe had been briefed on the CF matter previously, 
possibly by but it is unknown to what extent. 

CID hosted a SVTC with WFO, NYO, and LR, led by former . CID advised all overt 
investigative steps related to the CF investigation would require DD approval with the exception 
of speaking to open CHSs. FBI Divisi_ons were directed not to open or recruit any new CHSs, and 
no additional overt investigative steps were authorized. 

LR , at the direction of forme~ sent an email to CID -
reques mg concurrence for LR to obtain supporting documents_, if th~ 
willing to provide them voluntarily, thereby following DD McCabe's directives. LR never received 
permission to seek the documents. 

of Eas • • s) Public Integrity Unit 
EDNY spoke with the DAG's 

office and was told to move forward and meet with a Cooperating Witness (CW). The purpose 
of the meeting with the CW was for the CW to review transcripts of the recording between the 
CW and an individual associated with the CF. an~discussed 
meeting with the CW to occur on or about March 10, 2016. 
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2016 J 7/19 

8/1 

8/10 

8/16 

8/23 

8/24 

8/24 

8/25 

8/25 

DD McCabe was briefed on the CF investigation by CID. It Is unknown if he was fully briefed on 
this previously as he requested a comprehensive briefing. CID provided a full detailed briefing 
concerning predication of the CF investigation Involving open source, CHS, and­

information. 

CID hosted a SVTC with WFO, NVO, and LR. CID advised this investigation would be consolidated 
into one case file and worked by the NVO. NVO was determined to have the best opportunity to 
pursue this investigation proactively using an existing CHS and due to the fact the majority of the 
CF operations were based out of New York City. Additionally, having three field offices pursuing 
the same subject/target was Inefficient and duplicative. WFO and LR were directed to close their 
investigations due to the consolidation. NVO was advised no ove~ve action was to 
take place unless authorized by the Deputy Director. Analysis of--obtained through 
a related lA investigation and the debriefing of existing CHSs were authorized. Analysis of HIiiary 
Clinton obtained through the State Department during the WFO investigation on 

• 1 • I 

was given. 

was also authorized. 

had a telephone conversation in which 
om the EDNY for movin forward with at least 
advised she would let know upon 

met with--of the EDNY's Criminal Division and was Informed 
support ~tion. No further explanation was given . 

then contacted the Southern District of New York {SONY) USAO, 
hether or not they would support the investigation. No response was provided 

by SONY at that time. 

had a conversation with SONY PC about the same matter. 
vised more than likely the decision wiU be not to proceed. No further explanation 

poke with SDNY ___ advised he spoke with someone 
at the Office of the Deputy Attorn~ advised-hat 
Principal Deputy Attorney General, DOJ, had a conversation with FBIHQ {specifics not provided) 
and was under the impression the NYO was not looking for any legal process and simply 
reviewing documentation Internally in the NVO's possession. SONY advised they would not 
support the investigation and no further explanation was given. 

(U//FOUO) FBI DQJ.QIG ELEC 04j 553 



1 ; . : r-, '. t.\ ; t , 1 ,_ r r l _, 1 y , • , - .. , • , . . , 

C I D • r , - • , : .. _ : . , . • 1 r .-: r . 

• The Clinton Foundation Meeting Timeline . ---
\ - - -- - --- - - - --

~---"' •' 

!016 
8/26 

9/1 

10/24 

10/25 

10/25 

10/26 

10/26 

10/30 

11/1 

11/1 

11/2 

equested a declination letter from EDNY 
one but would check with 

Telcal between incoming-from DD regarding CF and EDNY with DD directing no 
overt action; review only~g-relay the same to NYO SAC Harpster. DD had 
received call from ODAG askin wh NYO was shopping the CF case around. 
placed call to NYO relaying DD's direction that there be no overt action; 
review only. 

Telcal between on several different matters to include brief 

SVTC which Included brief update on Weiner investigation; overt legal process 
and ability to get for the Welne-. Note: This small group discussion 
occurred after two separate larger group discussions during the same SVTC session. DD advised 
need to move forward and request action consistent with DOJ guidelines relative to election. In 
follow-up telcal between and DD, DD is reminded that EDNY had previously 
stated not interested in pursuing CF matter, but then changed to no legal process -) 
until after the election. 

Telcals between -and and separately Both advised of 
SVTC mtg with~d guidance given during that SVTC from DD was to seek legal 
process if that was deemed needed In accordance with DoJ guidelines. -advised that was 
contrary to previous guidance which was no overt legal process to be sought. 

et al re: Telconfw/ 
-leaksand gives specific guidance on warning personnel about leaks. 

In a follow-up call to the one above, the DD advises ADIC NYO and 
to be on the record rec using himself from the Clinton Foundation case. 
would communicate information t~ 

Telcal from DD to-regardin WSJ article concern 
folks of media pol~telcals w/ 
WSJ article and DD's direction. 

DD sent an email recusing himself from the Clinton Foundation investigation. 

that he wanted 
YO advised he 

n 

request to to add CF investigative personnel to Welner review team 
• U.S. Congressman 

t of 
and 

illary Clinton. Howeve , ited 
scope of the search warrant, investigators were not able to fully review e-mails outside the 
scope of the underlying investigation. In May 2017, Welner pied guilty to 

-is advised by 
~nton Founda 
search is NYO 

that the POC for coordinating/handling discussion of 
rmation that may be seen in plain view during Weine-
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2016 
11/22 

12/1 

12/9 

12/20 

12/23 

2016 

Mtg@EDNY 
- concerning mo estigation now that election is over consistent 
~s understandin advised EDNY had some concerns regarding 
statute of limitations. was more direct and advised he looked at the issue in three 
buckets: (1) he was per cerned about the depiction of him in recent articles [note WSJ 
article on 11/2/2016 by regarding tension between FBI and DO~cally 
cites-) (2) the case could have statute of limitations issues, and (3)-­
want~thls chapter and move forward.-advised he did not think DOJ/PIN 
would have an issue to pursue the case because there was no longer an election reason not to 
move forward and EONY could ursue If In fact the decided to do so. EDNY requested additional 
time to contact DOJ/PIN. shortly thereafter notified-
- an t proceed with the Clinton 
Founefatlon Investigation. that he did not contact DOJ/PIN 
again on matter. 

and with SON 
, Pu le Corruption , and AUSA 

wou d open a case on the CF and assist NYO with subpoenas. SONY requested time to speak 
with EONY and OOJ/PIN. 

called and advised he consulted with EONY Criminal 
ft it u to SONY to make the decision .• 

advised he spoke to SONY Crimina and the 
SONY's Public Corruption Section on the matter an t en stated SONY was not In a position to 
disagree with EDNY and therefore SONY declined to pursue the investigation into the Clinton 
Foundation. 

A SVTC was held with LAFO, NYO, and FBIHQ. Participants Included 
NYO LAFO 

The purpose oft e SVTC was to discuss how to move forward on the 
investigation. FBIHQ advised there would be guidance from the Director's office soon after the 
New Year. 

... ,. ....................... ···•·•········· .. ············· .. ·············· .. ············ ... · ............................................. ···························································· 

2017
1111 -hosted a SVTCwith-CIDAD_, DA~ SC- The 

~FO, and LR each briefed their respective holdings on case. NYO advised FBI NYC 
still did not have a USAO willing to work the case and provide subpoenas. LR briefed that their 
USA was willing to work the case. 

s 
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2017 

I 
1/17 

4/10 

7/7 

7/24 

8/2 

8/11 

8/23 

sent an email to NYO, WFO, LR, CID advising that following a meeting with 
, a decision had been made to assign FBI to 

conduct a 30 day in-depth review of the CF Investigation. 

was briefed on the Clinton Foundation investigation. 
CID, WFO, NYO, and LR participated in the briefing. 

A meeting was hosted by to discuss a way forward.- CID, WFO, NYO, 
LR, and OGC participated in the briefing. 

s oke with the Eastern District of Arkansas (EDAR USAO, 
SSA als~with EDA 

was supportive and agreed~ but woul require 
before moving forward. 

met separately with to 
discuss the CF investigation. During both meetings, DOJ personnel indicated USAOs have the 
autonomy and discretion to pursue any investigation deemed appropriate and EDAR does not 
require DOJ concurrence to move forward. 

After discussions between LR and SC-regarding CID's 8/2 meetings with 
DOJ, called EDAR to determine if they had heard from DOJ 
about D non the matter -- that EDAR does not need concurrence from DOJ to 

stated he had not heard from OOJ, but would call them to see If that 
was true added they continue to fully support LR FBI on this matter and re-
iterated It was "the right thing to do," since the allegations were like any other PC case that 
would be worked, albeit this matter was more sensitive than others. However, because DOJ had 
told them to stand-down last year, was oing to wait until DOJ gave them 
concurrence to proceed. It is unknown if had contacted DOJ. 

SC- CID received a telephone call fro~who requested follow-up information 
concerning the 19 CF bank accounts obtained by LAFO during a separate Campaign Finance 
Fraud investigation. He also re uested a co of the 

6 
(U//FOUO) FBI DOJ-OlG ELEC 041556 


