U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

April 17, 2009

The Honorable John Conyers, Jr.
Chairman

Committee on the Judiciary

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Enclosed please find responses to questions posed to FBI Director Robert S,
Mueller 111, following Director Mueller’s appearance before the Committee on
September 16, 2008. The subject of the Committee’s hearing was “Oversight of the
Federal Bureau of Investigation.” The data in these responses is current as of December
18, 2008. We hope this information is helpful to the Committee.

The Office of Management and Budget has advised us that from the perspective of .
- the Administration’s program, there is no objection to the submission of these responses.
If we may be of additional assistance in connection with this or any other matter, we trust
that you will not hesitate to call upon us.

Sincerely,

W . Dok forton

M. Faith Burton
Acting Assistant Attorney General

Enclosure

ce: The Honorable Lamar Smith
Ranking Minority Member




Questions Posed by Representative Nadler

14. What is the percentage of weight of the silicon in the powder used in the 2001 anthrax
attacks?

Response:
'FBI Labotatory results indicated that the spore powder on the Leahy letter

contained 14,479 ppm of silicon (1.4%). The spore powder on the New York
Post letter was found to have silicon present in the sample; however, due to the
limited amount of material, a reliable quantitative measurement was not possible.
Insufficient quantities of spore powder on both the Daschle and Brokaw letters
precluded analysis of those samples.

15. How, on what basis, and using what evidence did the FBI conclude that none of the
laboratories it investigated were in any way the sources of the powder used in the 2001
anthrax attacks, except the U.S. Army Laboratory at Fort Detrick, Maryland? Please
include in your answer why laboratories that have publicly identified as having the
equipment and personne] to make anthrax pewder, such as the U.S. Army’s Dugway
Proving Grounds in Dugway, Utah and the Battelle Memorial Institute in Jefferson, Ohio,
were excluded as possible sources.

Response:

Initially, the spores contained in the envelopes could only be identified as Bacillus
Anthracis (Anthrax). They were then sent to an expert, who “strain typed” the
spores as Ames. Once the strain type was identified, the FBI began to look at
what facilities had access to the Ames strain. At the same time, science experts
began to develop the ability to identify morphological variances contained in the
mailed anthrax. Over the next six years, new scientific developments allowed
experts from the FBI Laboratory and other nationally recognized scientific experts
to advance microbial science. This advancement allowed the FBI to positively
link specific morphs found in the mailed anthrax to morphs in a single flask at
USAMRIID. Using records associated with the flask, the FBI was able to track
the transfer of sub samples from the flask located at USAMRIID to two other
facilities. Using various methods, the FBI investigated the two facilities that
received samples from the parent flask and eliminated individuals from those
facilities as suspects because, even if a laboratory facility had the equipment and
personnel to make anthrax powder, this powder would not match the spores in the
mailed envelopes if that 1ab had never received a transfer of anthrax from the
parent flask. '



