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violation of DOJ policy and federal ethics regulations. The OIG also found that[®
work hours for a sexual encounter with B in violation of federal ethics re

lleft his office during
ulations. |BXEXBITNE)

The OIG rewewed- reports, DOJ policies and procedures, electronic commumcattons and documents gathered
in the- investigation, including B8] report of its forensic examination of{®X® personal mobile device
and personal computer. The OIG conducted a forensu: examlnatlon of )63 (DXDHC government-issued devices.
The OIG found that betwee 0 2% lexchanged 1,086 text messages
with[B®8F] using his government-issued mobile device. Most of those text messages were sexually explicit or
sexually oriented, and many were sent durlng work hours. The OIG found indications in the text

messages that BB |sent sexually explicit photographs, including tolBEEBBE] personal Kik
Messenger account (an instant messaging mobile app).

EE®@E ] The OIG did find text messages on[BEEBIDE T oovernment-issued mobile device

that he exchanged withfB8 " TJwhich reflected that{BIBEBI@EIN left his office during work hours on one occasion
for a sexual encounter w1th .| The text messages also indicated that - on several occasions, had

requested money fromf® in exchange for engaging in sexual activity with others (not| [PEr ]

In two voluntary interviews, [ ) _ BE®@E] admitted receiving

pomographlc photographs and a ideo from— on his personal device,[™

e (0)(6) admitted that he used

h[s government-issued mobile device to exchange numerous text messages with [(2X6F that the text messages

he exchanged with [BIBE_ | were sexually explicit or sexually oriented, and that thlS use of his government-issued

mobile device was inappropriate. _also admitted that he exchanged some of the text messages with
during his regularly-scheduled work hours. Finally,f¢ (NS |admitted that he had two sexual

encounters with[Bl8E_" ] one of which occurred during his work hours.

_ The USAO —decllned prosecution of_ The USAO—

was recused from this matter.

The OIG has completed its investigation and is providing this report to EOUSA and the Department’s Professional
Misconduct Review Unit for appropriate action.

Unless otherwise noted, the OIG applies the preponderance of the evidence standard in determining whether DO)
personnel have committed misconduct. The Merit Systems Protection Board applies this same standard when
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reviewing a federal agency’s decision to take adverse action against an employee based on such misconduct. See 5

U.S.C. 8 7701(c)(1)(B); 5 C.F.R. 8 1201.56(b)(1)ii).
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DETAILS OF INVESTIGATION

Predication

The Department of Justice (DQJ) Office of the Inspector General (OIG) initiated this investigation upon the receipt of

information from the Executive Office for U ited States Attorneys (EOUSA) alleging that, beginning in
: Assistant U.S, Attorney (AUSA),

| the target of an mvestlgatlon for
| which was being conducted by the

|had engaged in extensive communications with

Police Department

|communicated with

Tt was also alleged th
ork hours. The Bl

B8 using his government-issued electromc devices and did so during
informed the OIG that it viewed [® NS 1 as a potential witness againstl

) |may have left his office during

During the course of the investigation, the OIG found indications that[®
work hours for sexual encounters wit '

exchanged numerous inappropriate, sexually
including during the workday,
2OE ] eft his office during

The OIG investigation substantiated the allegation that
oriented communications wit | using his government-issued mobile devic

in violation of DOJ policy and federal ethics regulations. The OIG also found that !
rs for a sexual encounter with in violation of federal ethics reulations.

ork h

Investigative Process

The OIG's investigative efforts consisted of the following:

Inter\news of the following personnel:
] Assistant United States Attorney

Review of the following:
forensic examination report of
forensic examination report of|

|personal computer;
|personal phone;

: Kik Messenger account;
¢ DOJ OIG forensic examination o
e Text messages sent and received on

vernment computer and phone; and

Government

The information provided to the OIG alleged that beginning in[#

was in communication with [BBETTT] a target in a|248¥] criminal investigation
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B0 _ During the course of the [Bi8)]investigation,
ol |detectives became aware that[2I6F had extensive contact with a phone number associated with the cell
phone that DOJ provided to [PHe- )T )©): )TIC)

Under 5 C.F.R. 8 735.203, a government emplo’yee is prohibited from “engag[ing] in criminal, infamous, dishonest,
immoral, or notoriously disgraceful conduct, or other conduct prejudicial to the Government.” Under 5 C.F.R.
§ 2635.101(b)(5), “Employees shall put forth honest effort in the performance of their duties.”

Under 5 C.F.R. § 2635.101(b)(14), “Employees shall endeavor to avoid any actions creating the appearance that they
are violating the law or the ethical standards set forth in this part.”
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The OIG reviewed the text messages that [BEXBIME ] exchanged wit-h_o_n [PEEME ] government-issued
' ' IO personal Kik Messenger account, which the OIG was provided by[PlF] The OIG found

and[@EEBMET ] when the text messages tail off, [REEENE Jand [BET ]

exchanged 1,086 text messages and nearly all were related to coordinating or discussing sexual activity—with

females and [BIBEZIT] as well as with just[RBET ]

The texts show [BEEBAE] first contacted BB Tin n response to a Craigslist ad placed by
B Neither the [B@Jnor the OIG was able to recover the original Craigslist ad or the initial messages that
were exchanged through the Craigslist listing, which the text messages indicate used to send

some images of a female. After the initial contact through Craigslist, [PREGXOE | and began
communicating through text messages, with[PX8E®@E ] using his government-issued device. [EBEBIAGI told the
OIG that he could not remember what the posting was for and that he likely used his DOJ phone number to hide the
texts from@@ETT] The texts indicate that[@@EBIMEN|Craigslist ad was likely placed as a male/female couple looking
for a third person to engage in sexual activity.

[PEEEmET] andPBI T exchanged texts for over two years, from to [PEIPAE The

texting was intermittent, with the communications sometimes ceasing for weeks at a time. The texts had a general
pattern: [BIGEBIAE 1] would reach out tofBXeF ] there would be some discussion of arranging sexual activity, and
nothing would come of the plans, except for the two instances where_y met in person to
engage in sexual activity. The plans sometimes were fo_to watch[2X8 and a female engage in
sexual activity, sometimes for [BIBEBMEI to participate in the activity withB®E_ land the female, sometimes for
[BIET®I@E ] and the female to engage in sexual activity, and sometimes for [BIBE®IME ] and BB~ Tto have a

sexual encounter. As indicated from the text messages and as corroborated by— in his interview with

OIG [BIBEBIMET] ultimately never joined B8 land another female, but he did meet with [BEEZTT] alone for two

sexual encounters, one of which occurred during working hours.
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after about 21 months of texting,-ﬁrst raised with [BEEEBET the topic of commercial
sex when he first requested that_ pay money in exchange for sexual activity. Over the next five months,

PP ] requested PEBPET ] pay to engage in or watch[FEP99 Tengage in sexual acts approximately ten times.

EEEEST T texts are ambiguous on the exact nature of the quid pro quo. About half the time asked
-0 pay to watch'- engage in sexual activity with a female and half the time

asked
0 pay to participate in sexual activity with a female (with and without

PP Tresponses to _

responded, “That's a problem.” But

‘pay for sex.

T and another female, but did not raise the topic of payment in exchange for
sexual activity. When EB®Bme]asked PEERETor payment, | generally responded by acknowledging

the expectation of payment, expressing an interest in sexual encounters, but stating he was not available, for
instance:

“I getit. And | would tonight for sure if | were free”;
“I am gone all weekend”;

“l wish | could. Have to get my kids to hockey practice. Damn”;
“Cool. Just let me know next time”;

“Let me know next time you have her over”;
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e "lcan'tdo 6 Butlsowant to”; and
e “Let me know if you have any time next week.”

i ldid not take specific, affirmative steps to make a payment, such as, inquiring about the actual cost,
asking how to transfer the money, or asking for a clarification of the quid pro quo.

The following exchange illustrates ho |requested payment and how |responded, which
indicates some interest o part but does not reflect any affirmative commitment to pay or meet in

person, offering instead to come by after the female left to see pictures or video of sexual activity. |

| the following exchange occurred:

]l may have a girl coming to the house tomorrow around 8:30 in the morning. Maybe you can
come by and take a look at her. It's someone different. I'm sure if you give her a little money and
she'll let you play with her.

| Keep me posted. When will you know?

| Tomorrow AM

| Ok. Let me know. | am free starting around 830.

landff lexchanged the following

The next day, when the encounter was supposed to take place
texts:

[l am picking her up now. | will let you know if she's down for the extra guy. | do know she will
‘want money for you to see her naked. She’s a little weird like that. She’s an 18 year oldjefia
local community college] student

| Let me know.

|Is it something you would want??

::." { | am up for anything. Love to just watch you guys get after it. Whatever.

| How much can you give her to watch her fuck and touch her and stuff? Poor college student

Jquestion about payment and instead told [t Jwhat underwear he was

Hid not answer |2
' i ko message him on his Kik account, where the exchange continued as follows:

ltold [

wearing.

] Cute little blonde
" |If she is down for a third maybe | can come after and see some pics or videos
|You don't wanna watch live? Or play with her?
_ | That would be best.
| Do you have any cash? $20 Just to convince her?
| Are you paying her?
| am her sugar daddy so yes... | kinda do... Over time [grinning emoji]
~ | Ohlsee

| could see a live stream off pnd another person through his Kik

From the texts, it appears
account:

| Can | come over?
| U wanna watch her fuck me??
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Can you do video?
We need $

The Kik messages ended without a response from

Approximately 35 minutes later the text messages
resumed on [EPR9 oovernment device with textingPBBIETT] “Sorry it didn't work out”; thanking
“for the great pictures”; and then discussing where met the person in the video.

EEEPET ] "Most [FEBE@I] have daddy issues and they all like to f***1” (asterisks in the original).

A little over two weeks later, on _told_he was meeting up with the same

female and again mentioned payment: “Would need a little gas money if you want to watch.” _then added,
“that is the new rule for her moving forward with everybody.” ﬂ

did not explicitly agree to pay for any
sexual act, nor did he give any indication that he would not, responding, "yup” and “got it.” Hasked a few
questions about where 88 \would be and whether participants stay dressed as they watch, but then stated he
was not available at either of the two times FEEB#® T|proposed: "I can't do 6 But | so want to." Two days later, on

[PE08 ] asked PEEEETT if has time to meet that morning. The texts then show that
nd B¥®PE hrranged a sexual encounter with just the two of them, with no discussion of any female
being present, which occurred during?®® [regular work hours—approximately at 9:15 AM on a Monday.

ISBIMET ) asking[BI8) 7 “You free today?” to which[BIgET T
sends his last text to [BIEEBIM@ ] asking “How ya been??” [er @m© ]

last text toffo
responds, “no.” [(BXSE(D:
does not respond.

first voluntary interview with the OIG 2%

| also denied ever providing
anyone money for sex or providing anyone with gas money in order to meet for sex as detailed within the text

message communications exchanged between and __st'ated he “had concerns”
when BT htarted discussing money [REET

[PEI®DE ] also admitted that his actions could subject him to potential blackmail and other security clearance
issues.

U.S. Department of Justice PAGE: 9
Office of the Inspector General CASE NUMBER: 2022-007193
. September 16,
ByIE 2024



Posted to DOJ OIG
FOIA Reading Roam After
Earlier FOIA Release

declined prosecution of [B@IBIAE ] The U.S. Attorney’s Office
was recused from this matter.

The U.S. Attorney’s Office [PXO=OIE

0IG’s Conclusion

The OIG investigation found that[BEEBXHO T violated federal ethics rules 5 C.F.R. § 735.203 and 5 C.F.R.

§ 2635.101(b)(14), by engaging in conduct that was prejudicial to the government and by “creating the appearance
that [he was] violating the law.” We concluded that [BI8EB@E Jengaged in conduct prejudicial to the government
and created the appearance of violating the law by continuing to interact with[B87] including by using his
government device to facilitate these communications, after[B@ 7 Thad provided indications in his text messages

to_that he - was engaged in illegal activity.

- That these exchanges began through a Craigslist ad with a
stranger should have provided [PEE®@E Tsufficient indication of potential criminality. BEBIDE ] also remained
in contact W|th— even lnttlatlng the majority of the conversatlons after [ ®EE heoan requesting payment

for sexual activity. While the OIG, as described below, [BX8):( ]
actions raised serious concerns, including the potential of exposing himself to

the risk of blackmail, as[BEEB@@ ] himself acknowledged to the OIG. A person with knowledge of [BISI@IAE
voluminous and prolonged sexually explicit text communications, including that many came from his government-
lssued phone could have leveraged this information against [BIeE®IDE | creating security risks for the government.
(0)(6): ( recognized the compromising nature of this information, telling the OIG he used his DOJ phone to text
W ~ Jto keep those communications from FEE@ETT] Moreover, continued mteractlons with
_ created the appearance that [EEEBIBE T was violating the law. In his interview with the OIG, PO

lalso admitted that he “wasn't surprised” when he saw f
arrest.

Additionally, [BEEBX@E ] decision to leave his office during regular work hours for sexual activity with B8 T]is
additional conduct prejudicial to the government and raises additional serious concerns about his judgment.
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—Violated Federal Ethics Rules and DOJ Policy by Using his Government-Issued Cell
Phone to Exchange Sexually Explicit Text Messages

The information provided to the OIG alleged that [BX8X®AG | exchanged approximately 800 text messages with
[BE ), the subject of an extensive- investigation related to sexual assault—whi[e. utilizing his
government-issued cell phone, many of which were exchanged during the course of _ regularly-
scheduled workday.

The DQOJ Ethics Handbook for On and Off-Duty Conduct (dated January 2016) restricts employees from using
government-issued property "to create, download, view, or store, copy or transmit sexually explicit or sexually
oriented materials...” In addition, DOJ policy provides that “[plersonal activities should be conducted on personal
equipment, except to the minimal degree that personal use on Government equipment is permitted by Department
policy.” See also DOJ 2740.1A (“Use and Monitoring of DOJ Computers and Computer Systems”).

Under 5 C.F.R. § 26354.704, a government employee “shall not use such property, or allow its use, for other than
authorized purposes.” Under 28 C.F.R. 8 45.4(a), "Employees may use Government property only for official
business or as authorized by the Government.” Under 5 C.F.R. § 2635.101(b)(9), “Employees shall protect and
conserve Federal property and shall not use it for other than authorized activities.” The same section also states,
“(14) Employees shall endeavor to avoid any actions creating the appearance that they are violating the law or the
ethical standards set forth in this part.” Id. (b)(14).

According to the U.S. Attorneys’ Information Systems Rules of Behavior, any personal use of government-issued
devices must be on personal time and have negligible cost to the government and be of reasonable duration.
Obtaining, viewing, or transmitting sexually explicit material is prohibited except for official law enforcement
purposes.

The OIG reviewed [BIGXBI@E ] text messages from his government-issued cell phone as well asEIEEBBE cell
phone records that were provided by thefBIBE] The review of the text messages revealed that beginning in[BISERT
)E): BXTNE) exchanged 1,086 text messages withh The OIG's review found that
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| |related to matters that were
arranged two sexual encounters with | for one of

essentially all of the text messages exchanged between

ad mltted that some of the messages that he exchanged withf
5 ) |also ad mitted that he engaged in two sexual
|regularly-scheduled workday.

of DOJ policies and procedures. |\
occurred during his regularly-scheduled workday.
encounters with | one of which occurred durin

| The U.S. Attorney’s Office

| declined prosecution o
|was recused from this matter.

S. Attorney’s Office

-

0IG’s Conclusion

| used his

The OIG investigation concluded that betweery
overnment issued cell phone to exchange over 1,000 sexually explicit and sexually oriented text messages with

and that his actions constituted administrative misconduct in violation of DOJ policy and federal ethics

regulatlons
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