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CHAPTER TWO
Uu) .
THE 1982-1984 IN F WEN HO LEE
Questions Presented

U) "
Question One: Whether the 1982-1984 investigation of Wen Ho Lee was

competently and thoroughly pursued by the FBI and brought to an appropriate resolution.

W)
Question Two: E&)’ththcr DOE was appropriately and timely informed by the
FBI of the investigation of Wen Ho Lee and of tclcvant derogatory information arising

from the investigation.

A. (U) Introduction

«SAT® In December 1982, Wen Ho Ledf

) The FBI quickly launched an investigation of
Lee. The FBI leamed that Lee had bees .

¢_Lecwas polyprenhied by en FBI examiner.

H _..mu jiroust 10 Ow-upqueSﬁonS

duning the palygraph, Lec was fonad to be non-deceptive in answering relevant questions
as well as whether Lee had passed olassified

conceming
information Yo any foreign country. In March 1984, ﬁeinvwﬁgadonwas closed.

i&;’ The du'ogatoxy information concerning Lee that was developed during the -
investigation, however, was never effectively communioated to DOB when the
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investigation was closed. Had it been, this may have affected DOE's subsequent
decisions to continue Lee's “Q” clearance to nuclear weapons information. When the
dcrogatory information did come to the attention of DOE Albuquerque, during a routine
background re-investigation of Lee in 1989, it sent the file to DOE Headquarters
suggesting that it obtain additional information from the FBI. There the file was lost,
and the matter was apparently forgotten until the time of Lee's 1993 re-investigation.
Ultimately, DOE decided that although Lee had been investigated by the FBL jn 1983,
that investigation had been “satisfactorily resolved.” Lee’s “Q” clearance was therefore

continued.

B. (U) The Relevant Facts
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2.0( The initiation of a full FCI investigation of Wen Ho Lec

FBI Headquarters notified FBI Albuquerque OF
(AQI 03004) According to the teletype, Headquarters suspected

chalf of a Taiwan intelligence service. Headquarters

ad)

that Lee might be dcting
was also concerned abou
The FBI San Francisco supervisor and case agent responsible for
investigation were authorized to travel to Albuquerque immediately to brief FBI
personnel on their investigation, and FBI Albuquerque was directed to initiate a full
foreign counterintelligence (“FCI™) investigation of Lee. (Id.)

%"ﬂm FBI moved promptly to action. "A full FCI investigation was authorized
on December 13, 1982. (AQI 03010) Telephone toll records were requested for Lee’s
home and office. (AQI 03013) Lee’s DOE personnel file was obtained. (FBI 13990)
On December 15, 1982, FBI personnel from San Francisco and Albuquerque met with
security personnel from DOE and with LANL director Donald M. Kerr to disciss the
matter. (AQI 03010) Kerr provided the FBI with a listing of calls made from Lee’s
office, and the FBI immediately sent out leads to various FBI offices to have the

subscribers identified. (AQI 03018)

%’By December 28, 1982, the FBI had received a brief “threat assessment”
prepared by LANL’s Office of Security and Safeguards concerning Lee's continued

. access to classified informiation. (AQI03021) Kerr informed the FBI that, if Lec were

moved, he would likely suspect a problem, and, in any cveat, the weapons design
information Lee possessed was not something he would immediately forget. (d.) Thus,
although the LANL Office of Security and Safeguards recommended that Lee be |
removed (AQI 03024), Kerr was inclined to leave Lec in his position peading the FBI .
investigation. (AQI 03021) : L N

%)\’ The FBI continued to assemble information conceming Lec, through national
security letters (“NSLs™) for telephone records and through the assistance of LANL

W) T ’ ‘
) y that time, certain Department of Bacrgy (“DOE") seourity personnel had
been informed of the Lee matter. (AQI 03007)




security personnel.’ (FBI 19605) On Janu;uy 3, 1983, the FBI learned that some of the
calls Lee had made from his LANL office were to the Coordination Council for North
America (“CCNA"), the unofficial Republic of China establishment in the United

States.* (AQI 03041)

~«BANE In February, 1983, the FBI learned from LANL
to LLNL, and the FBI suspected that Lee might attemp

0308S) The FBI undertook a meticulous surveillance o
including obtaining through old-fashion:

t determin

called from hiS'hOD;G or office were riot mentioned i
investigations, includi (AQI 03111) The FBI also reviewed the

, where Lee was known to have
visited. (AQI 03096; AQI 03071; AQI03237) -
‘ Although the FBI displayed considerable zeal from the start of the

: invuﬁ/gon. + carly in 1983, it had not collected sufficient information to solidly - . '
connect Lee to _ (AQI 03072) Atthie same tnnc, LANL did
not feel that it move Lee from his carrent position without more specific

information. (Id) The investigation; thecefore, wassomcwhatstymied. To overcome -

g

"The FBI’attanpted but was unable unilaterally to obtain telephone subscriber
tion for calls Lec had made to Taiwan. (AQI 03356)

info
}
m% Leo had made these calls on three ocoasions in October 1982. (AQI 03019)

At about tire same time, the FBI sought approval for a mail cover of Lee's
residence. (FBI 13882) '
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this problem, LANL and DOE agreed to request a re-investigation of Lee's “Q”
clearance.! (Id,; FBI 19564) Under this cover,

investigation.

(w
The background re-investigation and personality profiling of Wen

,€8f On March 14, 1983, DOE requested a supplemental investigation of Lee “for
transfer to a position of a high degree of importance or sensitivity.”'® (FBI 10799) On
“April 5, 1983, FBI Albuquerque sent a teletype to various FBI offices suggesting areas of
inquiry to be covered during the re-investigation interviews “in an effort to determine the
personality profile of this individual.” (FBI 01718)

,(Sf The background rc-mvcsugauon was thorough. During the course of the
investigation, the FBI assembled a mix of information concerning Lee. FBI

Bl 10783) The FBI

d agents in various FBI offices across the country interviewed a
n ormer supervisors, co-workers, and nelghboxs (DOE 00218; DOE 00215;
DOE 00227; DOE 00642; DOE 00651) Lee's supervisors and co-workers at LANL

wuealsomtemewed,aswuehrsLosAlamosnﬁrs (FB110693i hﬁtﬁm |
 intervi

Atﬂtesamchme.dwFBIwasconsidmgmcpossibﬂuy
ﬂush[ncont. (AQI 03074; FBI 19565) _

Thebackgronndinvesugationwasnotasham.howm “Whereas (Lee]
mhiredatﬁxc Laboratory with & Q-Inseasitive Clearance, he is now working on
sensitive matters and it is logical that he be rdnkugatnd for his Q-Sensitive Clearance.”

aQ 03072)

As noted above, the request aowally odginmd with the FBL (FBI 19563)
Thwc were, nevertheless, indepeadently valid reasons for the re-investigation beoause of

a change in Leo's work assignments. (FBI 01715)

e ——
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_Lcc himself was also interviewed as part of this investigation, and it was
¢ tmpresston of the FBI i i

| f . (FBI 10695) Ultimately,
b owever, the'inyestigation turned up no evi cncc that called into question Lec’s loyalty
or his fitness to handle classified information." .

‘ \VIE 48 Armed with the information from the background investigation, FBI
L Albuquerque requested, in June 1983, that the FBI Behavioral Sciences Unit prepare a
f ; personality profile “to establish the probability of [Lec’s] being involved in clandestine
o intelligence activities . . . and also to determine a means of approach in the ultimate

i interview of this individual.” (FBI 19504) In July 1983, the FBI learned from LANL
| that Lee would be traveling to Taiwan on vacation.'* (FBI 19494) FBI Albu uerque

(FBI 13802) Ata
14, 1983, however, it was deeideé to

‘;28} Nor did any ceedit or ciiminal checks eonductedbydlevanous FBIoﬁ'ice
produoe derogatory information. -
A
Lec was tovxsttTaiwanﬁ'omAugust27 1983 to Scptembew 1983 (FBI

19494)

o | m(QB)' FBI Headquarters concurred in the suggestion for
.-; logicalinvestigation docs not resolve the case in & reasonsble




b interview Lee regarding his travel to Taiwan and regardin
* “If an unsatisfactory
interview occurs, the possibility of a polygraph will be mentioned and later, a second

stronger interview will be conducted and a polygrapher {will] be present to administer
this test, with the consent of the subject.” (SF 00055)
ABJ It is not clear why th

was abandoned. Nor is it clear why the FBI b |
did not use the opportunity provid
as it had earlier contemplated. Nevertheless, 1t is clear that the interview of
was intended to be the culmination of a coordinated suatcgh
”ﬂwm designed with the assistance of
e or Science Unit. (SF 00055; FBI 13789) -Before initiating a face-to-face

interview with Lee, the plan called for

(FBI 13790) The purpose of this strategy was to
apparently to give the FBI the psychological upper hand, and “[t]his would enable the
FBI to then invite the subject for an interview.” (SF 00057) According to his September
28, 1983 personali sment of Lee, S lieved that this approach, involving

ight

13790) :

produce a confession from tae 1n

) . : - .

' {8 During October 1983, the FBI conducted interviews o .
7B 13775) The cxecution of these interviews was

10t exactly acco: .m O ,_., whﬂeﬂlc DCLsO nality assessmeq salled fOI'

-
D) LA U

00). KBl Albuquenque £¢ @deot 'ullum

'(AQI 03412) Second, of these two |
(FBI 13753) Thus, the planned interviews smounted to only one

FBI 13775), and the interviews took place at more or less the same
time: x 'was meant to come about as a result of the

Whateve
‘““ ' hd .
1987 The meeting was attended by, among othess, the Albuquenque case ageat,
S d by of the FBI's Behavioral Scienoe Unit.
R

s
©
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1
"f 21(, intervicws as planned, it is doub(ful—cvcmua(cd from the

interviews as exccuted.

4. (U) The interviews of Wen Ho Lec

~SAHS On Noyember 9, 1983, S
b | agents for thcﬁinvcstigation, SA
Los Alamos."” (FBI00067) Lee was questioned concernin

| shown a copy of an article from a Chinese ﬁfc publication conccmin.

and oge of the FBI San Francisco case
interviewed Lee at 4 motel in

mBows) A

1 ) It is not clear who first contacted whomni about arranging the interview. As
suggested by the personality profile, the interview was conduoted at an “off-site
location," away from LANL and the FBI offices. (FBI 13791)

“ﬁ The FBI followed up on this by requesting thw
BN
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# With the inervicwing
agents. It'was telt that to continue to contact and interview him was a far better solution

than an adversary type interview.” (FBI 19428)

~&AE) Nor did the interview of Lee proceed according to plan. As noted above,
the FBI had decided that if an “unsatisfactory interview occurs, the possibility ofa -
polygraph will be meationed,” to be followed by a “stronger” interview with the
pok er preseat to administer the test. (SF 00056) It would seem that when

would be const an “unsatisfactory interview.” Yet,
the FBI concluded that it would not polygraph Lee at that time. Rather, “[a}t some point

in the assuming he continues [to be] cooperative, it is felt that if he does not admit
o , a polygraph will be suggested.” (FBI 19427) In the
meantime, the FBI decided to Lee’s aid in thc mvesugatlon

Thc interview terminated withl

opimion a Taiwanese perspective as to how
megovcmmauoouldbwtprooeedmﬂnsmvuugauon.

A (FBI 19427) This scemis to have put the catt befare the horse, Lec had not -
polygraphed yet b
Yet the FBI was gbout to : -

- =C8IND) Al&onghitisnotatallclmwhenorwhykoomd. it is obvious that at
some point before or dutmg the initial interview of Lee, the FBI's assessment of him was
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(FBI 19564) In its April 1983 investigative

at the objective of the investigation was to

AP In its November 16, 1983 annual letterhead memorandum (“LHM”) and
investigative summary, however, FBI Albuquerque noted that after physical surveillance
of Lee, analysis of Lee’s telephone and toll records, and a background re-investigation,
no evidence had been dcvelopcd to indicate that Lee had an mtclhgence connccuon."

(DOE 00672) +

,(8)2 The same point was made in the March 1983 FBI request for authority to
conduct & mail cover of Lee. (FBI 13884)

v
The summary did not meation, however, that Lee had made calls on three
oocasions to the CCNA, the unoﬁiolal Republic of China establishment in the United

Wm
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(g"NF) FBI Hcadquancrs found “a number of shortcomings” with San
Francisco's proposal, in that it “depend{ed] on several things happening being in the

favor of the FBI" to be successful.® (SF 00118)

ﬂ;\i " Morcover, becausc the scenario calls for-
L6, b\ %md then asking for very specific
¢ elp trom ¢ operation calls for a very carly investment
v FBI information and the risk could figure out -
a very sensitive
operatio que.

(Id) Nevertheless, FBI Headquarters concluded that if San Francisco wanted to proceed
with its proposal, Headquarters would approve it. (Id.)

,QSf FBI Albuquerque, on the other hand, thought that the San Francisco proposal
had “significant merit” and “concur{red] fully with the scenario as set forth.” (AQI
03485) It made arrangements to meet with Lee at LLNL.

A On December 20, 1983, Lee was interviewed eats from FBI
Albuqua'que and San Francisco, with the parucxpauon of!|

6l -

et
;,(,,Lm
Lt

“No assets, sources or teohnlquw were rcvealed to hlm. nor were any future
plans revealed.” (SF 00078)
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 23) It is not clear whether this was a violation of LANL policies. LANL .
pecsonnel, including the director, said that this was “unusual” and they were “concerned”

- aboutit. (SF00072)

- .
_

‘!g} msisoonslstcptwidlmomcaﬂsdwmlhxéwmhdmadctomd
CCNA in October 1982. From the 302 of the interview, however, it appears that Lee
was first told of the oalls before ho acknowledged that ho had made them. (AQI03584)
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b \ Satisficd that Lee's explanations of his call-
0 CCNA were at least plausible, ™ San Francisco wenl on
with the scenario and asked Lee u_ He agreed

to do so.

(SF 00083) Lee made four call at the request of
was then asked

the FBI agents, b
ch he did.

“{ ot ",&‘)) Nevertheless, “[ulons of the ageats partioipating ig the interview were
TV comtn o

' 00086)

‘m_
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ABJ By the time the FBI took its gamble on Wen Ho Lee, it had conducted a
thorough background investigation, analyzed his telephone records for his home and
office, conducted a mail cover, interviewed present and former supervisors, co-workers,

?'31 and neighbors, and had performed a personality assessment. Nevertheless, it is puzzling
bé | b\ that the original plan to cond or the subsequent plan tod :
L were not followed.” More
Y] significantly, the plan to polygraph Lee if the initial interview was “unsatisfactory” was

also laid by the side, a particularly troubling departure given the fact that: (1

(2) the FBI nevertheless
X and (3) the FBI enlisted his help in the contact of the subject of an
espionage investigation. , :
v«
F& N
A Lee was interviewed on Jan

4C
b‘:,‘} return from San Francisco.

LANL security personnel. (SF 00069)
N s .
&R%F) During the January 3, 1984 interview, the FBI asked Lee to submit to a
polygraph “to resolve any questions which may have arisen concerning the information
which he has fornished.” Lee agreed, but it had a significant affect on him:

Itis

| (U) Werecognize, of course, that an investigative plan is never set in stone and
must adjust to both changing circumstances and an agent's intuitive judgmeats as to how

to prooeed as events unfold.

. e L




erque and San Francisco,

Headquarters reported

o o
7. iB%Thc January 1984 polygraph of Wen Ho Lee

—(S'fl"&"} On January 24 1984 Lee took a polygraph examination conducted by an

’&,“LANL_oﬁicials' concurred with the administration of this examination and B

- will ptovide whatever support is required to convince Lee to take the polygraph should
he change his mind.” (SF 00073)

(8% Thus Lee b

bi

Mm"

bi
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(EAN) Lece insisted that he had not fumnished classified
information to any unauthorized person nor had he ever

agreed to work for any non-U.S. intelligence agency. Further
testing was conducted to verify Lee’s truthfulness.

(FBI 00080) The FBI examiner determineg that Lee had been non-deceptive in his
answers to follow-up questions regardin (Id.)
&Y On February 16, 1984, FBI Headquarters informed Albuquerque that a
technical review of the polygraph results had been performed. (FBI07415) “This
review disclosed that the examination is satisfactory in all aspects and review personnel

concur with the results of the examination.” (Id.)

&)
8. (8 The March 1984 closure of the full FCI investigation of Wen Ho Lee
and notification to DOE '

In March 1984, the FBI closed its full FCI investigation of Lee arising
According to a March 12, 1984 memorandum from FBI

Albuquerque to Headquarters:

U

(,69; The subject of this matter has been interviewed and has
substantially admitted all allegations and has explained why
he made certain contacts. This information has been A
forwarded orally to appropriate personnel at the Department
of Energy and the Los Alamos National Laboratory where :
subject is employed. . . . In view of the faot that the subject

" has been interviewed, has explained his actions and has
passed a polygraph examination, this matter is being placed

RN -4
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(FBI 19314) (emphasis added)®® Exactly what DOE was told, however, or who at DOE
and LANL was informed, is not at all clcar from the available records.

~(5AN LANL Director Kerr was aware of the predication for the investigation, as
were several of LANL's security personnel.”? (AQI 03010; AQI 03020) They assisted in
providing information such as telephone records and background information on Lee.
(AQI03017; FBI 19605) DOE’s Albuquerque Operations Office was also aware of the
investigation.» (AQI 03004; AQI 03071) It was Kerr who decided that the available

UJ :
’§57 In the meantime, OIPR had concluded, based upon the FBI's November 16,
1983 LHM, that the investigation did not appear to meet the Attorney General’s
Guidelines for the continuation of a full FCI investigation.

329
bé ¢ found that
vIc (AQI 0360
vE | " .
3487 SAJJcouid not recall if the FBI LHM closing the investigation was
forwarded to DOE at the time. 9/12/99) According to-SA-hc invariably
kept LANL’s Director of International Technology, Danny Stillman, apprised of

investigations at LANL. (Id.) According to Stillman, he was not aware of sccurity
concerns raised by the interview of Lee, and he did not s the FBI LHM closing the
investigation. (Stillman 1/24/00) Stillman said that such LHMS would not have gone to
him, but to DOE’s Albuquerque Operations Office. (Id) did not know
what DOR Headquarters or LANL were told about the ons Lee had made during

| his%ews._ﬁlﬁ”)

’398Y Kear did not recall being bricfed on the Lec investigation. (Ketr 12/20/99)
He said that he never saws copy of the FBI LHM closing the investigation. ad) -

348 According to a January 25, 1983 memorandum from FBI Albuquerque to
Headquarters, “{oJoordination has been established with appropriate individuals at thc.
(DOE], Albuquerque Operations Office; and the Laboratory pecsonnel involved with
seourity.” (AQI03072) According to the memorandum, Keer wanted “to lmit =

* knowledge of the facts of this matter o the peopls briefed to date and at this point docs
\,\ ot desire other individuals be briefed, tnoludmg_ofmis office at LANL:
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information was insufficient to warrant moving Lee from his position at LANL. (AQI

03072) DOE and LANL agreed to request a background re-investigation in part to
b\ further the investigation of Lece's contac (I1d.) DOE produced.a “damage

assessment” concerning Wen Ho Lee’s access to classified information. (AQI 03125)

Moreover, former LLNL and then
o the LLNL director, was present during the interview of Lee when he was

¥ confronted wi SF 00077) Thus, at léast, knew
d L’s director and LANL
ity personnel were also a
H (SF 00072) LANL officials were also aware that
was to take a polygraph concerning his oontam— (SF 00073)

U)
There is no written record, however, that the FBI formally notified DOE

or LANL of material derogatory information uncovered during the investigation,
including four key pieces of information that might have affected Lee’s clearance:

b\ and provi
answers only when confronted with irrefutable evidence (i.e., the FBI's
awareness of his phone or when faced with a polygraph.

% g

- oD

- =S To be sure, certain individuals within DOE or LANL were sufficieatly
aware of the investigation that it may be presumed that they received addit.ional
information from the FBI through informal briefings. Nevertheless, there is no record

(1d.; see also FBI 01717)




that this was done, nor that the information was reported back to DOE Headquarters.>*

ffb‘ In a matter of this importance — where a LANL scientist with access to nuclear weapons
bb y1C  information ' l bi
! and bis contacts
~ FBI Headquarters should have

formally notified DOE Headquarters when it closed its investigation, so that appropriate
action could have been taken.* '

’%f/m fact, according to a DOE report written in 1989, the report that DOE
Albuquerque’s Personnel Security Branch received from the FBI in June 1983 was “free
of any significant derogatory information. (DOE 01583) Specifically, that there was a
“disparity in the polygraph results was not provided to DOE.” (Id,) “There was no
- mention of the on going criminal/intelligence investigation being conducted by the FBI
be b l regarding Lee.” (1d) chcrthcless,? at least, knew of the continuing FCI
“ P investigation of Lee since.parﬁcip i the subsequent interview of Lee by the FBL
(FBI 00070) Further, LANL officials were consulted after this interview concerning the
FBI's plan topolygraph Lee. (SF 00073) ‘

8 Given what DOE did do with the information when it was informed in 1989,
it is not at all clear what, if anything, DOE would have done conceming Lee’s clearance
if it had been informed in 1983. Nevestheless, this does not affect the-conclusion that the
FBI should have formally notified DOE of the derogatory information whea it closed its
investigationin 1984. - =~ e .

During the fall of 1997, Director Frech twice asked his staff whether DOE
had been notified of the carlier investigation and its results, (FBI 010635 FBI 12312)

f‘ﬁ The first time, Director Frech was given & brief description of fhe investigation, ‘
\\C including the faot hat The Director was told, } |
\)5, “Although the files do not show : Alamo§'was well aware of our .

investigation of LEE. Interrogation of Lec was done at the lab.” (FBI01062) The
second time the Dircctor asked about the notification of DOB, he was told that there were

o i 10 records showing any briefings by FBI Headquarters to DOR Headquarters, but that

LANL security personnel “were fully aware of the investigation and were aotively
involved in it™ (FBI 11630) The Dircotor was also told that after Lee passed @
! ‘polygraph, FBI Albuquerque olosed its investigation “and advised DOE and the lab of
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M In September 1988, the Office of Personnel Management (“OPM”) conducted
a routine National Agency Check (“NAC") re-investigation of Lee. (DOE 01585) As a
result of the NAC, DOE Albuquerque's Personnel Security Branch received classified
FBI reports concerning the FCI investigation of Lee. (Id.; see also Kirby 12/26799)
What DOE received, apparently, was the entire cighteen page March 12, 1984 FBI
memorandum to close the investigation, which included the various 302s of interviews
with Lee. (DOE 01603; FBI 19314) This DOE report asserts that DOE received this
information for the first time on August 30, 1989.% (DOE 01585)

' According to a September 7, 1989 review of these FBI materials, it was not
clear to the DOE reviewer whether the FBI investigation involving Lee had been closed.

(u
£8) Due to the ambiguity of the available FBI report, a

determination can not be made at this time regarding whether

Lee has been compromised. Expeditious effort should be
made to obtain from the FBI all outstanding reports in the

case and their final assessment of Lee.

(DOE 01592)

dlcmuls. (FBI 01100) 'maeisnobasw.howcvet.tooonoludeﬂmtﬂledaogamy
'infonnaﬁondma’bedabovcwasfonnaﬂyoommnniemdtoboa ,

1999to answer questions from
ed to notify DOE of the Lee
of the FBI's intecviews

discussed abpve,

A DOB chironology prepared imAptil
Senator Domenioi’s office asserts that until 1989 the FBL

investigation itself, of its predication involving Lee’s
of Lee, or of the fact that Lec was polygraphed. (DOB 0
LANL's r and scourity personnel knew ofﬂmefaccs

m .
)OPM transmittal doouments from DOB's files, however, show that DOE
reocived these FBI reports at least as carly as January 1989. (DOE 01600) '




| Do€
be,LIC purther, it appears that no one thought to look for the file unti

g
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P bo€ forwarded did not recall ever having seen the file.

|

6y OPECreT

£87 The DOE reviewer recommended that DOE obtain the FBI's investigative

and polygraph reports conceming the Lee investigation and that DOE investigate
whether Lee had been compromised or was vulnerable to compromise. (DOE 01583)
The reviewer's supervisor agreed but said “we’ll need [DOE] Headquarters help in this

case.” (DOE 01583)

U ,
On October 11, 1989, DOE Albuquerque’s Personnel Security Brarich
forwarded Lee’s personnel security file to DOE’s Office of Security and Safeguards

Headquarters in Germantown, Maryland, secking its assistance in obtaining all

outstanding FBI reports and polygraph results. (DOE 00203) Evideatly, however, the

file was lost once it arrived at DOE" (DOE 00202; %mo) |
1992, when OPM

began the process for a background re-investigation of Lee.>* (Id.)

Q)

187 As of December 1992, the file had still not been found at DOE* A
reconstructed file contained enough information for DOE to conclude that it should
suggest that the FBI conduct a re-investigation of Lee. (DOE 00509)

% Specific questions need to be addressed during the
reinvestigation, i.c., has there beea any other contact with
foreign nationals since 1983, any further distribution of
information to unauthorized recipieats, exteat and purpose of
foreign travel since 1983, and if thege has beén any farther
contact with foreign controlled organizations.

-

(] . - |
‘Those &t DOE in 1989 to whom the file ultimately should have been
1/11/00; (R 121/00)

bb b7C
In April 1993, OPM completed its re-investigation of Lee, with

" “inconcfustve results™ resulting from substantial issues raised by a national agency cheok
oftho FBL (DOR00463) - |
¥(U) It was found at DOE in May 1993. (DOE 00199)
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(Id.) This suggestion was not pursued.* On June 21, 1993, a DOE reviewer
reccommended that Lee’s “Q” clearance be continued. (DOE 00460)

C. (U) Conclusion

(&AL The FBI handled the 1982-1984 full investigation of Wen Ho Le¢ in a
professional, competent and aggressive manner, It must be noted, however, fhat the L
!

bi

u) ‘
“/g% In June 1993, a DOE reviewer would note that the 1983 investigation had

been “satisfactorily resolved by the FBI” and “{t]here is no type of information in
subject’s file at this time that would result in any further action on our part, regarding this

| inthigag;m.” (DOR 00459-60) |
‘XS)) és DOE Albuquerque explained loi;g after the fact, in May 1999:
W

{8) Inthe absence of a response to our Angust 6, 1992
_.memorandum [to DOE Headquarters] . . . the reinvestigation
evaluation was based upon the 1993 [OPM] icinvestigation
report, which included the two classified FBI reports (1983
and 1984) that the OPM had originally seat to us as part of
. the FY 1989 reinvestigation. The 1993 iavestigation _ o
cvaluation did not reflect any new unresolved issues, and the
FBI reports, alone, indicate that a review of the polygraph
cxamination revealed “non-deception” to relevant questions.
On that basis, the “Q" access authorization was continued

without further action.
(DOR 00178)
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Given the events of 1994-1999, and all the acuity that comes with hindsight,
the most significant consequence of the FBI's 1982-1984 investigation of Lee may well
be the FBI's failure to formally and fully advise DOE of derogatory information derived
from that investigation. It is possible, but no more than just possible, that DOE in light
of that information would have revoked Lee's security clearance, which would have
cffectively resulted in Lee’s termination. :

(U) That would have made a difference.

MW




