






  
  
 

ATTACHMENT A 
 

Instructions and Definitions:  

1. This subpoena is issued pursuant to Rule 45 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 
and not pursuant to a request for records under the Freedom of Information Act 
(“FOIA”), and all documents specified below are required to be produced as required 
by Rule 45.  

2. Each document responsive to this subpoena shall be produced in its entirety, with all 
non-identical copies and drafts, and without abbreviation or redaction, subject only to 
credible assertions of privileges recognized under the common law.  

3. With respect to any document withheld or redacted based on an assertion of common 
law privilege, a privilege log shall be provided. The privilege log shall provide 
information sufficient to evaluate the basis of any asserted privilege, including but not 
limited to: (a) the (a) type of document; (b) date of document; (c) author; (d) 
recipient; (e) general subject matter of the document; and (f) basis for withholding 
production of the document or any portion of the document.    

4. No document responsive to this subpoena shall be withheld or redacted pursuant to 
FOIA exemptions.  

5. As used herein, the following terms are defined as follows: 

A. The term “9/11 Review Commission Report” shall mean the March 2015 
report of the 9/11 Review Commission, The FBI: Protecting the 
Homeland in the 21st Century, attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

B. The term “PENTTBOM” shall mean the Pentagon/Twin Towers Bombing 
Investigation referenced at pp. 101-103 of the 9/11 Review Commission 
Report.  

C. The term “2012 FBI Summary Report” shall mean the report referenced at 
footnote 330 of the 9/11 Review Commission Report, a redacted copy of 
which is attached hereto as Exhibit B. 
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Documents To Be Produced: 

1. Any and all records referring or relating to Omar al Bayoumi, Fahad al Thumairy, 
Mohdhar Abdullah, Omar Abdi Mohamed,1 Khalid Sowailem, the King Fahd Mosque, or 
the Western Somali Relief Agency; 

2. Any and all PENTTBOM records referring or relating to Omar al Bayoumi, Fahad al 
Thumairy, Mohdhar Abdullah, Omar Abdi Mohamed, Khalid Sowailem, the King Fahd 
Mosque, or the Western Somali Relief Agency; 

3. Any and all communication records (including but not limited to phone, email and fax) 
and financial and banking records of Khalid al Mihdhar, Nawaf al Hazmi, and Anwar al 
Aulaqi (prior to and on September 11, 2001). 

4. Any and all records referring or relating to the work and investigation of the 
PENTTBOM subfile team, as referenced on pp. 101-103 of the 9/11 Review Commission 
Report; 

5. The 2012 FBI Summary Report; 

6. Any and all records referring or relating to any person(s) referenced in the 2012 FBI 
Summary Report as “subjects” of the investigation described in that report;  

7. Any and all records referring or relating to the person(s) “who tasked al-Thumairy and al-
Bayoumi with assisting the hijackers,” according to the 2012 FBI Summary Report; 

8. The Joint FBI-CIA Intelligence report assessing the nature and extent of Saudi 
government support for terrorism, prepared and submitted in accordance with the 
Intelligence Authorization Act for FY 2004, Classified Annex S. 1025 / S. Report 108-
44; and 

9. The September 1, 2005 letter from Robert Mueller and Porter Goss to Senator Pat 
Roberts, enclosing the Joint FBI-CIA Intelligence report assessing the nature and extent 
of Saudi government support for terrorism, prepared and submitted in accordance with 
the Intelligence Authorization Act for FY 2004, Classified Annex S. 1025 / S. Report 
108-44. 

                                                 
1 Omar Abdi Mohamed refers to the individual also known as Omar Khadiib, Omar Khatiib, 
and/or Omar Abdo al-Khatib, as referenced in the Department of the Treasury United States 
Customs Service Report of Investigation regarding Mohamed, Omar Abdi in case no. 
SD32CI04SD0015 and the Government’s brief filed before the United States Department of 
Justice Executive Office for Immigration Review Immigration Court in In the Matter of: Omar 
Abdi Mohamed, File No. A44 917 640. Copies of the documents referencing the subject 
individual are attached hereto as Exhibits C and D, respectively.   
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10. The November 2004 U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Inspector General report titled 
“A Review of the FBI’s Handling of Intelligence Information Related to the September 
11 Attacks (November 2004),” a redacted copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit E. 
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