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AndersonAO
Sticky Note
The B3 cold room in
Bldg 1425  entry here is not in Bruce Ivins' handwriting, and Room 115, Bldg 1412 was in this position in the original 22 Oct 97 RMR form. 
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Sticky Note
From B. anthracis, Ames Strain, Ames, Iowa originally stretched across to beneath the space where storage information was placed. At the same time Rm 115 was changed to B3 cold room, this information was grouped together but it is not in Bruce Ivins's Handwriting.
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Bacillus anthracis Ames strains - Ivins Laboratory

1. Original agar slant obtained in 1981 from Texas, 255414B. This is the oldest
isolate of the Ames strain here at USAMRIID. It was not given a numerical
designation because it was believed that the strain would be taken and put into
the FBI repository.

2. Ames strain primary subculture from 1985, Bruce Ivins. Numerical designation
= 7800a.

3. Ames strain subculture, July 1991, Perry Mikesell. From Greg Knudson's stock
culture (approximately 1985). Numerical designation = 7800b.

4. Fermentor-produced Ames spores from Dugway Proving Ground in 1997, Dan
Martin. Numerical designation = 7737.

5. Multiple-batch lot produced at USAMRIID from 11/20/95 to 11/18/96, Bruce
lvins and Pat Fellows. Designation = Reference Material 1030. Only about 1 ml
left.

6. Lot made by Mara Linscott, 7/25/97. Numerical Designation = 7739a.

7. Lot made by Kristie Friend, 12/8/99. Numerical Designation = 7739b.

8. Lot made by Kristie Friend, 3/28/01. Numerical Designation = 7739c.



(v~ Sorsece N W Ame Docomen'is

————— Original Message-----

From: Jlligess, Gegess, Y Dr USAMRIID

Sent: Thursday, August 21, 2008 4:42 PM

To: Smmpesimgeeesmm® COL USAMRIID

Subject: RE: RMR1029 GLP Archives in Reg Studies (UNCLASSIFIED)
Sensitivity: Confidential

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Another thought. Please don't refer my name to anybody involved in the
investigation. Thanks.

Articles of Washington Post (8/19/2008, 8/20/2008) said that RMR-1029
was a blend of spores from dozens of batches made at Fort Detrick and
at Dugway Proving Ground in Utah. The genetic analysis linked the RMR-
1029 to the letters because it was identified as a mix of normal
anthrax cells and four mutated varieties, or genetic oddballs, which
match the powder in the letter.

The information kept in ORS recorded that Dugway Proving Ground was the
supplier of the RMR-1029, plus some cells made at Bacteriology
Division, or mixed with USAMRIID cells in 1997 (not 2001)
ugfhhefJ

The USAMRIID cells in RMR-1029 were the same type of cells of RMR-1030,
which could be verified from experiment notebooks.

Record also described that the RMR-1030 was a mixture of batches of
anthrax cells all made at Bac Div.

If the sample that Dr Ivins submitted to FBI in April was RMR-1030, it
was already confirmed by FBI that it did not match the genetic evidence
in the letter.

That means, the cells made in USAMRIID did not include the four genetic
mutants.

Therefore, the mutated cells in RMR-1029 (a mixture) would only come
from the spores provided by Dugway Proving Ground ~-- the original
source of the genetic evidence markers.

If the sample that Bruce submitted in April was not RMR-1030, but it
can be analyzed with the same genetic analysis now, the result will be
a much convincible evidence for the investigation.

From: imi - Y Dr USAMRIID

Sent: Wednesday, August 20, 2008 11:20 AM

To: soormazi-o o . USAMRIID; SHsfemmai@slic P COL USAMRIID
Subject: RE RMR1029 GLP Archives in Reg Studies (UNCLASSIFIED)
Sensitivity: Confidentia
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I saw yesterday's newspaper (The Frederick News-Post) said that Dr.
Bruce Ivins submitted two sets of samples to the FBI in Feb and April
2002. The first sample was identified as RMR1029, which did not meet
the standards of evidence and was destroyed by FBI. Then Bruce
submitted another set in April. The second sample did not match
RMR1029. The head of the FBI lab said he couldn't explain why Bruce
would submit one sample of anthrax matching RMR1029, then later
submitted a sample that did not match. FBI cited Bruce as a suspect
since he did not cooperate with FBI and attempted to confuse the
investigation by submitting false samples. The Reference Material
Receipt Records kept in ORS may easily explain why and clear Bruce up
from this point.

The records kept in ORS indicated that Bruce received and recorded 3
lots of anthrax spores in 1997. RMR stands for Reference Material
Record.

1. One was RMR1028 described as B. anthracis Vollum 1B spores, original
from Michigan Health Dept and received in 81 vials and used as
standards for something.

2. The second one was RMR1029 received in October 1997.

3. The following week, he received another lot of anthrax spores---
RMR1030, which was kept in more than 50 individual tubes when he
received.

Both RMR1029 and RMR1030 were recorded as Bacillus anthracis Ames
Spores, from B. anthracis Ames strain, Ames Iowa, but from different
preparations and had different concentrations. I guess, in Feb 2002,
Bruce gave FBI RMR1029 aliquoted from a flask without any intention to
hide evidence. Unfortunately, the sample did not meet FBI's standards
for evidence and was destroyed. Then FBI asked for another sample. The
three lots of anthrax spores were used in Bruce's lab and both RMR1029
and RMR1030 had the same name: anthrax Ames spores.

Since the aliquot of RMR1029 did not meet the standards, Bruce might
pick up one or more vials (I don't know how many, just guess) from
RMR1028 or RMR1030 and submitted to FBI since these lots of anthrax
liquid were already kept separately in individual tubes. Bruce
submitted the second anthrax spores used in his lab by request in April
but might pick from a different lot other than RMR1029. If he submitted
RMR1028, of course, it was different strain. If he submitted RMR1030,
even with the same name, the DNA might be different since the
preparation and source was different (I guess). I don't think at that
time Bruce understood the DNA difference between these two lots.
Regardless the second sample from which lot, the conviction that Bruce
purposely submitted false sample to confuse the investigation was not
convinced. Also these records show that Bruce did not keep a so-called
secret (Ames strain was used in his 1lab) for half year. As early as in
1997, when these samples were received, Bruce recorded them correctly.

This E-mail is FYI only. Thanks.
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----- Original Message-----

From: gimpmmeshamstoiss==a80l. USAMRIID

Sent: Friday, August 08, 2008 5:59 PM

To: Smmsesmessreiagag@O]. USAMRIID

Subject: RE: RMR1029 GLP Archives in Reg Studies (UNCLASSIFIED)
Sensitivity: Confidential

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Qe

We have a preservation of evidence order and this qualifies.
Keep it there now, but we will move items into the classified room
safe.

————— Original Message-----

From: (iiissssesscesgt=, COL USAMRIID

Sent: Friday, August 08, 2008 7:05 AM

To: Sty Ti—b-COL USAMRIID

Subject: RMR1029 GLP Archives in Reg Studies (UNCLASSIFIED)
Importance: High

Sensitivity: Confidential

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE

Sir,

S called me from his leave to say that Reg Studies has a file
containing information regarding RMR1029. Reg Studies has an inventory
tracking system for reference material that was used in GLP studies.

He says this file has not been reviewed by others outside of Reg
Studies.

Just wanted you to know. @@ had @SSSEC"E0E ArpigEss lock the file up in
a secure place. If you wish to take the file into your possession
please let me know and I will have Cimps bring the file to your
office.

v/r

gl





