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period after Royer acknowledged that he told Elgindy “a little
bit” about the investigation, which strongly suggest that Elgindy
was attempting to flee the United States to avoid prosecution.

2s previously noted, after learning about the
investigation, Elgindy traveled to Lebanon, engaged in deception
to hide his travel from his Probaticn Officer, created a company
that listed on a tax document its beneficial owner (presumably
Elgindy) as a resident of Lebanon, bought an apartment in
Lebanon, opened a bank account in Lebanon, transferred
approximately $650,000 to Lebanon, attempted to set up a direct-
deposit mechanism to route a portion of his Internet profits to
Lebanon, and planned another trip to Lebanon while hiding his
intentions from his Probation Officer. While the Court has noted
recently and in the past that it has some doubts about the
evidence of Elgindy’s flight preparations, significant additional
evidence has been developed since the detention hearings,
including Elgindy’s question to Royer concerning Elgindy’s chance
of success and consequences if Elgindy “just fled the country.”
Since the detention hearing, the government also discovered chat
logs which irrefutably show that Elgindy intended to travel to
Lebanon in October 2001 prior to departing for Egypt, which
directly contradicts Elgindy’s position on the issue at the
hearing. Finally, since the detention hearing, Elgindy engaged
in additional acts that can reasonably interpreted as further
flight preparation, including traveling without authorization,
under an assumed identity, with significant amounts of cash,
jewelry and several cell phones registered in the names of

others.

Therefore, the government’s obstruction evidence is
more than sufficient to sustain a conviction in this matter, and
as a grand jury has returned a proper indictment, the government
has the right to a trial on the charges that have been brought.
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Conclusion
Based on all of the foregoing, the government

respectfully reguested that the Court rule that the 8/ll-related
evidence is admissible at the upcoming trial.
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