
STATEMENT OF FACTS 

INTRODUCTION 

1. This affidavit concerns materially false statements made by Nikki FLORIS and Bradley 

BENAVIDES to the U.S. House of Representatives Committee on the Judiciary in 

connection with an authorized Congressional investigation into, among other things, the 

Foreign Influence Task Force’s (FITF’s) involvement in the FBI’s various investigations 

into the then-President’s son, Hunter Biden.  During the Committee’s investigation, 

Congressional investigators sought information concerning FLORIS’s and BENAVIDES’s 

knowledge of and involvement in the investigations into Hunter Biden. On July 19, 2023, 

FLORIS, and on September 28, 2023, BENAVIDES, knowingly and willfully provided 

materially false information about their awareness of and involvement in the FBI’s 

investigations into Hunter Biden. As detailed below, those statements were contradicted by 

documentary evidence, communications, and witness accounts and concerned matters 

directly relevant to the congressional investigation.   

2. The evidence further establishes probable cause to believe that FLORIS and BENAVIDES 

made these statements for the purpose of concealing FITF’s engagement with and 

communications about the Hunter Biden investigations and impeding the congressional 

investigation. Accordingly, there is probable cause to believe that FLORIS and 

BENAVIDES violated 18 U.S.C. § 1001(a)(2), by knowingly and willfully making 

materially false statements in a matter within the jurisdiction of the legislative branch. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVESTIGATIONS INTO HUNTER BIDEN 

3. By late 2019, the FBI’s Baltimore Field Office was investigating Hunter Biden for tax and 

money-laundering offenses.  “Sportsman” was the FBI’s code name for Hunter Biden.  
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During the course of the investigations into Hunter Biden, there was oversight by FBI 

headquarter units, including the FITF and the Criminal Investigative Division (also known 

as the FBI Criminal Division, or the CID).  The purpose of this oversight was to ensure the 

deconfliction of information related to the ongoing investigations and the dissemination of 

key case information to FBI leadership.  As part of this oversight, the primary conduit 

between CID and the FITF was an FBI CID Unit Chief herein referred to as FBI Employee 

1.  The FBI interviewed FBI Employee 1 in October 2026.  During that interview, FBI 

Employee 1 confirmed that FLORIS and BENAVIDES were involved in, had discussions 

about, and had awareness of the Hunter Biden investigations.   

4. FBI Baltimore obtained the contents of Hunter Biden’s laptop on December 9, 2019, from 

a computer repair shop where Hunter Biden had left it and subsequently searched it as part 

of its investigations.  See infra ¶ 18.  At a subsequent meeting in October 2020, FBI 

Employee 1 confirmed with BENAVIDES and other members of the FITF that the FBI had 

obtained the contents of the laptop, that the laptop belonged to Hunter Biden, and that it 

related to the investigations into him.   

5. According to a subsequent analysis by the Office of Director of National Intelligence 

(ODNI), in 2019 the FITF informally formed a group of analysts to work on a project later 

known as “Round River.”  According to that analysis, the group collected derogatory 

informant reporting on, among other things, Hunter Biden, to flag the reporting as Russian 

disinformation.  According to an October 2026 interview of FBI Employee 1, when FBI 

Employee 1 was read in on the Round River project, he was told that the inquiry focused 

in large part on the Hunter Biden investigations and the potential for Russian 
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disinformation.  The initial interim report—which included the operational plan for Round 

River—was approved by FLORIS and BENAVIDES.   

FLORIS’S AND BENAVIDES’S ENGAGEMENT WITH THE HUNTER BIDEN 

INVESTIGATIONS 

6. FLORIS and BENAVIDES are former FBI officials.  FLORIS served as the Deputy 

Assistant Director and functional head of FITF from mid-2019 through mid-2022.  

BENAVIDES served as the Section Chief of FITF from mid-2019 through the 2020 

election.  Although FITF was originally focused on combating foreign influence by Russia, 

its scope expanded to include foreign influence by other nation-state actors.  As FITF’s 

scope expanded in the leadup to the 2020 election, so did its size.  In the beginning, FITF 

was a small task force focused on Russia.  In mid-2019, it became a standalone section 

with its own section chief—BENAVIDES.  FITF—led by FLORIS and BENAVIDES—

was tasked by the FBI with securing the 2020 election from foreign malign actors.  FITF 

was disbanded in 2025.   

7. As described in detail below, witness accounts and contemporaneous documents from 

December 2019 through September 2021 show that FLORIS and BENAVIDES knew about 

and were actively involved in the FBI’s investigations of Hunter Biden.  FITF hosted 

classified briefings for the agents and prosecutors on the Hunter Biden case in which 

FLORIS and BENAVIDES were active participants.  In October 2020, both FLORIS and 

BENAVIDES worked on the FBI’s internal and Congressional responses to reporting on 

the FBI’s receipt of Hunter Biden’s laptop, with FLORIS receiving, discussing, and passing 

along updates on the investigations through late 2021.   

8. Hunter Biden was a recurring subject at FITF in briefings, emails, instant messages, and 

meetings, including internal discussion of whether information about him was Russian 
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disinformation. According to an October 2026 interview of FBI Employee 1—who 

oversaw the Hunter Biden investigations for the FBI’s Criminal Division—personnel at 

FITF including FLORIS and BENAVIDES were in frequent communication with the 

Hunter Biden case teams.  Information flowed in both directions; the case team would send 

FITF updates on their investigations and FITF would send information to the case team 

that FITF saw as relevant.  According to an October 2026 interview of an FBI Baltimore 

Assistant Special Agent in Charge (ASAC), herein referred to as FBI Employee 2, the FBI 

Baltimore Field Office brought the FITF into their investigations of Hunter Biden.  FBI 

Employee 2 confirmed that FLORIS, BENAVIDES, and other members of the FITF had 

knowledge and awareness of their investigations and details of their investigations, 

including in relation to Hunter Biden’s laptop.   

9. FLORIS and BENAVIDES were at the center of FITF’s interactions with the Hunter Biden 

case teams.  The following are some of the most pertinent examples, although they are not 

intended to be exhaustive. 

10. On August 14, 2020, FITF requested and held a follow-up call with the Hunter Biden 

investigative team “to review/discuss the script for the defensive brief and discuss other 

relevant topics.”  A defensive briefing is a proactive, private security or counterintelligence 

awareness meeting aimed at protecting an individual from foreign influence or espionage.  

Ex. 1 (Transcribed Interview of Nikki Floris Before the H. Comm. on the Judiciary, 118th 

Cong. 25:3–9, 26:20–24 (July 19, 2023) (“Floris Tr.”)).  In this context, a primary goal of 

a defensive briefing is to warn the recipient of the brief that he or she may have been the 

subject of foreign disinformation.  The Baltimore FBI Special Agent in Charge (SAC), FBI 

Employee 2, the case agents, and three Assistant United States Attorneys from the District 

Case 1:26-mj-00185-MJS     Document 1-1     Filed 10/20/26     Page 4 of 27



of Delaware, including the Criminal Chief, attended.  The FBI officials who presented the 

classified material included FLORIS and BENAVIDES.  After the presentation, the case 

team “raised no objections to the proposed defensive briefings” and asked FITF to run full 

intelligence-community traces on Hunter Biden and Hunter Biden’s companies, to which 

the FITF agreed.  It is unclear to whom the defensive briefings were to be directed.   

 

 

Case 1:26-mj-00185-MJS     Document 1-1     Filed 10/20/26     Page 5 of 27



 

11. After this call, FLORIS messaged the CID Public Corruption Unit Section Chief that she 

“had a cool call with baltimore and USAO.”  She then said “looks like it’s a yes to 

defensively briefing the folks.” Only four days later, on August 18, 2020, BENAVIDES 

approved the opening of the Type 3 assessment under which Round River operated.  A Type 

3 assessment is used to identify, obtain, and use information about potential federal 

criminal activities or national security threats. 

12. On September 23, 2020, FLORIS circulated a report written by United States Senators 

Charles Grassley and Ron Johnson, described below starting in paragraph 21.  The report 

detailed millions of dollars in questionable financial transactions between Hunter Biden 

and his associates and foreign individuals.  The morning the Johnson/Grassley report was 

released, FLORIS circulated it to multiple people within the FBI.  She instant messaged 

the CID Public Corruption Unit Section Chief: “johnson/grassley report on ukraine 

dropped this am.”  She also emailed a link to the report to BENAVIDES with the subject 

“Ukraine report,” writing: “Just dropped this am.”  She emailed the CID Public Corruption 

Unit Section Chief the same link.  Because the report was long, FLORIS also included a 

summary that referenced an alleged $7 million bribe paid by the founder of Burisma, a 
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Ukrainian natural gas producer, to officials serving under Ukraine prosecutor general 

Vitaly Yarema while Hunter Biden served on Burisma’s board.   

 

 

13. On September 24, 2020, an FBI Section Chief emailed FLORIS, copying BENAVIDES, 

to set up a meeting on the Round River white paper.  The Section Chief said the team was 

weighing which informants to close as sources and was “brainstorming on how we can 

utilize the network to send information of our choosing back upstream.”  FLORIS replied 
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that she was “[l]ooking forward to the conversation!”  She then hosted a “Round River Pre-

Brief” in her office. The next day, September 25, 2020, the Round River Initial Interim 

Report went to Counterintelligence Division executive management.  The report lists both 

BENAVIDES and FLORIS among the eight officials who reviewed and approved it.  FBI 

Employee 1 confirmed during an October 2026 interview that Round River was aimed at, 

among other things, scrutinizing informant intelligence relating to the Hunter Biden 

investigations as potential disinformation.    

14. On October 14, 2020, the New York Post published its story on the Hunter Biden laptop, 

and both FLORIS and BENAVIDES assisted with the FBI’s response to press inquiries the 

same day.  FLORIS and BENAVIDES received an email from the FBI Cyber Division with 

the subject “Ny post… morning answer?” and a question about whether the FBI had the 

laptop.  The Office of Congressional Affairs also sent them and a FITF Unit Chief, FBI 

Employee 3, an email titled “SSCI Request – Hunter Biden Laptop.”  FLORIS answered 

that “CID is point on this matter” and copied Criminal Division (CID) management.  A 

Director’s Office media coordinator told BENAVIDES that at a tech-industry call that day, 

“most of the questions were about the news reports about a laptop and Burisma.”  When a 

FITF Unit Chief [FBI Employee 4] asked BENAVIDES whether FITF was tracking the 

laptop coverage, he replied: “Indeed...I’ve spoken to [initials of FBI Employee 1],” and “I 

would love to know if a copy exists, and was it provided to anyone…[initials of FBI 

Employee 1] did not know.”   
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15. In the context of discussing the Hunter Biden laptop on October 14, 2020, BENAVIDES’s 

Unit Chief, FBI Employee 3, emailed that he was “[o]n with Twitter now,” referring to the 

Hunter Biden laptop story.  FBI Employee 4 later provided a transcribed interview to the 

House Judiciary Committee during which she was admonished that false testimony could 

be prosecuted under 18 U.S.C. § 1001.  During that testimony, she said the following:  

Q. When the information was relayed to you following the 

Twitter call that the first agent had said the laptop was real, 

just to clarify, you knew prior to that conversation that the 

laptop was real.  Is that correct? 

A. I did, yes.   

Q. But you don’t recall when approximately you learned?  

A. I don’t, sorry. 

Q.  Sitting here today, do you know when the FBI first 

determined that the laptop was real? 

A. I don’t.  I know that there is some information in the public 

record regarding when the FBI acquired the laptop, but I 

don’t, sitting here, remember that date. 

Q. Do you know who else at FITF knew that the laptop was 

real? 

A. I don’t actually.  I would assume both my – yes, I would 

certainly say that Brad Benavides was aware.   

16. The next day, on October 15, 2020, a FITF Assistant Section Chief, FBI Employee 5, told 

FLORIS that the criminal case was “being run out of CID, Branch II, Financial Crimes 

Section ([FBI Employee 6]).”  FLORIS replied that she needed to know “if i can confirm 

FBI in possession of laptop, as i believe the property receipt is in open source.”  She added 

that the “logical follow on question” would be what the FBI was doing with it.  That 

evening, FLORIS forwarded a reporter’s message about the seized laptop to FBI executive 

leadership and BENAVIDES.  In that message, the reporter stated that NBC News “is going 
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to report that the FBI is investigating whether the emails and other materials published by 

the New York Post are linked to a foreign intelligence operation designed to interfere in the 

election[,] [a]nd that’s the reason the laptop and hard drive were seized by the FBI.”   

17. On October 16, 2020, BENAVIDES wrote, and FLORIS approved, additions to the FBI 

Director’s talking points on the laptop for his call with Senator Mark Warner.  The Office 

of Congressional Affairs’ draft stated: “The most I can say is that the FBI is in possession 

of an item that we lawfully seized.”  BENAVIDES responded “This is good…you could 

add another if asked: Is the information we’re seeing in the press about a laptop containing 

emails associated with Hunter Biden part of a Russia disinformation effort?  I can see from 

the perspective of anyone consuming this story that they could be concerned this is a Russia 

disinformation effort similar to what the FBI, ODNI, and other agencies have warned 

against; however, the FBI has not made that determination in this specific instance and as 

I stated before, I won’t comment on investigations or investigative actions.”  He then wrote 

“Nikki, thoughts???”  FLORIS responded “Looks good!” 

 

Case 1:26-mj-00185-MJS     Document 1-1     Filed 10/20/26     Page 10 of 27



 

18. The same day, BENAVIDES asked the Hunter Biden case team for specifics on the laptop 

that he already knew existed.  BENAVIDES messaged FBI Employee 2 (one line is a 

separate conversation with another FBI employee redacted for clarity):  

 

19. An October 2026 interview with FBI Employee 2 confirmed that he was skeptical about 

why BENAVIDES was seeking this information.   

20. On October 22, 2020, BENAVIDES sent an Outlook meeting invitation to FBI Employee 

1—of the FBI’s Criminal Division—entitled “To Discuss Laptop,” which FBI Employee 1 

accepted.  They met in person at FBI headquarters.  During the meeting, BENAVIDES, 

FBI Employee 1, and others discussed the Hunter Biden laptop in detail, including the 

source of the laptop and the contents of it.  Per an October 2026 interview with FBI 

Employee 1, FBI Employee 1 made clear during the meeting that the FBI was in possession 

of the contents of the laptop, that the laptop belonged to Hunter Biden, and that evidence 

relating to the Hunter Biden investigations was on the laptop.  On October 27, 2020, 
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BENAVIDES was copied on an email chain titled “FBI Baltimore: Hunter Biden 

Information.”  In that chain, DOJ’s Public Integrity Section noted that it was “looping in 

FBI/FITF and [the National Security Division].”  

 

21. After the November 2020 election, BENAVIDES departed FITF, but FLORIS remained 

engaged with the Hunter Biden investigations.  On December 21, 2020, FBI Employee 2 

sent FLORIS a report about an escort that Hunter Biden had failed to pay for sex.  The 

report included allegations that she had been threatened by Hunter Biden, among others.  

In the email to FLORIS, FBI Employee 2 wrote: “Nikki – For info of FITF, the financial 

transaction noted in the complaint was verified by the investigative team.”  FLORIS 

forwarded the email to FBI Employee 5, adding “Per our chat last week.” 
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22. Throughout 2021, Hunter Biden remained a regular topic between FLORIS and her FITF 

subordinates.  On February 19, 2021, FBI Employee 4 asked FLORIS: “Do you want to 

chat Sportsman today?”  On February 25, 2021, FLORIS forwarded the “Sportman [sic] 

one pager” prepared for the Deputy Director to FBI Employee 3 and FBI Employee 5.  On 

March 4, 2021, FBI Employee 4 asked: “Can [FBI Employee 5] and I pop down and talk 

about that reporting and Sportsman?”  The same day, FLORIS wrote to FBI Employee 5 

saying “[FBI Employee 4] mentioned needing to chat about sportsman?” and they agreed 

to meet.  On July 21, 2021, FLORIS told FBI Employee 4: “i have a sportsman update 

from CID.”  On September 9, 2021, FLORIS briefed the Assistant Director of the 

Counterintelligence Division on “potential obstruction charges on Gilliar . . . and 

SPORTSMAN” and passed along source reporting that “SPORTSMAN met with YE 

(chairman of CEFC [China Energy]) three times in 2017.”  On September 13, FBI 

Employee 4 updated her on specific investigative steps: “RE: SPORTSMAN – they will 

not be calling Gilliar until at least Wednesday.”   Gilliar refers to a former business associate 

of Hunter Biden who had a financial interest in CEFC China Energy.   

FLORIS’S AND BENAVIDES’S FALSE TESTIMONY TO CONGRESS 

23. In August 2019, Senator Charles Grassley and Senator Ron Johnson opened an 

investigation into potential conflicts of interest arising from the foreign business ventures 

of the family of then-Presidential candidate Joe Biden.  Ex. 2 (Transcribed Interview of 

Bradley Benavides Before the H. Comm. on the Judiciary, 118th Cong. 69:6–12 (Sept. 28, 

2023) (“Benavides Tr.”).  Those alleged conflicts of interest related to, among other things, 

Hunter Biden’s role on the board of Burisma.   
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24. On August 6, 2020, FLORIS and BENAVIDES provided two separate defensive briefings 

to Senators Grassley and Johnson related to intelligence coordinated through the ODNI.  

Floris Tr. 23:13–24:1.  During the briefings, FLORIS and BENAVIDES focused on 

potential Russian disinformation.  Floris Tr. 28:20–29:6.  When the House Judiciary 

Committee asked for specifics on the content of the defensive briefs during her transcribed 

interview, FLORIS testified that she could not get into specifics because the contents of the 

briefing were not FBI information—she directed the Committee to the ODNI.  E.g., Floris 

Tr. 28:15–19, 29:13–15. 

25. On August 25, 2022, Senators Grassley and Johnson sent a letter to FLORIS and 

BENAVIDES requesting their appearance to testify regarding FITF and the defensive 

briefings.  The letter referenced previous attempts to obtain records and briefing 

appearances on August 12, 2020, May 3, 2021, July 25, 2022, and August 11, 2022.  

According to the Senators, they wanted to interview FLORIS and BENAVIDES “to explain 

the FBI’s interference in the senators’ Hunter Biden investigation.”   

26. To investigate the FBI’s handling of the Hunter Biden investigations and related issues, the 

House Judiciary Committee interviewed FLORIS and BENAVIDES on July 19, 2023, and 

September 28, 2023, respectively.  See Floris Tr. 3:2–4 (“Chairman Jordan has requested 

this interview as part of the committee’s oversight of the Federal Bureau of 

Investigation.”); Benavides Tr. 3:1–4 (interview requested “as part of the committee’s 

investigation of how and the extent to which the executive branch has coerced and colluded 

with companies and other intermediaries to censor speech”).  The FBI has since obtained 

information from a staffer who was involved in and present for the interviews of FLORIS 

and BENAVIDES.   
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27. On July 19, 2023, starting at around 10:00 a.m., FLORIS gave a transcribed interview to 

the House Judiciary Committee on the above issues.  The interview took place at the 

Rayburn House Office Building, which is located within the District of Columbia.  The 

interview focused on, among other things, FITF’s involvement—or lack thereof—in the 

FBI’s investigations into Hunter Biden.   

28. At the beginning of the interview, Committee staff informed FLORIS that there was “an 

official court reporter taking down everything we say to make a written record” and asked 

that she “answer . . . questions in the most complete and truthful manner as possible,” 

telling her that she should ask for clarification if needed.  Floris Tr. 4:12–25.  FLORIS also 

was warned that she was required to “answer questions from Congress truthfully,” 

including questions from staff.  Floris Tr. 5:7–12.  FLORIS acknowledged that she 

understood that “[w]itnesses that knowingly provide false testimony could be subject to 

criminal prosecution for making false statements under 18 U.S.C. Section 1001” and said 

there was no reason she could not provide truthful answers.  Floris Tr. 5:13–19.  Indeed, 

FLORIS later acknowledged the importance of being transparent with Congress.  She 

testified: 

But as I said several times in this discussion, I think it’s extremely 

important for us to lean in and be transparent with the elected 

officials.  It is our job.  The FBI is the action arm of the [intelligence 

community], and in my opinion, we owe it to our elected officials to 

be as forward-leaning as we can in sharing information explicit to 

them.  

Floris Tr. 149:6–9. 

29.  FLORIS testified about her role at FITF including that, as the head of FITF, she was the 

FBI’s election security lead for the 2020 Presidential election.  Floris Tr. 8:5–12.  She also 

testified that she understood what FITF was working on at any given time “for the most 
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part” and spoke with BENAVIDES on a daily basis.  Floris Tr. 11:14–18.  FLORIS then 

testified on a number of matters relevant to the Committee’s inquiries, as outlined below.   

30. FLORIS testified that her only involvement in the Johnson/Grassley defensive briefings 

was delivering a message on behalf of ODNI.  After testifying that she provided the 

briefings, Floris Tr. 23:18–24, she explained that any member of the intelligence 

community can nominate intelligence to be considered for defensive briefings, Floris Tr. 

24:19–23, 84:3–5.  She explained that when intelligence notifications take the form of 

private, defensive briefs, the notification comes from the FBI.  Floris Tr. 25:3–9.  That is, 

“even if it’s not FBI information, FBI was still the face and still the responsible entity for 

delivering that defensive briefing.”  Floris Tr. 25:8–9.  In this case, FLORIS testified that 

the FBI was not the nominating entity for the information, so she did not feel comfortable 

going into specifics on it.  Floris Tr. 84:5–10.  She explained that she “would defer to the 

ODNI” on specifics because “ODNI owns this whole process” and “ODNI took lead, just 

given their role, in drafting the script” for the defensive briefings.  Floris Tr. 27:4–10.  

FLORIS testified that FBI seldom made changes to the defensive briefing scripts, “unless 

there was like a glaring error or something.”  Floris Tr. 27:25–28:4.   

31. When asked specifically if the defensive briefing related to Hunter Biden, FLORIS testified 

that she could not “go into those specifics” because it was “not FBI information.”  Floris 

Tr. 29:7–15.  When asked if she was familiar with the Johnson/Grassley investigation into 

Hunter Biden, she said that she was not:  

Q. So are you familiar with Senator Grassley and Johnson’s 

joint efforts to investigate Hunter Biden’s overseas dealings 

and any potential connections to then-Vice President Biden? 

A. Not in any level of detail. 

Q.  But you’re familiar they were conducting this investigation? 
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A. Not at that time.  I know it now because it’s somewhat in the 

media, but that’s the extent of my knowledge.   

. . .  

Q.  Were you aware that in August 2019, Senators [sic] Chuck 

Grassley and Senator Ron Johnson opened an investigation 

into conflicts of interest involving the Biden family’s foreign 

business ventures while Joe Biden was Vice President? 

A. No. 

Q.  Have you since become aware of it? 

A. High level, mainly in this conversation. 

Q.  Does that investigation in any way relate to your role at the 

FBI? 

A. No.  

Q. Are you aware that upon concluding their investigation, the 

staff of the Senate Finance Committee and the Senate 

Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs Committee 

issued a report in September of 2020? 

A. No. 

. . .  

Q.  And to be clear, have you ever reviewed or seen this report 

prior to today? 

A. Not to my knowledge.   

Floris Tr. 32:10–16, 156:9–156:17, 157:23–24.   

32. FLORIS was asked repeatedly about her—and FITF’s—involvement in the FBI’s 

investigations into Hunter Biden.  In no uncertain terms, she testified that, to her 

knowledge, FITF had no involvement in the investigations or awareness thereof.  For 

example: 

Q. Did you have any involvement in the Hunter Biden 

investigation? 
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A. I did not.   

Floris Tr. 13:22–23.  She was asked repeatedly whether she was involved in any 

discussions at FITF about Hunter Biden whatsoever: 

Q.  Was there ever a discussion at the FITF about Hunter Biden? 

A.  No.  At least not with me.  And again, there’s a whole team 

below me, so whether or not conversations happened, I don’t 

know, but I personally did not have any conversations. 

Q.  Oh, yeah.  No, I understand people can interact and you don’t 

have personal knowledge of that.  But just so I drill a fine 

point on it, as you testified to us today, you have no personal 

knowledge of Hunter Biden ever being the subject of any 

discussion at the FITF while you ran that entity? 

A. Correct.   

Floris Tr. 43:2–10.   

33. FLORIS also was asked specifically about particular FBI investigations into Hunter Biden.  

She disclaimed involvement.  For example, when asked about a Daily Beast article that 

referenced Hunter Biden’s laptop, the following exchange occurred: 

Q. So they focus on this hard drive or the computer that Mr. 

Giuliani is supposed to be using to influence the election and 

they use his comments to say he was trying to influence the 

election and he is buddies with somebody in Ukraine.  So 

how long did the FBI have that laptop prior to the 2020 

election, do you know? 

A.  I don’t know.  I don’t know what laptop the article was 

referring to. 

Q. It’s the one that Hunter Biden left with—and it’s referred to 

in this article—with a computer repairman in Connecticut. 

A.  I—I don’t have any details about the laptop. 

. . .  

Q.  So let me—let me give you an example.  So—and I’m going 

to use the hypothetical that a Presidential candidate’s son has 

left a laptop in a repair shop, and on that laptop is incredibly 
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damaging material to the President’s—that Presidential 

candidate, or some would say it is damaging.  Comes into 

the hands of the FBI, and somebody else publicly says, 

you’ve got the laptop, it’s incredibly damaging, and the 

information is valid and good and belongs to this individual.  

Are you guys going to—what are you going to do at that 

point if that—with that laptop? 

A.  I can’t speak to that, sir, what we would do with that laptop.  

You know, I don’t have any knowledge of said laptop.  I can’t 

talk hypothetically about what we would have done or not 

have done with that laptop. 

Floris Tr. 94:7–15, 95:24–96:8.   

When asked about the Hunter Biden/Burisma allegations, FLORIS gave similar responses.  

For example: 

Q.  Directing your attention to page 5 [of the Johnson/Grassley 

report].  The second full paragraph, it reads, quote, Hunter 

Biden was serving on Burisma’s board, . . . when . . . [the 

founder of Burisma] allegedly paid a $7 million bribe to 

officials serving under Ukraine prosecutor general Vitaly 

Yarema . . . .  Were you aware of this allegation or have you 

since become aware of this allegation prior to just now? 

A. No.   

Floris Tr. 158:12–24.   

34. On September 28, 2023, BENAVIDES gave a transcribed interview to the House Judiciary 

Committee on the above issues.  Benavides Tr. 1:18–24.  The interview took place at the 

Rayburn House Office Building, which is located within the District of Columbia.  The 

interview focused on, among other things, FITF’s involvement—or lack thereof—in the 

FBI’s investigations into Hunter Biden.  

35. At the beginning of the interview, Committee staff informed BENAVIDES that there was 

“an official court reporter taking down everything we say to make a written record” and 

asked that he “answer . . . questions in the most complete and truthful manner possible,” 
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telling him that he should ask for clarification if needed.  Benavides Tr. 4:4–5, 5:6–9.  

BENAVIDES also was warned that he was required to “answer questions from Congress 

truthfully,” including questions from staff.  Benavides Tr. 5:19–6:1.  BENAVIDES 

acknowledged that he understood that “[w]itnesses that knowingly provide false testimony 

can be subject to criminal prosecution for perjury or for making false statements under 18 

United States Code, section 1001” and said there was no reason he could not provide 

truthful answers.  Benavides Tr. 6:1–9.  BENAVIDES was careful in how he testified, e.g., 

Benavides Tr. 30:7–10; see also Benavides Tr. 127:12–13 (“I am trying to be as precise 

with you as possible.”), and frequently asked for clarification or said he did not recall 

certain things happening.   

36. A primary focus of BENAVIDES’s testimony concerned FITF’s involvement—or lack 

thereof—in the Hunter Biden laptop investigation.  BENAVIDES, in no uncertain terms, 

disclaimed any contemporaneous knowledge of the Hunter Biden laptop.  For example: 

Q. Are you familiar with the October 14th, 2020, New York 

Post story regarding Hunter Biden’s laptop? 

A. Only in the—from the prep material.  I read through it. 

Q.  Do you recall if you were aware of it in October of 2020, 

when the story came out or shortly thereafter? 

A. I don’t know if I would have gotten it from the story, but I 

was aware of a Hunter Biden laptop narrative that was out in 

the public domain in 2020. 

Q. And, to your understanding, what was that Hunter Biden 

laptop narrative? 

A. My understanding, and I’ll be honest, some of this came 

from 2 days ago.  I was on Wikipedia, anticipating what 

might be asked.  There was a purported laptop dropped off 

at a repair shop attributed to Hunter Biden. 
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Q. And, to your knowledge, is the FBI in possession of that 

laptop? 

A. Only because of the Wikipedia article, my understanding is, 

according to that article, the FBI is in possession of the 

laptop.   

Benavides Tr. 146:12–147:1. 

37. BENAVIDES repeatedly was asked about the Hunter Biden laptop and 

repeatedly gave the same answer: 

Q. When did you learn that there was an ongoing criminal 

investigation related to the laptop? 

A.  The Wikipedia page. 

Q.  In prep for today? 

A. Yes. 

Q. So you had no knowledge during your tenure at the FBI? 

A. Of an investigation related to the laptop? 

Q. Yes. 

A.  No. 

Benavides Tr. 162:23–163:6. 

38. BENAVIDES later was asked the same question, and this time he doubled down on his 

lack of contemporaneous awareness: 

Q. Okay.  You mentioned that at some point—I think you said, 

when you were reading a Wikipedia article, you came to 

learn that there was an ongoing criminal investigation that 

related to a laptop? 

A. I don’t recall that from the Wikipedia.  I was made aware per 

the Wikipedia article that the FBI had taken possession of a 

laptop circa December of 2019. 

Q. Okay.  You didn’t have that knowledge from your role in the 

FBI? 
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A. Absolutely not.   

. . .  

Q.  Okay.  I just want to clarify, because some of the questions 

were just so broad and so hypothetical.  Like, let’s be really 

specific.  Do you have any knowledge that the FBI has an 

ongoing criminal investigation related to a laptop purported 

to belong to Hunter Biden? 

A. I do not have firsthand knowledge of that. 

Q. Okay.  Do you have any knowledge outside of the Wikipedia 

or media articles that you would have read? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Nothing specific to your time in the FBI? 

A.  No. 

Q.  And you never had that kind of knowledge, is that fair to say, 

that was specific to your role in the FBI? 

A. In the investigation into a laptop, no.   

Benavides Tr. 171:19–172:18. 

39. The most that BENAVIDES would say about the laptop was that he remembers being asked 

by the Executive Assistant Director for National Security—in hypothetical and perhaps 

“rhetorical” terms, Benavides Tr. 155:24—whether “the Russians had the sophistication, 

the capabilities to potentially insert a laptop purported to be associated with Hunter Biden.”  

Benavides Tr. 147:6–148:14.  BENAVIDES responded that it was “conceivable that 

something like [that] could happen,” Benavides Tr. 148:16–20, and “that was the end of 

the conversation,” Benavides Tr. 155:23–156:1.  But BENAVIDES otherwise denied 

having any other conversations about the laptop at the FBI: 

Q. Prior to your conversation with [the Executive Assistant 

Director for National Security], did you have any 

discussions with anyone in the government regarding the 

FBI’s possession of the laptop? 
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A. I would not have discussed anything about the laptop within 

the government.  If I knew that the FBI had possession of it, 

that would have been outside of FITF. 

Q. What do you mean by that? 

A. Meaning that there would not have been a FITF part of our 

mandate.  Knowing that the FBI had the laptop, the FITF 

would not have had the laptop.  I would have known that the 

FITF had the laptop, in other words. 

Q. Sure, sure.  To your understanding, which division would 

have had the laptop? 

A. Likely the Criminal Division. 

Q.  Did you have any discussions with anyone from the Criminal 

Division regarding the FBI’s possession of the laptop? 

A. I did not.   

Benavides Tr. 150:16–151:6.   

40. BENAVIDES also was asked about the allegation that FITF communicated with social-

media companies about the Hunter Biden laptop: 

Q. Do you know if FITF was being asked by the social media 

companies the day the story broke whether the FBI has the 

laptop? 

A. As part of my prep material, I know that question was asked 

to [FBI Employee 4], I believe. 

Q. At the time[] you were section chief of FITF did you know 

that? 

A. Not at the time I was section chief of FITF, no.  Apologies. 

Benavides Tr. 152:8–13. 

FLORIS’S AND BENAVIDES’S FALSE TESTIMONY TO CONGRESS MATERIALLY 

AFFECTED THE DIRECTION AND OUTCOME OF THE COMMITTEE’S 

INVESTIGATION 

 

41. In connection with this investigation, the FBI has obtained information from a 

Congressional staffer who was present at the 2023 House Judiciary Committee interviews 
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of BENAVIDES and FLORIS.  The staffer confirmed that he or she viewed FLORIS’s 

statements concerning her involvement in and discussions of the Hunter Biden 

investigations as materially untrue.  The staffer also confirmed that he or she viewed 

BENAVIDES’s statements on his awareness of and involvement in the Hunter Biden 

investigations as materially untrue.  The staffer further stated that FLORIS’s and 

BENAVIDES’s answers influenced the Committee’s investigation significantly, including 

by thwarting investigative follow-up interviews and subpoenas.  For example, had FLORIS 

answered the Committee’s questions concerning her awareness of discussions relating to 

Hunter Biden at the FITF truthfully, the Committee would have aggressively pursued all 

relevant information about those communications.  Had BENAVIDES been truthful about 

his involvement in the Hunter Biden investigations, the Committee would have sought 

additional documents and testimony in furtherance of its investigation.   

42. In an October 2026 interview, FBI Employee 1 stated that, if BENAVIDES had testified to 

having no awareness of the Hunter Biden laptop while he was at FITF, that testimony would 

have been inaccurate.  He further stated that he sat in a room with BENAVIDES and talked 

about the laptop.  He further stated that he spoke with BENAVIDES about reviewing 

material from the laptop that was in the FBI’s possession.   

43. In the same interview, FBI Employee 1 stated that, if FLORIS testified that she had no 

discussions about an investigation into Hunter Biden while she was at FITF, that testimony 

would have been inaccurate.  He further stated that he had routine and regular discussions 

with FLORIS regarding the investigations into Hunter Biden.   

44. After acknowledging that she could be prosecuted under 18 U.S.C. § 1001 for providing a 

false statement to Congress, FLORIS testified that she had no involvement in the Hunter 
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Biden investigations.  In reality, she was in frequent communication with the case team for 

over a year during which she both sent and received information about Hunter Biden.  

FLORIS testified that she knew nothing about the Hunter Biden laptop.  In reality, she 

coordinated the FBI’s response to news articles about the laptop in real time.  FLORIS 

agreed that she had “no personal knowledge of Hunter Biden ever being the subject of any 

discussion at the FITF” while she was there.  In reality, she personally participated in scores 

of conversations about Hunter Biden, including many that were in writing.  FLORIS 

testified that she had no contemporaneous knowledge of the Johnson/Grassley 

investigation report.  In reality, she circulated the report the morning that it was released, 

along with a detailed summary.  FLORIS testified that she knew nothing about an 

assessment to discredit the Hunter Biden investigations, even though she approved the 

Round River interim report and participated in conversations about it.  Individually and 

collectively, these false statements allowed her to escape further questioning from a 

skeptical committee about the then-President’s son in the leadup to the 2024 election.  

These knowing, willful, and materially false statements hindered a duly convened 

Congressional committee from exercising oversight of the Executive Branch. 

45. BENAVIDES’s testimony followed a similar pattern.  After acknowledging that he could 

be prosecuted under 18 U.S.C. § 1001 for providing a false statement to Congress, 

BENAVIDES testified that he knew about the New York Post article regarding Hunter 

Biden’s laptop “[o]nly in the—from the prep material.”  In reality, he extensively discussed 

the laptop story the day it broke.  BENAVIDES further testified that he did not know that 

FITF was asked by social media companies whether FBI had the laptop on the day the New 

York Post story broke.  In reality, he was included on emails while his subordinate was on 
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the phone with Twitter.  BENAVIDES went so far as to say that his awareness of the FBI’s 

possession and investigation of a laptop purported to belong to Hunter Biden was “[o]nly 

because of the Wikipedia article” he read in preparing for his testimony.  In reality, he was 

in constant communication about the laptop over a period of days including—in a fashion 

that demonstrated deeper knowledge—with the ASAC in charge of the investigation to 

confirm details about the FBI’s receipt and exploitation of the laptop.  This was confirmed 

by BENAVIDES’s own subordinate during her interview before the Committee, when she 

said she “would certainly say that Brad Benavides was aware” that the laptop was real.  

And when BENAVIDES was asked whether he knew while he was at the FBI that “the FBI 

had taken possession of a laptop circa December of 2019,” he replied: “Absolutely not.”  

In reality, BENAVIDES was familiar with the investigations and the FBI’s possession of 

the laptop, as demonstrated by the fact that BENAVIDES confirmed the date of receipt of 

the laptop with the ASAC in charge of the investigation.  BENAVIDES testified that he 

had no conversations with anyone from the FBI’s Criminal Division about the FBI’s 

possession of the laptop.  In reality, he organized a meeting with FBI Employee 1, the lead 

agent overseeing the Hunter Biden investigations from the Criminal Division, during which 

they discussed the laptop.  That was only one of many conversations BENAVIDES had 

with FBI Employee 1 about the Hunter Biden laptop and investigations.  Like FLORIS, 

BENAVIDES was able to escape awkward questions about the then-President’s son 

through his repeated false statements.  These knowing, willful, and materially false 

statements hindered a duly convened Congressional committee from exercising oversight 

of the Executive Branch. 
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I submit that this affidavit supports a finding of probable cause that FLORIS and 

BENAVIDES have made false statements to Congress in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1001(a)(2). 

__________________________ 

BYRON MILITELLO 

Special Agent 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Subscribed and sworn by telephone pursuant to Fed. R. Crim. P. 4.1 and 41(d)(3) 

on October 20, 2026.

______________________________________ 

HONORABLE MATTHEW J. SHARBAUGH 

UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE 
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