
    

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

WESTERN DIVISION 
 
 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) CASE NO.  3:06 CR 719 
 ) 

Plaintiff, ) CHIEF JUDGE JAMES G. CARR 
 ) 

-vs- )   
 )  

WASSIM MAZLOUM,        )  
 ) 

Defendant. )  

 

DEFENDANT WASSIM MAZLOUM’S SENTENCING MEMORANDUM 

Defendant Wassim Mazloum, by and through his counsel, submits this sentencing 

memorandum to assist the Court in determining the appropriate sentence in his case.   

     Respectfully submitted, 

 

      /s/ Jeffrey J. Helmick 

Jeffrey J. Helmick 

      /s/ David L. Doughten 

      David L. Doughten 

      /s/ Mohammad Abdrabboh 

Counsel for Defendant 
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I. Introduction 

Defendant Wassim Mazloum was arrested on February 19, 2006, pursuant to a warrant 

from the original indictment in this case, released February 16, 2006.  During his arraignment on 

February 21, 2006, he was ordered detained by Magistrate Judge Armstrong. 

On February 7, 2007, Defendant Wassim Mazloum was charged, along with an additional 

two co-defendants, in a nine-count superseding indictment.  Mr. Mazloum was charged only in 

Counts One and Two.  Count One charged a violation of 18 U.S.C. §956(a)(1), (2)(A) and 

3583(j) – Conspiracy to Kill, Kidnap, Maim or Injure Persons Outside of the United States.  

Count Two charged a violation of 18 U.S.C. §2339A(a) and 3583(j) – Conspiring to Provide 

Material Support to Terrorists.  

On July 20, 2007, Mr. Mazloum filed a request for pretrial release.  The government filed 

a memorandum in opposition, and the Court conducted a hearing on Mr. Mazloum’s request on 

August 21, 2007.  At the Court’s suggestion, government counsel submitted transcripts of 

selected audio recordings from the investigation of the case, and both parties presented further 

argument to the Court concerning pretrial release.  On August 31, the Court held another hearing 

on Mr. Mazloum’s request, and then granted his pretrial release subject to understandably 

stringent conditions.   

In early March, 2008, Defendants Amawi, El-Hindi and Mazloum proceeded to jury trial.  

On June 13, 2008, after three days of deliberation, the jury returned verdicts of guilty on all 

counts against all three defendants.   The government moved immediately for detention of Mr. 
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Mazloum.  Mr. Mazloum did not object to this request, and the Court ordered him into custody 

and detained until sentencing.   

Mr. Mazloum presents here no arguments or challenges to the sentencing guidelines.  He 

made objections to the first disclosure of the Presentence Report which were integrated into the 

final disclosure of the PSR.  He will renew those objections, and raise any additional objections, 

during the hearing the Court has set for October 14, 2009.   

Of course, the guidelines are only advisory.  While the Court must determine the correct 

guideline range and consider it in sentencing, any effect of the guidelines on Mr. Mazloum’s 

sentence ends there.  In fact, “[t]he Guidelines are not only not mandatory on sentencing courts; 

they are also not to be presumed reasonable.”  Nelson v. United States, 555 U.S. ----, 129 S.Ct. 

890, 892 (2009) (emphasis in original); See also, Rita v. United States, 551 U.S. 338, 351, 127 

S.Ct. 2456, 168 L.Ed.2d 203 (2007) (“the sentencing court does not enjoy the benefit of a legal 

presumption that the Guidelines sentence should apply”); Gall v. United States, 552 U.S. 38, 128 

S.Ct. 586, 169 L.Ed.2d 445 (2007).   

Here, Mr. Mazloum presents matters for the Court to consider generally, as mitigation 

relating to the ultimate sentencing decision to be made under 18 U.S.C. §3553(a).  
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II. Factors for Consideration 

A. Defendant’s Background 

That Mr. Mazloum has no criminal history is uncontroverted.  Between his bond hearing 

and testimony at his trial, the Court has heard much about his character and upbringing.  The 

Court will recall he was born in Lebanon, the eldest of four children.  When Wassim was ten 

years old, his father abandoned his family, eventually settling in Venezuela.   Like it or not, 

Wassim was thrust into a leadership role in his family.  He fulfilled that role admirably.   

Wassim and his family lived through a great deal of turmoil over the next several years, 

in war-torn Lebanon, before immigrating to the United States in 2000.  Members of his mother’s 

extended family had come to the United States many years before.  All have worked hard and 

established themselves positively in the local community.  Some spoke on Wassim’s behalf at 

this bond hearing and trial; some put up their property to help secure his pretrial release.   

When Wassim arrived in the U.S., he began working within days.  Having not had time to 

gain the equivalent of a high school diploma before leaving Lebanon with his family, he quickly 

earned his G.E.D., despite his limited English language skills.  Wassim always worked to 

support himself and his family at various jobs such as a cook and car salesman, even while 

enrolled in school.  In fact, he enrolled at the University of Toledo College of Engineering, 

eventually completing roughly four of the five years of required coursework to obtain his degree 

before his arrest on this case.   
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While his sisters, Dima and Diana Mazloum, his mother, Salwa Elkechen, and his 

brother, Bilal Mazloum, all became U.S. citizens, Wassim was a resident alien at the time of his 

arrest.  He had hoped to eventually obtain citizenship. 

B. Pretrial Release 

The government, not surprisingly, objected to Wassim’s request for pretrial release.  

Perhaps remarkably for a case of this kind, this Court released Wassim.  But the Court’s trust in 

Wassim was not misplaced, nor was the government’s decision not to appeal the Court’s 

decision betrayed.   

The Court understandably imposed stringent conditions on Wassim’s release, including 

electronic monitoring, a requirement for custodial supervision, and other measures.  Throughout 

the 288 days of his release, Wassim never waivered.  He met with pretrial services when 

required, assisted his counsel when needed and provided what support he could to his family.  

And when the government asked that he be detained after the verdict was taken on June 13, 

2008, Wassim did not object nor did he request counsel argue for his continued release.  He 

respected the process and was grateful for his release before trial.   

The day he was granted release, August 31, 2007, the Court addressed Wassim: 

THE COURT:  Well, and there are – among other enforcabilities would be return 
to custody and revocation. And I'm sure you're aware, and I'm sure defense 
counsel is aware; Mr. Mazloum, you should be aware, people who violate 
conditions of release, whether they flee or not, if they get convicted, that violation 
is a substantial factor that causes me not to be lenient. When you break a promise 
to me, you break a court order that I issue, I start looking for how high can I go. 
Do you understand that? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 
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Pretrial Release Hearing of August 31, 2007, at 23-24.   

 Of course, Wassim did not break that promise.  Accordingly, the Court should 

consider favorably Mr. Mazloum’s performance while on pretrial release in fashioning 

the appropriate sentence.  He evinced his respect for the Court’s authority, rules and for 

our system of justice.  The Probation Officer, in her closing comments on sentencing 

factors, clearly agrees: “The defendant’s long-term and favorable adjustment to bond 

supervision should also be taken into consideration under 18 U.S.C. 3553(a) factors.”  

PSR at 32.   

 C.  Offense Conduct 

 Although Mr. Mazloum respects the Court’s authority and the integrity of our justice 

system, he does dispute what his conduct means in relation to the law and, ultimately, his 

conviction.  These issues, of course, are appropriate for an appeal and not here.   

 Wassim does ask the Court to consider the evidence in the case in three areas; however, 

not as legal defenses, but in mitigation of his sentence.   

 First, while Mr. Mazloum did not argue entrapment, there is the involvement of and 

inducement by the government’s cooperating witness, Mr. Griffin.  Prior to Mr. Griffin’s 

involvement, Mr. Mazloum did not know Mr. El-Hindi, except by face from seeing him at the 

local mosque.  Furthermore, without Mr. Amawi’s involvement with Mr. Griffin, it is highly 

unlikely that Mr. Mazloum would have engaged in the activities that formed the foundation and 

acts supporting the government’s case.  The Court should not view Mr. Mazloum’s actions in a 

vacuum.  Mr. Griffin provoked the defendants’ strong feelings at a time of high tensions in the 
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Muslim community due to events like the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, the invasion of Iraq, and 

scandals at Abu Ghraib prison.  Mr. Griffin’s own suggestion that Muslims were under attack 

everywhere, including the United States, no doubt also contributed to Mr. Mazloum’s strong 

reactions and rhetoric.       

 This Court aptly described this dynamic in this portion of the background narrative in its 

order denying Defendant Amawi’s Motion for Acquittal: 

The F.B.I. hired Griffin, a former D.E.A. undercover informant, to go into 
the Toledo community to try to uncover terroristic plots and activities. He became 
active in a Toledo, Ohio, mosque attended by the defendants. Prior to Griffin’s 
activities, the defendants were not acquainted with one another, though they may 
have been aware that they were members of the mosque.   

Griffin, a former U.S. Army Special Forces soldier, held himself out to be 
a radical convert to Islam. He talked about the need for jihad and to resist the 
American campaign in Iraq and American policies elsewhere. He promoted 
himself as being able to provide jihadist training. 

The defendants succumbed to his efforts to encourage them to agree to 
obtain training with the prospect of either going to Iraq to fight with the 
insurgents against American forces or themselves become trainers of others for 
the same purpose. To some extent, some training was given to those who went to 
a firing range and shot pistols. 

 
Court’s Order denying Amawi’s Motion for Acquittal (R. 948), at 1-2.   
 

The Court’s use of the verb “succumbed” is accurate and appropriate.  Accordingly, the 

Court should favorably consider Mr. Mazloum’s lack of a strong predisposition to commit these 

offenses, as well as the way the case was hatched and the tactics used by Mr. Griffin.  Even 

during his two visits to the shooting range, he used his own identification and made no attempt to 

disguise his identity.   He owned no weapons.  Again, while Mr. Mazloum contended his words 

and limited actions in visiting the shooting range and accepting instruction were insufficient to 

show sufficient intent, he recognizes that these arguments are appropriate for appeal. 
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 Similarly, the second area of the evidence the Court ought to consider is that Mr. 

Mazloum essentially walked away from the activities coordinated by Mr. Griffin.  Despite his 

rhetoric, his attendance at the shooting range and at gatherings at the residences of his co-

defendants and Mr. Griffin, Mr. Mazloum ultimately withdrew from Griffin’s activities.  

The Court will recall that after his second trip to the shooting range on April 29, 2005, 

Wassim had no contact with Mr. Griffin or Mr. Amawi until Mr. Griffin’s penultimate – and  

uninvited and unannounced – visit to Wassim’s car lot on September 29.  During that five month 

gap, three things are clear: (1) There was no contact between Mr. Griffin and Wassim, (2) 

Wassim was unaware that Mr. Amawi had gone to Jordan with Mr. Griffin, and (3) Wassim had 

resumed his studies in Engineering at the University of Toledo and begun running his own car lot 

to support himself and his family.  In addition, the trial evidence reflected that during this period, 

Mr. Griffin inquired of Mr. Awawi about Wassim’s interest in and availability to train.  Mr. 

Amawi responded that Wassim did not wish to train.  In fact, Wassim had resumed his life – the 

life he hoped to lead when he came to the United States.   

 The last contact between Mr. Griffin and Wassim was another four months later, on 

January 30, 2006.  Again, Mr. Griffin arrived unannounced and uninvited at the car lot.  It is 

clear from the evidence that Mr. Griffin had had no success in contacting Wassim otherwise, and 

that Wassim was utterly unaware of what Mr. Griffin or Mr. Amawi had been doing.   More 

importantly, he did not really care.   

 Other than a family visit to Lebanon, to visit relatives and for a possible traditional 

arranged marriage and perhaps required service in the Lebanese Army, the record does not 

support Mr. Mazloum ever planning a trip to Iraq or Afghanistan.   
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 Finally, and significantly, Mr. Mazloum notes that the Probation Officer, in her closing 

comments on factors for the Court to consider, stated in part: “This officer notes there may be 

sufficient grounds for a defense argument in mitigation based on 18 U.S.C. 3553(a) factors 

specifically, the nature and circumstances of the offense, in that there is weighted evidence to 

suggest that defendant, Mazloum, had less contacts with the government’s witness than his co-

defendants.”  PSR at 32. 

D.  Deportation 

Because he is a resident alien and never became a U.S. citizen, conviction for these 

offenses will certainly result in his deportation after service of his sentence.  A lengthy sentence 

will only delay the inevitable, and further tax the resources of an already overcrowded Federal 

Bureau of Prisons.    Because of his citizenship status, Mr. Mazloum will be ineligible for a 

plethora of prison programming, including those programs which would reduce his overall 

sentence, and would also render him ineligible for early prison release to a halfway house or 

other facility.   

Furthermore, it can take several months and sometimes years before proper 

documentation and permission is received from Lebanon before Wassim will be physically 

removed from the United States. In other words he will spend several additional months or 

longer in jail in Immigration custody even after completing his sentence on the underlying 

charges before his is physically removed.  Accordingly, the Court should consider these factors 

in determining the appropriate sentence.   
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III. Conclusion 

 The Court should reward Mr. Mazloum for his performance while on pretrial release.  

Given the severity of the potential sentences in his case, many in Wassim’s shoes would have 

had a great temptation to flee.  But he did not betray the Court’s trust.  With the exception of the 

activities during several months of his life for which he was charged and convicted, Wassim 

Mazloum led a proper and admirable life.  He struggled to support his family against almost 

unimaginable adversity when his father abandoned him and his family when he was ten.  After 

arriving with his family in the U.S. some nine years ago, he worked long and hard to support 

them and to advance his education.  

 The evidence persuasively supports that he walked away from Mr. Griffin when he 

gained a deeper understanding of just what Mr. Griffin was selling.  For however far he may 

have strayed off the right path, he had found his way back, on his own, well before his arrest on 

these charges.  Wassim has paid, and will continue to pay, a very great price for his words and 

his meetings with his co-defendants and Mr. Griffin, not the least of which is the loss of his 

freedom for some time to come, and his ultimate expulsion from the country where his mother, 

brother and sisters will continue their lives.   

     Respectfully Submitted, 

S/Jeffrey J. Helmick                      

JEFFREY J. HELMICK (#0040197)  
1119 Adams Street, 2nd Floor  
Toledo, OH 43604-5508   
(419) 243-3800  
Fax: (419) 243-4046    

 
Counsel for Defendant 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing memorandum has been filed 

electronically.  Notice of this filing will be sent to all parties by operation of the Court’s 

electronic filing system.  Parties may access this filing through the Court’s electronic filing 

system.  

 
S/Jeffrey J. Helmick     
Jeffrey J. Helmick 
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