SECURITY FIRMS
PITCHING BANK OF
AMERICA ON WIKILEAKS
RESPONSE PROPOSED
TARGETING GLENN
GREENWALD
On Saturday, private security firm HBGary
Federal bragged to the FT that it had
discovered who key members of the hacking group
Anonymous are. In response, Anonymous hacked HB
Gary Federal and got 44,000 of their emails and
made them publicly available.
You believe that you can sell the
information you’ve found to the FBI?
False. Now, why is this one false? We’ve
seen your internal documents, all of
them, and do you know what we did? We
laughed. Most of the information you’ve
“extracted” is publicly available via
our IRC networks. The personal details
of Anonymous “members” you think you’ve
acquired are, quite simply, nonsense.
So why can’t you sell this information
to the FBI like you intended? Because
we’re going to give it to them for free.
Your gloriously fallacious work can be a
wonder for all to scour, as will all of
your private emails (more than 44,000
beauties for the public to enjoy). Now
as you’re probably aware, Anonymous is
quite serious when it comes to things
like this, and usually we can elaborate
gratuitously on our reasoning behind
operations, but we will give you a
simple explanation, because you seem
like primitive people:
You have blindly charged into the
Anonymous hive, a hive from which you’ve
tried to steal honey. Did you think the

bees would not defend it? Well here we
are. You’ve angered the hive, and now
you are being stung.

As TechHerald reports, among those documents was
a presentation, “The Wikileaks Threat,” put
together by three data intelligence firms for
Bank of America in December. As part of it, they
put together what they claimed was a list of
important contributors to WikiLeaks. They
suggested that Glenn Greenwald’s support was key
to WikiLeaks’ ongoing survival.
The proposal starts with an overview of
WikiLeaks, including some history and
employee statistics. From there it moves
into a profile of Julian Assange and an
organizational chart. The chart lists
several people, including volunteers and
actual staff.
One of those listed as a volunteer,
Salon.com columnist, Glenn Greenwald,
was singled out by the proposal.
Greenwald, previously a constitutional
law and civil rights litigator in New
York, has been a vocal supporter of
Bradley Manning, who is alleged to have
given diplomatic cables and other
government information to WikiLeaks. He
has yet to be charged in the matter.
Greenwald became a household name in
December when he reported on the
“inhumane conditions” of Bradley
Manning’s confinement at the Marine brig
in Quantico, Virginia. Since that
report, Greenwald has reported on
WikiLeaks and Manning several times.
“Glenn was critical in the Amazon to OVH
transition,” the proposal says,
referencing the hosting switch WikiLeaks
was forced to make after political
pressure caused Amazon to drop their
domain.

As TechHerald notes, an earlier version of the
slide said support from people like Glenn needed
to be “attacked.”
Now aside from the predictable, but nevertheless
rather shocking detail, that these security
firms believed the best way to take WikiLeaks
out was to push Glenn to stop supporting them,
what the fuck are they thinking by claiming that
Glenn weighs “professional preservation” against
“cause”? Could they be more wrong, painting
Glenn as a squeamish careerist whose loud
support for WikiLeaks (which dates back far
longer than these security firms seem to
understand) is secondary to “professional
preservation”? Do they know Glenn is a
journalist? Do they know he left the stuffy
world of law? Have they thought about why he
might have done that? Are they familiar at all
with who Glenn is? Do they really believe Glenn
became a household name–to the extent that he
did–just in December?
I hope Bank of America did buy the work of these
firms. Aside from the knowledge that the money
would be–to the extent that we keep bailing out
Bank of America–taxpayer money, I’d be thrilled
to think of BoA pissing away its money like
that. The plan these firms are pushing is
absolutely ignorant rubbish. They apparently
know almost nothing about what they’re pitching,
and have no ability to do very basic research.
Which is precisely the approach I’d love to see
BoA use to combat whatever WikiLeaks has coming
its way.

