To: The Department of Justice

From: Christina Bobb

Date: June 4, 2025

Re: Arizona Attorney General Taking Money to Influence Political Prosecution

WHISTLEBLOWER MEMORANDUM
About the Whistleblower: I am Christina Bobb, a former investigative reporter and attorney who
worked for Donald Trump from 2022-2024. I am one of sixteen remaining defendants in the

Arizona criminal prosecution State of Arizona v. Kelli Ward, the prosecution of the Trump electors.

Current Status of Criminal Case: The indictment has been remanded and the court ruled that
the prosecutors substantially infringed on my (and my co-defendants’) constitutional rights. The
prosecutors have not reconstituted the grand jury but are appealing the ruling. The court also
made a prima facia finding that the case was brought for political reasons. The government is
appealing that finding as well. The court’s rulings confirms that this case was brought for

motivations other than criminal justice.

BLUF: There appears to be organized bribery in the state of Arizona, and likely extending to other
states. In the course of my criminal prosecution, the State of Arizona inadvertently disclosed
information to the defense, which they have since acknowledged as authentic. Upon closer
inspection, the Arizona Attorney General received $200,000 (what appears to be) in exchange for
the Democratic Attorney General’s Association to have prosecutorial influence — through one of
their initiatives “States United Democracy Center” — in prosecuting their political opponents. To be
clear, the Democratic Attorney General’s Association paid Arizona Attorney General Kris Mayes
$200,000, and she gave States United prosecution power to prosecute Trump attorneys, allies, and

electors. Prosecutors claim on the record and in emails that States United represents their office.



Executive Summary: States United is a liberal non-profit organization with whom the Arizona
Attorney General’s Office claims an attorney-client relationship in this criminal matter. States
United initiated the strategy for this prosecution and the Attorney General’s Office continues to use
their work product, most recently to request a search warrant, which is still pending.

States United claims on their website that they are “an initiative of the Progressive State
Leadership Committee” (“PSLC”). PSLC has the exact same address, president, executive
director, and nearly identical leadership team as the Democratic Attorneys General Association
(DAGA), which is a committee of the Democratic Party. Additionally, DAGA pays the salaries
of the PSLC employees, according to their most recently available Tax Form 990. PSLC and
DAGA are the same people, sitting in the same building in Washington DC, getting paid from

the same bank account.

DAGA paid $50,000 to Kris Mayes’ legal fund September 5, 2023 long after Kris Mayes’
campaign was over and just a couple months after the Attorney General’s Office signed a contract
giving prosecutorial influence to States United. The payment was also very close in time to the
opening of this grand jury investigation. DAGA made a second payment of $150,000 to Kris
Mayes’ legal fund July 3, 2024 over 18 months after her campaign ended and roughly a month after
I and my co-defendants were all, arrested, arraigned, and publicly humiliated.

By comparison, DAGA donated to the Arizona Democratic Party in 2022, during the
campaign cycle, $25,000. Yet, Kris Mayes’ legal fund received $200,000 after the election was over,
but while she was developing this criminal case. Notably, DAGA did not make any payment to Kris
Mayes’ campaign or legal fund during the 2022 election cycle. The payments only arrived after Mayes

was in office and had signed a contract with States United to participate in this prosecution.



DAGA, the Democratic Attorneys General Association, benefits from the prosecution of its
political opponents, Trump attorneys and allies. This prosecution chills the willingness of republicans
to challenge elections or face criminal prosecution, a benefit to DAGA.

States United, as “an initiative of” PSLC/DAGA, has an inherent conflict and cannot
impartially participate in the prosecution of their obvious political opponents. Kris Mayes had an
obligation to disclose that the organization she hired, pro bono, to advise her on prosecuting prominent
republicans is “an initiative of” effectively DAGA, which is a committee of the Democratic Party.
Instead, she tried to cover it up.

States United was exposed as assisting in this prosecution only due to an error. The
prosecutors now claim States United’s involvement is privileged and are refusing to disclose their
activity.

Could Attorney General Mayes have received the two payments totaling $200,000 for a lawful
unrelated purpose? Yes. However, there’s a significant appearance of impropriety when (1) the
payments come affer Kris Mayes is in office, (2) Mayes gives a level of prosecutorial authority (3)
to “an initiative” (States United) of the paying party (PSLC/DAGA), and (4) the payments just so
happen to be around the same time (a) the grand jury investigation was open and then (b) arrests
were made of the groups’ political opponents. The logical next question is will there be a third
payment if she secures a conviction? These actions raise serious questions of criminal activity.

My attorney and I have prepared a motion to disqualify the attorney general, her office,
and States United from continuing the prosecution, which will likely be filed the same day I send
this whistleblower complaint to you. The portions of that motion that are relevant to establish

this complaint are included below beginning on the next page.

Exhibits: Here is a dropbox link to the exhibits https://www.dropbox.com/t/Ru4rdJ6bloPFIHXP



https://www.dropbox.com/t/Ru4rdJ6bIoPFIHXP

STATEMENT OF FACTS

I THE ARIZONA ATTORNEY GENERAL CLAIMS AN ATTORNEY CLIENT
RELATIONSHIP WITH STATES UNITED

The Attorney General’s Office does not dispute their relationship with States United. In
fact, they continue to evoke Attorney-Client privilege in this matter and rely upon their work
product to continue prosecuting this case.

A. The Attorney General claims States United represents her office in this matter

The Arizona Attorney General’s Office claimed on the record that States United
represented the Arizona Attorney General’s Office in this criminal matter, and all their
communications with the liberal non-profit are covered by attorney-client privilege. To support
their claim for attorney client privilege, prosecutors produced a contract, signed by Daniel Barr
(Mayes’ Chief of Staff) on behalf of the Attorney General’s Office. (Exhibit A, Letter of
Engagement, 5/4/23) Prosecutors claim the contract is an engagement letter, despite the fact that
it does not identify any attorney licensed in Arizona with whom they claim privilege. The States
United attorney’s signature block on the contract is not an attorney licensed in Arizona.

In asserting their position that they have an attorney client relationship with States
United, the Attorney General’s Office sent an email to defense counsel stating:

“... As discussed, the State did not intend to provide the July 25, 2023

memorandum, instead, the State intended to provide a publicly-available

memorandum from States United. However, because it was submitted and relied

upon by the Court, it was properly disclosed under Rule 15 as part of discovery.

However, the State maintains that this was not a waiver of the attorney-client

privilege. The State will not provide additional information from States United

because of the attorney-client privilege.” (Exhibit C, Email from AG Kim Hunley,
12/12/24)



Ms. Bobb disputes that a lawful attorney-client relationship exists. The Attorney
General’s Office maintains that States United represented the Attorney General’s Office in
preparation and planning for this prosecution. It is also true that States United has provided legal
services furthering this prosecution, despite never having entered an appearance. According to
the memorandum that the Attorney General’s Office unintentionally disclosed, States United
created the blueprint for this prosecution. (Exhibits A and B). The contract between the Attorney
General’s Office and States United was signed May 15, 2023. (Exhibit A). The blueprint memo
drafted by States United was produced to the Attorney General’s Office on July 25, 2023.
(Exhibit D). That memorandum outlines the charges in this case, and the Attorney General’s
Office continues to rely on that guidance to request a search warrant after they secured the
indictment, which is how the defense discovered the memo. (Exhibit B, Memo from States
United, 7/25/23)

B. STATES UNITED ORIGINATES FROM THE DEMOCRATIC ATTORNEY
GENERAL’S ASSOCIATION, A COMMITTEE OF THE DEMOCRATIC
PARTY
Norm Eisen launched States United, originally called Voter Protection Program, shortly

after the 2020 election, “to [monitor] every pressure point to ensure that Trump could not
overturn the results.” (Exhibit D — Time article, Exhibit H— SUDC Guide dated Jan 4, 2021).
Norm Eisen is a prominent Democrat attorney who served as President Obama’s Ethics Czar and
Ambassador to the Czech Republic. (Exhibit E — Brookings Bio). The attorney and law firm
listed on the organization’s Tax Form 990 is Marc Elias, another prominent Democrat attorney
whose website boasts is “a mission driven firm committed to helping democrats win, citizens
vote, and progressives make change.” (Exhibit F, States United Tax Filing, pg. 9, and G

(www.elias.law)). The organization was founded as a partisan effort to oppose Donald Trump


http://www.elias.law/

and his allies and continues in that mission to the present day. (Exhibit D — Time article, Exhibit
H — SUDC Guide dates Jan 4, 2021, Exhibit J— SUDC Statement Nov 10, 2020).

States United, as an organization, openly calls for the punishment of Trump attorneys,
including Ms. Bobb and her co-defendants in this matter. (Exhibit K— SUDC Letter, Dec I,
2022; Exhibit L — SUDC website complaint to DC bar; Exhibit W — PSLC website).

1. States United promotes itself “as an initiative of the Progressive State Leadership
Committee, a 501(c)(4) organization.”

On the States United Website, at the bottom of several pages, there is a notification that
says “The Voter Protection Program is a nonpartisan initiative of the Progressive State Leaders

Committee, a 501(c)(4) organization. Visit www.statesunited.org for more details.” (Exhibit I (1-

4) — pdfs of SUDC website).

2. The Progressive State Leadership Committee has the exact same address, president,
executive director, and nearly identical leadership team as the Democratic Attorneys
General Association.

Upon examination of tax filings, the Progressive State Leaders Committee (“PSLC”) has
the exact same address, president, executive director, and nearly identical leadership team as the
Democratic Attorneys General Association (DAGA), which is a committee of the Democratic

Party. (Exhibit M, N, O — PSLC Form 990, DAGA Form 990, https://democrats.org/who-we-

are/about-the-democratic-party/). Additionally, DAGA pays the salaries of the PSLC

employees. (Exhibit M — PSLC Form 990, bottom of page 25). PSLC and DAGA are the same
people, sitting in the same building in Washington DC, getting paid from the same bank account.

3. The Democratic Attorney Generals Association is a committee of the Democratic
Party



http://www.statesunited.org/
https://democrats.org/who-we-are/about-the-democratic-party/
https://democrats.org/who-we-are/about-the-democratic-party/

According to the Democrat Party’s website, the Democratic Attorney Generals Association is

a committee of the Democratic Party. (https://democrats.org/who-we-are/about-the-democratic-

party/) (pdf at Exhibit O).

C. IT APPEARS THAT THE DEMOCRATIC ATTORNEY GENERAL’S
ASSOCIATION PAID KRIS MAYES $200,000, FOR WHATEVER USE, IN
EXCHANGE FOR PROSECUTORIAL INFLUENCE IN THIS MATTER TO
PROSECUTE THEIR POLITICAL OPPONENTS.

The Democratic Attorney General’s Association only paid Kris Mayes’ legal fund after her
campaign was over and after her office signed a contract with States United (“an initiative of”
PSLC/DAGA) granting the organization influence in this prosecution. (Exhibit P — DAGA Tax
Form Expenditures to Mayes). Notably, DAGA did not make any significant payments to Kris
Mayes during the election but waited until after she won and had prosecutorial authority. By
comparison, DAGA only donated $25,000 to the Arizona Democratic Party, and that was during
the 2022 campaign cycle. (Exhibit Q). Defendant recognizes that the payments could have been
made for lawful reasons, but the timeline and parties involved raises grave concerns about the

impartiality of this prosecution, creating at the very least an appearance of impropriety.

1. The timeline of events and payments raises serious concerns about outside political
influences in this prosecution.

Kris Mayes won her election in November 2022, which ended her campaign. She had
received no payments from DAGA during her campaign. Attorney General Mayes took office in
January 2023. Kris Mayes, through her Chief of Staff, entered a contract with States United (“an
initiative of” PSLC/DAGA) to provide legal services, granting States United a level of
prosecutorial authority in this criminal matter, on May 15, 2023. (Exhibit A). States United

delivered a roadmap to prosecute Ms. Bobb and her co-defendants on July 25, 2023. (Exhibit B).


https://democrats.org/who-we-are/about-the-democratic-party/
https://democrats.org/who-we-are/about-the-democratic-party/

The first payment of $50,000 was made from DAGA to Kris Mayes’ legal fund on September 5,
2023. (Exhibit P). Kris Mayes initiated a grand jury investigation into Ms. Bobb and her co-
defendants in December 2023. The Arizona Attorney General’s Office violated Ms. Bobb and
her co-defendants’ due process rights to secure a widely publicized, but unconstitutional,
indictment from the grand jury on April 23, 2024. (Exhibit R — Court Order for Remand based
on Due Process violations; Exhibit S — News articles). The unconstitutional indictment provided
opportunity for the Democratic Party to publicly humiliate Ms. Bobb and her co-defendants, in
an effort to sway voters for the upcoming election. (Exhibit V — DNC statement). Ms. Bobb and
her co-defendants were arrested, arraigned, and widely slandered on May 22, 2024. (Exhibit T,
U- media humiliation). Following the indictment, DAGA made a second payment of $150,000 to
Kris Mayes’ legal fund on July 3, 2024. (Exhibit P).

Arizona AG Krisi Mayes’ conduct raises serious concerns that the Arizona Attorney
General has given authority to “an initiative” (States United) of the Democratic Attorney
General’s Association to prosecute Ms. Bobb. In exchange, it appears that Attorney General
Mayes was paid $200,000 potentially to allow a committee of the Democratic Party to influence

this prosecution for political gain.



